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Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results

for FL, GA, MD, MO and AfT
(sharing inputs set to 100% telco)
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. From ,""estml!llt Statistic. Sheet
Loop Im'estment Detail -,,---, Switching. IOF and Other Investment Detail

_Iilil•••••~~~
I 1 ' _.~--..------ - _.

j ',. __.. :-~-
. -•.-- -.- .. _--_.+.,"..... -- ---- ._--+-------_.._---- _ ...._-_._-----

j ~.". IIl0181.I~c! $1~'U~S.""9! $ c~9.73UOI ' $ 32,183,184 $ 606,505 I $ 17,761,205 $ 300,582,395 $ 1,297.05 $ 1,929.72

, ",' ',<0,'i" '"i j"i,c: iii"j"", ;0' -. ij"1'''''' L","'2!' I ,~'''.'''.m ".",on.,:;!: "'''0' ~_ '''3'
: $ ~.88c.988 ' $ 'l.18".615 $ 1~.068.603 $ c.197.627 $ 17.943l$' 1,050,633 $ 17,334,805 $ 1,40500 $ 2,643.00
T"$ 108703i9j~: $ 8c6 7c81~IlTi.9i466i~~~$-49s_:905.5cO -$'-'i'3114.152 ti. 170,806,592 $ 2,594,188,545 $ 51526 $ 39155
T"$ ·i,19i).5~4 t $ 6.711080'- $'91IJ1.66-1 +$ ----j-:332:796· $' ,.- ·Il.'~+f 667,482 $ 11.115,352 $ 59963 $ 1,683.84

H ,-_8Yi6:8cq~. 1~,1B.ili: t~jI351J.QIIr.I~-Xi~iJttt+!...='~7,~~ 1,671,518 $ 28,187.983 $ 966.10 $ 1,575.18
!~. 1.131,648,102, $ 11~.878.~96,$. ,C.. C76.5C6..998 . $,' +10.9.16,995 ,$ ,.1.0.282,221 $ 182,213.338 $ 2,909,939,551 $ 66673 $ 67452P 4876~21;7: $ 1111.171'7< (1~1,I§.8.J.C~_2l.~7:j]>~~f,-~j4J:842I 10,959,658 $ 183,010,390 $ 1,118.31 $ 2,324.69
,~ J:U"9/,I~ $ 17.29 17/,1' $ '1l.651.178 $ 4.c42,255 $ "6.614 $ 2,214,377 $ 37.164,624 $ 98787 $ 1,278.62

r~ 86R.712 : $ 1.18!)9()7~ $- =2~5,8·21~;..~_==177l1-..4CqT:,':::'~=-=-:'+.!_364.832 $ 4,393,948 $ 37737 $ ~63]?

~~__, =,. :_- .l-=-~~=,_r--~ -t- I I

, + I
~LTE!:.}E~.!'ICE-(~)RP' t $ N.W.II" ~ S 711112c "'1 : $ 1I686671;;;8~$' 162,24l~i~L'I~lIiL.I6l·TI.ss.346,959 $ 1,426,376,464 $ 99840 $ 1,547.27 $ 2,545.66 $ 3642915
AU,IATELCOI!\(' $ 11I.<)17.'~3 S 21"".(,14 $11918.216 $ 3.458.164 \. $ 154.069 U 2,178,076 5 37,708,525 $ 1.319.55 $ 2,538.23 $ 3,857.78 $ 4119691
HFii.s()lrriT $ c1L19cc.h84 $ 2.181789cc6 : $ 429~.711.910: $ 884I1L-:.ilU

I
T 27j~:5UlU 351,474,324 $ 5,558,935,065 $ , 582.22 $ 60092 $ 1,183.14 5 243.4118

BRANTLEY n,1. co INC ~ 76611.121 $ 16896940 $ 24.~57.07(1 $ 2.876,699 $ 99.678 i $ 1,704,680 $ 29.238.126 $ 1,540.27 $ 3,397.57 $ 4,937.84 $ 518.4351
- ~. -_. ~_._- - • t - ~--~ -------~ -- -- -- -----

