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The Ponderosa Telephone Co. RECE,VED

P.0.BOX21  O'NEALS, CA. 93645
TELEPHONE (209) 868-3312 SEP 21 1992
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Before the %EEENE

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION SEP 2 2 1992
Washington, D.C. 20554

{SSION
COMNUNCATIONS COMM
In the Matter of FEOEREL QFFICE OF THE SECRETARY |
Regulatory Reform for )
Local Exchange Carriers ) CC Docket No. 92-135
Subject to Rate of Return )
Regulation )
Reply Comments of The Ponderosa Telephone Co.
1. The Ponderosa Telephone Co. hereby submits these Reply Comments in

response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING released July 17, 1992. The
Ponderosa Telephone Co. is a small local exchange carrier (LEC) with 6,598 access lines in
service. Our total 1991 average interstate ratebase is $4,566,593. We currently participate in
all NECA pools as a cost company.

2. We appreciate the Commission’s willingness to offer incentives for efficient
operation and reduced regulatory requirements for small LECs filing interstate access tariffs.
We support the concept of incentive regulation for small LECs provided the plan remains
optional, has sufficient flexibility, and offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions contained in the Comments filed by
GVNW, Inc./Management. We believe that GNVW’s recommendations of increased
flexibility and incentives are necessary to make the proposed incentive plan a feasible option
for small LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,

The Ponderosa Telephone Co.

Matthew J. Boos

General Manager No. of Copies rec'd ﬁ * {{
‘ ListABCDE




e g g’g uen.g;g;él“l

COlTOl'I TEIEPHO‘\E COMPMW R

PO. BOX 68 ¢  COLTON, OREGON 97017 i csiian s
TELEPHONE (503) 824-3211 . c& ASSOCIATION
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SEP 22 1992
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

September 16, 1992

Office of the Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street

Washington, D.C. 20554

Please find enclosed the reply comments for Colton Telephone
Company regarding CC Docket 92-135.

Sincerely,

/ foeS . ;’7 f
AN |

Dale Rongey Zik [/
General Manager '

COLTON TELEPHONE COMPANY
DR:mms
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Regulatory Reform for
Local Exchange Carriers
Subject to Rate of Return
Regulation

CC Docket No. 92-135
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/

Reply Comments of Colton Telephone Company

1. Colton Telephone Company hereby submits these
Reply Comments in response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
released July 17, 1992. Colton Telephone Company is a small
local exchange carrier (LEC) with 1,003 access lines in
service. Our total 1991 average interstate ratebase 1is
$372,000. We currently participate in all NECA pools as a cost
company. '

2. We appreciate the Commission's willingness to
offer incentives for efficient operation and reduced regulatory
requirements for small LECs filing interstate access tariffs.
We support the concept of incentive regulation for small LECs
provided the plan remains optional, has sufficient flexibility,
and offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions contained
in the Comments filed by GVNW, Inc./Management. We believe that
GVNW's recommendations of increased flexibility and incentives
are necessary to make the proposed incentive plan a feasible
option for small LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,

Colton Telephone Company
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Regulatory Reform for
Local Exchange Carriers
Subject to Rate of Return
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CC Docket No. 92-135
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Reply Comments of Leaf River Telephone Company

1. Leaf River Telephone Company hereby submits these
Reply Comments in response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
released July..17, 1992. Leaf River Telephone Company is a small
local exchange carrier (LEC) with 563 access lines in service.
Our total 1991 average interstate ratebase 1is $460,000. We
currently file company specifilc traffic sensitive interstate
access rates.

2. We appreciate the Commission's willingness to
offer incentives for efficient operation and reduced regulatory
requirements for small LECs flling interstate access tariffs.
We support the concept of incentive regulation for small LECs
provided the plan remains optional, has sufficient flexibility,
and offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile,

3. We support the comments and suggestions contained
in the Comments filed by GVNW, Inc./Management. We believe that
GVNW's recommendations of increased flexibility and incentives

are necessary to make the proposed incentive plan a feagible
opticn for samll LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,

Leaf River Telephone Company

B o,
OL

Président

O+ (O

No. of Copies rec'd
LstABCDE




RECEIVED ORIGINA;

H N
- .

SFLE
SEP 22 1992 Ne@“‘“

ce
NICATIONS COMMISSION \ 2
mn&%@ms&c&smv ® \ kla

Before the K “ P‘“O\'\

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION .\ A
Washington, D.C. 20554 )

In the Matter of

Regulatory Reform for

Local Exchange Carriers ) CC Docket No. 92-135
Subject to Rate of Return )
Regulation

Réply Comments of Uintah Basin Telephone Assn. Inc.

1. Uintah Basin Telephone Assn. Inc. hereby submits
these Reply Comments in response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED
RULEMAKING released July 17, 1992. Uintah Basin Telephone Assn. is
a small local exchange carrier (LEC) with 2385 access lines in
service. Our total 1991 average interstate ratebase is $2,228,000.
We currently participate in all NECA pools as a cost company.