BL'LLOCH COUNTY RI.'RAL : $ 1c.ccQ.cI4 '$ 24.114.11"0 $ ,6.163.263. $ 3,970,196 i $ 138,003 $ 2,483,630 $ 42,955,092 5 1,683.26 $ 3,321.86 $ 5,005.12 $ 546.4664
CITIZENS TEL CO:O;;.--- l$ 612883i" $ 1')~6<1896-: $ 2"689.727 -'$ 4:~ $-- <;2,244$ -1~ '$'~87,85i$' 1,185.95 $ 3,785.10 $ 4,911.04 $ 829.1885
coA'STALUTILiTIES iNc' 1'$ i2.461.455-:-$ c4.89,j.116--;- $- 47.3m.570G' 9:666,498 $-- 49,167 $ 3,850,385 $ 60,926,621 $77096 $ 854.63 $ 1,625.59 $ 331.1904

WARIEN TEL CO INC _ 'i.-~ '6~~~I[~,l j~-:ij8~,ICC--17841.li:)(1 • $ =:-~:274.180$" 33,895 $ 1,400,431 $ 22,549,705 $ 1,36207 $ 2,42177 $ 3,783.84 $ 694.4021
ELLIJAY TEL CO ! ~ 13.457.151! $ cc.219.1211 $ 35.676.271 $ 2,960,777 $ $ 2,300,137 $ 40.931,185 $ 1,400.91 $ 2.313.04 $ 3,713.94 $ 308.2205____.__~ . . ----t---.---..---.-~.----,.+ ..--- . - _~_. . ~. . .-....-_~__ 0'_- .
FAlL INC II 7,1171,168: $ 5.472.852 $ Ic.5~.021; $ 2,780,494 $ 45,934 $ 1,052,059 $ 16,422,507 $ 1,003.87 $ 776.96 $ 1,780.83 $ 394.7378
FRONTIER CORPORATIO~~::::D.=...1i:j6c.,"29 [L'l-l.234.218 $'" 28396,747 i $ ,--- 7,959,673 $ 96,566 $ 2,61l,831 $ 39,064,817 !.,_ 681.31 $ 684.16 $ 1,366.08 $ 382.9141
GEORGIA TEL CORP 1 $ 7.765.756 i $ 18.671'.2c7, $ 26.435,983 1$ 1,613,058 $ 231.956 $ 1,913,204 $ 32,194,200 $ 1,070.62 $ 2,573.95 $ 3,644.57 $ 498.1l1O
GLENWOODTELCOINCli='l.642.034! $-_4.1(1~n3$ 5.7+1,757, $ 1,070,626 $ 8,500 $ 453,068 $ 7,276,951 $ i,646Ql $ 4,112.70 $ 5,758.73 $ 1,013.2303
HART COUNTY TEL CO 4 12.615.3m+~O.157: $ 22.925,522 i $ 2,951,661 $ 12.736 $ 1,624,015 $ 27,513,933 $ 1,30174 $ 1,063.88 $ 2,365.62 $ __ 3045134
HAWKINSVILLE TEL CO ==rE$ 5.197,928 $ I1.321.242! $ 16.519,170! $ 2,107,351 $ 15.910 $ 1,167,855 $ 19,810,286 $ 98799 ~,_,2,151.8?. !_}2398~ !.._, 400.5519
JTCHOLDINGCOMPANY $ .. 2.817,9641 $ 3,413.479! $ 6.231,443 I $ 1,940,660 $ $ 598,884 $ 8,710,988 $ 713.45 $ 86422 $__1,571§L...!.._ 491.3354
NELSON BALL GR01JND $ 7.137,848 1$ 10.492.9621$ 17,630,810 I $ 3,268,110 $ 36,556 $ 1,388,585 $ 22,324,062 $ 1,419.96 $ 2,087.41 $ 3,507.31 $ 6501382

IpEMBROKE TEL CO INC 5 6,788,30~! $ 15,927.951! $ 22.716,255 1$ 3,408,734 $ 15,109 $ 1,676,349 $ 27,816,447 $ 1,08111 $ 2,53671 -$---3:61782 $ 5428195
PINELAND niL COOP $ 18,OOI,3231'$-46',728,075! $-- 64.729,399' 5 9,784,057 $ 135,675 $ 4,791,448 $ 79,440,578 $ 1,420.36 $ 3,686.99 $ 5,107.35 $ 111.9911
P!:ANTi'EL p\W'CO --.- $~.2641$ . 37,57f)j30; $" '51,981,39.J.1$ 8,537,236 $ 58,887 $ 3,939,330 $ 64,516,847 $ 1,29711 $ 3,38157 $ 4,678.68 $ 768.4095
PL2':J<!IERs~I'R,,-\l:II~L ... L_12,280,6(l(,lS ~)9~524.3I1T$ 4Ll!~~.21:S:~~ 3,986,835 $ 202,489 I $ 2,717,649 $ 48,771,891 $ 1,40238 $ 3,371.51 $ 4,713.89 $ 455.2146
PR.Q9~SSlVE ~)~~L j $ 7.752,715 1!.2().()~7 ..?7!+!, ~.l!lII..§86 ! $ 4,826,673 $ 75,482 $ 2,145,807 $ 34,858,648 $ 1,63702 $ 4,235.34 $ 5,872.36 $ 1,0191159
P1JBLIC SER~:Lg: 1!L ,_ $~97,(I84 i !_3Il.~2.2.~l!~! __54.724.18:Ji$ 8,520,767 $ 44,224 $ 4,081,586 $ 67,370,760 $ 1,324.18 $ 3,234.11 $ 4,558.35 $ 7097524
RINGC',OLDTELCO 1$' 10.5211.5231$ .8,197,4181 $ 19.017.941 1$ 3,145,569 $ 46,268 $ 1,445,620 $ 23,655,399 $ 96537 $ 779.73~ 1,745,11 $ 2886408

~l'~~I5TF,I:('()=~tTrr'5..=- 6,9,7,73,,542t'$.'$. ~8ci}~(I'68~r.OfJ2.~22,150,514 $ 160,002 $ 11,027,342 $ 183,422,082 ~1,27703 $ 1,46989 $ 2,7~.!..._ 405.4111
TDS n,LECOM $ 29.366.035 1$ ~7.236,750! $ 76,602,786 $ 9,828,831 $ 55,087 $ 5,422,431 $ 91,909,135 $ 987.88 $ 1,589.06 $ 2,57695 $ 330.6455
TREN'T6N'm:co '$' 7.63i',ii81~5 9:~96.9~J1"$ 'i6,628.01~.$ 3855031 $ 27,444 $ 1,416,251 $ 21,926740 $ 1086571$ 148309 $ 2,56965 $ 5957473
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Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results
for FL, GA, AfD, AfO and AfT

(sharing inputs set to 100% telco)

r

i .From Total Aggregate Su.pport Shed I I I I
[OF and Other Innltment l>etail per GRID Line Monthly Cost I>etail Per GRID Une Combined RcsldentUll and Business At

m •••••~ta.~
:~~.':".ERV..ICECORP.... $ 7H166- $. ,,,.,,,1, ,,:,-,"< ~:~~J:".,_e"!!"_~~lMoo:::~.,,",, $ "."..8453 $ 28.m2'''' $ ......521.00

~EITsclLru=.=-_~ . j $ 'I +1-16_. $ 77 4SSI) : $ 1.17~14B ~- -18~tc. -=--_lIM ~_ .. 2962 $ 451.%9,152.49 $ 139,126,199.85 $ 120,410,640.87 $ 43,478,792.00
FRONT1ERCORPO}~~\T!2~ p. <1.629-+$.. 1112~1I1',! ~.98.~79~ $_ J7J.6