2. We appreciate the Commission’s willingness to
offer incentives for efficient operation and reduced regulatory
requirements for small LEC’s filing interstate access tariffs. We
support the concept of incentive regulation for small LEC’s
provided the plan remains optional, has sufficient flexibility and
offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions contained
in the Comments filed by GVNW, Inc/Management. We believe that
GVNW'’'s recommendations of increased flexibility and incentives are
necessary to make the proposed incentive plan a feasible option for
small LECs.

tfully Submitted

Ri;g;%za&zggﬂzﬁzz i

Martin Wm Brotherson
General Manager
Uintah Basin Telephone Assn. Inc.
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In the Matter of MAIL BRANCH

CC Docket No. 2-135

Reply Comments of Rural Telephone Company

Regulatory Reform for
Local Exchange Carriers
Subject to Rate of Return
Regulation

1. Rural Telephone Company hereby submits these
Reply Comments in response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
released July 17, 1992. Rural Telephone Company is a small
local exchange carrier (LEC) with 484 access lines in service.
Our total 1991 average interstate ratebase is $1,380.00 - NV.
We currrently participate in all NECA pools as a cost company.

2. We appreciate the Commission's willingness to
offer incentives for efficient operation and reduced regulatory
requirements for small LECs filing interstate access tariffs.
We support the concept of incentive regulation for small LECs
provided the plan remains optional, has sufficient flexibility,
and offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions contained
in the Comments filed by GVNW, Inc./Management. We believe that
GVNW's recommendations of increased flexibility and incentives
are necessary to make the porposed incentive plan a feasible
option for small LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,

Rural Telephone Company

REAL Y

James R. Martell
President
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In the matter of MAIL BRANCH

Regulatory Reform for
Local Exchange Carriers
Subject to Rate of Return
Regulation

CC Docket No. 94-135

N s st Vs

Reply Comments of Ellensburg Telephone Company

1, Ellensburg Telephone Company hereby submits
these Reply Comments in response to the NOTICE OF
PROPOSED RULEMAKING released July 17, 1992. Ellensburg
Telephone Company is a small local exchange carrier
(LEC) with 15,725 access lines in service. Our total
1991 average interstate ratebase is $6,445,000. We
currently participate in all NECA pools as a cost
company.

2. We appreciate the Commission's willingness to
offer incentives for efficient operation and reduced
regulatory requirements for small LECS filing interstate
access tariffs. We support the concept of incentive
regulation for small LECs provided the plan remains
optional, has sufficient flexibility, and offers large
enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions
contained in the Comments filed by GVNW,
Inc./Management. We believe that GVNW's recommendations
of increased flexibility and incentives are necessary to
make the proposed incentive plan a feasible option for
small LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,

Ellensburg Telephone Company
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Local Exchange Carriers ) CC Docket No. 92-13
Subject to Rate of Return )

Regulation

Reply Comments of Roosevelt County Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc.

1. Roosevelt County Telephone Coop. hereby submits these Reply Comments
in response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING released July 17, 1992, Roosevelt
County Tele. Coop. is a small local exchange carrier (LEC) with 1532 access lines
in service. Our total 1991 average interstate ratebase is $1,757,000. We currently
file company specific traffic sensitive interstate access rates.

2. We appreciate the Commission’s willingness to offer incentives for
efficient operation and reduced regulatory requirements for small LECs fdiling
interstate access tariffs. We support the concept of incentive regulation for
small LECs provided the plan remains optional, has sufficient flexibility, and
offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions contained in the Comments filed
by GVNW, Inc./Management. We believe that GVNW's recommendations of increased
flexibility and incentives are necessary to make the proposed incentive plan a
feasible option for small LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,

Roosevelt County Rural Telephone
Cooperative, Inc.

Dl ;

Donald Massey

Gepgeral] Manager
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Reply Comments of Rural Telephone Company

1. Rural Telephone Company hereby submits these
Reply Comments in response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
released July 17, 1992, Rural Telephone Company is a small
local exchange carrier (LEC_ with 381 access lines in
service. Our total 1991 average interstate ratebase is
$1,186.00 - ID. We currently participate in all NECA
pools as a cost company.

2. We appreciate the Commission's willingness to
offer incentives for efficient operation and reduced regulatory
requirements for small LECg filing interstate access tariffs.
We support the concept of incentive regulation for small LECs
provided the plan remains optional, has sufficient flexibility
and offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions
contained in the Comments filed by GVNW, Inc./Management.
We believe that GVNW's recommendations of increased flexibility
and incentives are necessary to make the proposed incentive plan
a feasible option for small LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,
Rural Telephone Company
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J es R. Martell
President
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Local Exchange Carriers
Subject to Rate of Return
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CC Docket No. 92-135

Reply Comments of Stoneham Coop. Tele. Corp.

1. Stoneham Coop. Tele. Corp. hereby submits these
Reply Comments in response to the NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
released July 17, 1992. Stoneham Coop. Tele. Corp. is a small
local exchange carrier (LEC) with # access lines in
service. We currently participate in all NECA pools as an
average schedule company.

2. We appreciate the Commission's willingness to
offer incentives for efficient operation and reduced regulatory
requirements for small LECs filing interstate access tariffs.
We support the concept of incentive regulation for small LECs
provided the plan remains optional, has sufficient flexibility,
and offers large enough incentives to make it worthwhile.

3. We support the comments and suggestions contained
in the Comments filed by GVNW, Inc./Management. We believe that
GVNW's recommendations of increased flexibility and incentives
are necessary to make the proposed incentive plan a feasible
option for small LECs.

Respectfully Submitted,

Stoneham Coop. Tele. Corp.
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