J
$- _.~ L __ .8930 $ 2,279,267.92 $ 1,952,892.91 $ 1,912,648.29 $ 1,300,843.00

GTE CORPORAT!<)N . .~ $ . 6 2111 i $ XII 8969 $ 1,228 7934 $ 1904 $ II ~±..c-!-- 3038 $ 178,909,546.63 $ 45,951,818.49 $ 37,527,906.54 $ 9,016,832.00
~lfu'\lTO\VNTELs)'S--" ',$ --286191$ 1674246'$ 2,7880(i4i) $- -:1:336 $----1134 $ 5470 $ 1,021,383.61 $ 734,63838 $ 686,65888 $ 532,921.00

l'-.'EFL TE.!:-COD'<~__=. -~-'I!- ~}I0.19JT- -iRl":IX4Ij 3,0678174 $_ 4793 _~ 111'!.. $ 5927 $ 3,312,603.11 $ 2,573,947.05 $ 2,485,950.68 $ 1,595,898.00
~~INT .___ ,,! 611~7~~ $ I073<n~! 1,7~~4~,!, ! __ ~(;]4 $ __ ID.±.. L_ ~08 $ 256,846,475.68 $ 140,863,231.66 $ 130,228,918.45 $ 61,894,Onoo
~JO~EPI!.,!!,:gPHO~ ~$_ 78393, $, 2<1~'1~,! 4,1%86,?<?! __6~4 $ ~U4 ~ _.7648 $ 21,338,865.78 $ 17,916,773.77 $ 17,425,913.76 $ 12,811,422.00
IDS.. TEI:fS'.2:\f __ .__J $ 418631. $ Ib17-102 l! 2 74~,Ir~~ ! _ 42 94~! __ IU2 L 5428 $ 4,298,513.11 $ 3,263,14637 $ 3,156,922.79 $ 1,823,519.00
VISTA.\~ITEDTELECmf i $ t $ I<S4X4<" $ 1,9087479 $ _2_9 1,5 $ IJ.J'!.. $ 4089 $ 231,617.51 $ 113,836.% $ 79,266.45 $ 9,441.00

I ' I
-~~--~- ---- ; t· - . ---- -_._-- -- ------ -------+--------+------~

:::~S:~'I~CORP 1 $ 11 1<11 !~ IX< <)(18(; ~ $ ,.1070215 $ -4S-<;5 i$- 1134 $ 59 89 $'173,2~,~~ i-~j6,837,~I132,883,33525-$ 87,971,34800
Ai-.MA-TEI.C(lINC S lXh21 5 , $ 2h32'211: $ -t. 5 57621() $ 7114 i $ 11iil'4 $- 8248$ 5,199,20419 $ '4,480,916641$ "4,40J:Q923i $' '3,349:82200
1l.0:i. S()~·.\l-l. . _ _ _7 h393; $ 968."43. I ! I.~3.!.Q6~ ,t ;i,221S.=- 1134 $- 35 26 $'484,435,48504 $ 253,129,35252 $ 235,183,00640 SI 15,%9,94500
BRANTLEY TEL CO INC $ 211 IJ42S $ .14277112 $ 5.R790858 $ 91 75 $ II 34 $ 10309 $ 4,293,05512 $ 3,823,39336 $ 3,771,06161 $ 2,938,127.00
~~LOCHCOUl'llYR~'!01 j $ JX99.<1 ~ ~. 24~!52~t7j <;,9if4j2~ '$ ., 9228- C __ iIi.±..I...!__ 103.62 $." 6,088,254.64 $ 5,315,418.16 $ 5,292,38819 $ 3,%1,991.00
C11'IZENSTEL CO·GA j $ 1lll093i $ 3788106 $ 6.1897527 $ %.14 $ 1134 $ 10148 $ 4,398,325.15 $ 3,945,385.24 $ 3,889,124.67 $ 3,165,948.00
COASTAL UTILITIES iNC -:$ __ .J ~j6 !_.!li1~§.lTIQ9i2~ I-=- 32;~I=, - 1134$ 4414 $ 6,641,519.81 $ 4,264,622.16 $ 4,063,439.17 $ 1,946,432.00
DARIEN TEL CO INC ... $. 71886 $ 2970096 t' $ 4,7824422 $ 74.48 $ 1134 $ 8582 $ 2,981,347.91 $ 2,562,51303 $ 2,5II,445.18 $ 1,790,069.00
ELLIJAY TEL CO -- =--t;T=-=_~ J!- A944n·I4:~616il5 J'=--=--~31--c"-1134 $ 7765 $ 5,632,499.25 $ 4,884,%8.34 $ 4,800,144.34 $ 3,414,032.00
FAlL INC $ 65211 ! $ 14935741 $ 2,3314505 $ 3672 $ 1134 $ 4806 $ 1,950,380.83 $ 1,291,986.60 $ 1,224,317.17 $ 343,421.00
FRONTIER CORPORATION --$--4-64551s- 125~Tt$i,8792819$'~27~- 1134 $ 4061 $ 3,738,6%.51 $ 2,394,206.52 $ 2,286,888.00 $ 1,395,646.00
GEORGIA TEL CORP ... _I=~-31~~J78U$--26j7()21$ 4~~ $---69:05- $.' 1134 $ 8039 $ 4,152,893.91 $ 3,577,824.16 $ 3,512,011.09 $ 2,126,111.00

IGLENWOOD TEL CO INC . ,J'_ 8.5210 $ 4541699 $ 7,2946520 _! 11364 $ 1134 $ 124.98 $ 998,388.82 $ 904,366.03 $ 892,616.81 $ 116,319.00
IHART COUNTY TEL CO $ 1 3142 $ 167.5774 $ 2,8390838 $ 44.62 $ 1134 $ 55.% $ 3,443,223.99 $ 2,646,099.49 $ 2,561,232.81 $ 1,391,390.00

HA.WKINSVILLE TEL CO.. =fr..... $ ._.._..3:224L.. --,-$.. __ .l~I2...7.84_! 1-~.6541 ..31. -.!-~f--$ 1134 $ 7006 $ 2,598,392.16 $ 2,200,386.91 $ 2,153,933.18 $ 1,617,700.00
11'C HOLDING COMPANY $ . $ 151.6253 $ 2,220.6341 $ 34.33 $ 1134 $ 45.61 $ 829,356.34 $ 560,539.31 $ 529,318.53 $ 3II,367.oo
NELSON BALL GROUND $--72723$'--2762368$ 4::4410149$ 69.50 $ 1134 $ 80.84 $ 3,038,065.24 $ 2,547,549.20 $ 2,490,443.19 $ 1,638,8%.00
PEMBROKE TEL co II;jE - -- . -L_j4i:l64= ~_ 266-9?~j 4:430'0845 $ 6908- $_~~~ .! ~_L 2,701,364.14 $ 2,201,412.27 $ 2,123,902.84 $ 1,268,205.00
PINELAND TEL COOP $ 107051 $ 3780597 $ 6,268.1018 $ 9750 $ 1134 $ 10884 $ 11,160,177.90 $ 10,033,016.% $ 9,900,189.81 $ 8,021,540.00
PLANTTEL PWRCO $-- . 53002 $ 3545666 $ 5,8069566 $------sxu5 $ 1134 $- l'i.i169 $ 8,977,194.97 $ 7,988,210.65 $ 7,867,887.08 $ 6,118,661.00!'-"':.::.:..:..:='---'--'-'-'=.::.---.-----f--' --- ---'- --..---.-- -- ----'~-=.:===_~-_':'=?::.o.:.'-=+:---='-'_:.::~:'-.:.:.:-

PLANTERSR1.JRALTEL $ 231232 $ 3171922 $ 5,5694810 $ 868_o..f-!__ I!.3". L .9.tl~"--.!.._ ~~~)57~ ~ .. 5,886,650.39 I $ 5,786,18134 $ 4,245,810.00
PROGRESSIVE RURAL $ 159385 $ 4530978 $ 7,360 5765 $ 11469 $_ IU4 L 1~03.!...5_,QOJ.,~72c~_c-! 4,550,08540 $ 4,494,898.21 $ 3,647,689.00
J>_UB_L_I_C_S_ER_V_I_C_E_TE_L____ $ 36837 $ 3399829 $ 5,611.7665 $ 87.46 _$__ .. l!c3'1 $?~8.Q..y_?,3_32_,00~5c~ $ 8,200,233.63 $ 8,063,177.16 $ 6,031,334.00

,RlNGCIOLDTELCO $ 42456 $ 1326517 $ 2,170.6448 $ 3426 $ 1134 $ 45.60 $ 2,703,229.82 $ 1,691,681.80 $ 1,583,911.83 $ 333,156.00
rSTANDARDTELCO ------ $- 29284 $ 2018286 $ 3,3570938 $ 52.67 $---ll~34 $ 64.01 $ 22,411,060.34 $ 18,060,899.86 $ 17,523,505.54 $ 10,270,611.00

,- --_. --- -- - ._---'-----------_..-
IDS TELECOM $ 18531 I $ 1824126 $ 3,0918573 $ 48.31 !__ll~j_ 5965.! 10,815,782.05 $ 8,562,394.34 $ 8,321,209.92 $ 5,680,924.00
TRENTON TEL CO $ 42411 , $ 2188640 $ 33885059 $ 5291, $ 11.34 $ 6425 ! $ 2,900,117.64 $ 2,332,691.09 $ 2,272,70690 $ 1,333,914.00
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I
Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results

for FL, GA, MD, MO and MT
(sharing inputs set to 100% te/co)

---'" -- ~':'~~ ~- -- ",~2.~~~+._ ' "','....-T 1,890 1,515 77,394 157,973,054
--- - 276,924 221,949 5,880,388 3,862,730,630

• u -'''~~I c-c. J,:J-: I -. -. c:-._c.3--.- 32 25 3,475 6,719,232
87,804 70,373 2,III,4II 1,531,129,664

184 148 3,987 4,951,965
292 234 9,188 11,832,1 II

67,551 54,140 1,697,318 1,861,454,870
1,521 1,219 43,606 74.861,034

425 341 13,524 21,330,330
194 155 2,302 1,089,943

Florida

, grellMite support :From Loop Statisticsi---------- i ! ! !....no ....... 1'"! _ ..... _ ..._II! [ • I

i!•••••••
ALLTEIc~R\'ICECORP $ 1~.':7',~."1'1 $ ILIl66:~39QO.t$ 9,348.78700 14226100 <HI<AI ,;A~0<1 Q~""

!3~llc~2..l.c:IlI ....._ .. _ ,$ '3847. 581 0' .~ :7X18}66~~1 j-$~.447.Q.l.~ 488,717 j.~Oj.YIOI j,Y~J,I4~1. ,1,4~U.~
FRONTIER CORPORATION '$ J.m8 U12W1 $ 7<281600 $ 562.52100 < 391 0 ,;"" , ~UT ,,;A

ii!~I~~~::*L~-,,~= ~-__ nJ~If:'~~~~;ttl~-6t~t~~ l__~lr~~;~_ ':.-_..:~ _.._I,~j~:~~~ l,4Y~:;~ 4)j,~~ _ .. -

NEF.I..IELCOINC. _ 1$ ~<3~0<CXI $ 1.142.70700 .!._~.5.,480.~ _ ..~!2_ 5,909 7,153 1,509
SPR[NT $ 49,748784CXI-t-$ 4J.637,309CXl $ 35,796,45200 582,417 ].013,349 1,226,712 348,914

~ JQ§~PHT~!-loPljONE -=_ - $ -=:11 ~1I2,§9~1 • $ IO,llR6,!52 (Xl 1Ji,040,66400. 82:679t.79_~-=-.: 27,267. 33,008"7,8~
IDS TELECOM $ 11811.4911K11.$ J.IW.1.33(1)t1 $. 753,.16300 5,.4.24+-... 8.,724 10,561 2,197
VISTA.UNITIOTELEcOr..l

j
$ : 2181XI~ $ If8111l1l} j.5~(&.~~97t--=~_=788f---954 ----99'r

i i t--
Georgia ; I-t-
ALLTEL SERVICE CORP j $ 71,323.1188 IJO I $ 61.911,4671l0 $ 52,757.56400 2Ii5,259!" 301,826 3~ 101,889 8,476 14,347 459,082 758,074,167
ALMA TEL CO INC .. .$ 2.8'112181'1:$ 24657q(~ll$ 2,104.1l7200 1.797 5,8651- 6,4971--" 1,45I

c

i2\- 204 8,274_. 15,126,999

BE",0.2~IH_~=_==. l $ ')17573'81~';$ 7HSI.815(~1 t $ (;1 Ais,,679 ~) m.m - 2.()~ ~---- 2,318,496 I,On,II7 89,188 150,970=t~Q,771 _ 3!-4ll~~25,179
BRAJ>.,jLEY TEL('() INC $ 2,'19,16'('1, $ 2.13s.:112 011 i $ 1799,"5000 2,(X18 3.867 4,284 563 47 79 4,973 10,780,333
BULL:OCHcoCmYRi3RAL : $ 3.3"1.36600; $ 2 7<1 ll77iil r $ 2,203,\980(1 13,913 5.8901- -6325' "60550'85--7,26513.629:556
CITIZENS TEL CO· GA : $ - 2 84".(126 00 r$ 25s7921lOCI Ii' 2,346.971 00 -- --9,765- 3:702 '" -4',101 872 72 123 5,168 7,256,189

COASTALm--iiITIESINc=.=~.ILC.±:1?l82&~P=I~8._~~;1=..J66~i75Ji2::==-= -4.970I----j().7Sti ...:===~,§± ~,017 417 706 29,134 40,120,832
DARIEN TEL CO INC . $ 1.5 [ 1,801 (XI t $ 1.259,35500 $ 1.063,86400 5.998 3,482 3,857 701 58 99 4,715 8,194,423
ELLIJAY TEL CO ·--·-h -2,913,31500' -$"-2.398,892'00 '$" 1,981.25000 ' 2,172-6}22 - - -7,004 2,126 177 299 9,606 19,037,916
-----~------------.-·t-----·---· r:----------~ I-------c-- .. ,- --_. ---f------
FAIL INC. $ 169,01800 $ 67,42800 $ 17,16900 370 5,424 6,009 846 70 119 7,044 11,843,804
FRONTIERCORP'ORAT1Q1>l.-- t $"--1,.~~4'OO '$-§3,<J.71J!9 $~~7.l!!l,~ ----~,~r:::_ i2,~~L'i~:~~ 5,900 491 831 20,787 27,371,366
9EORGIA TEL CORP $ 2,377.227 00 $ 2,077.54300 $ 1,806,465 (XI 10,608 4,736 5,247 1,640 136 231 7,254 10,098,411
GLENWOOD TEL CO INC $ 622.29600 $ 556.09600 $ 501,100.00 3,959 774 857 114 10 16 998 2,034,151
HART COUNTY TEL CO $ 918,393.00 $ 563,840.00 $ 328,151.00 1,064 6,663 7,381 1,887 157 266 9,691 18,302,210
HAm;I~~Vl':LIUELCO .~. 1,481,177.00 $ [,344,65400 ..!...J..,208,131.00 606 3,268 3,620 I,~ 112 189 5,261 10,713,569
n:c!l91c[)1N.GCOlvlPANY ~ .l47,681.00.!._. 213,93400 ..!,~_180,539c~ 1,945 2,172 2,406 1,261 105 178 3,950 5,271,052
1\iE.!-SON B~!-LGROUNJ) __~ 1,303,311.00 $ 1.030,75300 $ 789,98700 3,817 4,051 4,488 440 37 62 5,027 10,464,893
PEMBROKE TEL CO INC i$ 999,82300 $ 780,46300 $ 607,666.00 46,604 4,044 4,480 1,470 122 207 6,279 11,372,067
PINELAND TEL CO,2,P ., $ 7,142,476.00 $ 6.347,200.00 $ 5,625,03400 22,173 9,286 10,287 1,950 _, 162 275 12,674 21,076,082
PLANT TEL PWR CO $ 5,448.91200 $ 4,864,70000 $ 4,309,860.00 15,088 8,096 8,969 1,749 146 246 II,lIO 18,559,088
PLAc'ITERS RlJRAL TEL I $ 3:5'7~~2:20' $ 3,~j'<l2(1)() $_2,577,~~ .~~916 __ . 7,003 7,758 816'68 _. 115 8,757 14,306,950
PROGRESSIVE RURAL +$ 3,196,49800 t $ 2,785.01000 $2.443.66800 10,892 3,718 4,119 504 42 71 4,736 8,871,263
PUBLIC SERVICE TEL .. $- Ti72,785'00\$' 4,'-.·.12,07iOO $' 3,926,47000 18,801 9,317 10,322 1,376 114 194 12,005 22,033,303
RINGGOLD TEL CO $ 194,26~ 101,88300 $ 43,621.00 118 8,349 9,249 1,347 112 190 10,898 18,969,654
STANDARD TEL CO 1$ 7,772,79000 IS. 6.130.23900 $ 4,964,70300 26,202 35,946 39,822 12,104 1,007 1,704 54,637 II6, 142,708
IDS TELECOM_ t $-4,8_27,21~Q)~. $ 4,i40,~240l~ 3.606,84600 15,495 18,527 20,525 7,518 u 625 [,059 29,726 47,299,434
TRENTON TEL CO . $ 978,61600 I $ 723,99100 $ 521,69700 1,849 4,765 5,279, 974 81, [37 6,471 . 10,448.993
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Florida

Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco)

1
I I : . t1 ' I ----

~~IJ1'L SERVICE CORP ~_ ,~,21)'i,l).l~,R.t'i~ 2 363 (II 8 899t2,C14I! _ _ 2~.49[+ ~95~
BELL SOL'lJ:l______ j %,6-19}29.730 _II", 'ill %1) 1(>1'!- . 6~Ii' 1~.436 17.093

FRONTIER CORPORA1'10,",-_ i'__ 1~~~~.666 ~,. 1,~'i~~LS.?'.,9 r ._,1.,9,,33 __. __ ,3'±.!83 ,36.1 ~7
.Ql!'_~Q~)RATI0.N___ _ _ ,0~~!~_2~ .323II)',9,~3'??,7~. __ 7?~t-- _l-4~16 '_,,!5-,,'lI.
!1'.'DIANTOWN TEL~X.L _ _ 'j' _~<!:~'i4 '89~L906.3'i4t ..... !.2~+-_ _ l!.81 1 ~~ 23,053

~R~JTELCO [l'l~ -~-~-- 32%~~:~~;H1~ -'34, L~,~,:,~,9~:~r.1,1,,' ~+,,:~,f, -,-.'. ~~:~.~,.~ --- ;~,'.':,~~
sT:' JOSEPH TILEPl:!Q~ - U66.!-!5:32P' i~l~o;}6:~~{: . DTIt::~ -=:':"1lJ.29 =~3.~
IDS TELECOM 281.130,2''6 302.460,626' 1.577r 20.788 22,365
VIS'f'A:I.JNITED TELECo."j- _' .tell 1~''i9~t 4i2(1'.~38t'··4f3r=. ==17.:...t26 17...900

;---.~-T--:.-~~,,\~~~;'...- Lm,~,:;,'~; "'~L,,,;~rj' ::~:~~ ~j,~J=,.•,- ..~.-.
J:3I'L~()!J1J::l. __ 1 72,)99,066,122 76,087.271.>01 961 f- I~::'- 20.956
B-'0J"i:I:I-~)'lElS0J1'l'<::" j 129,027,770. 139,808.IIJ.lj 2,168, 25.9±t 2!,ll~

BULLOCH COUNTY RURAL I _20'i.4~:?23 219 Q6.'i'::29t lS.~1._ _ 28,'}.77 3(),11~
CITIZENS TEL CO· GA 1 111.441.415 118,697,6(J.l 1.40.t 21.564 22.968

coASTALUTiLmESiNC' "iT

- ~57.83l,'57l-~ ~7.~2-,-~8' ..- Li?2.:.=_-n:579 2.~,,9~6
DARIEN TEL CO INC _ _ ,l.06,679,?~)-----. ll48,~ _ _,!,~ 22,625 2-4,3~3

ELLIJAY TEL CO~~~~~ ~ ~ 18,lX1;Q8_8 f-- ~l7.Q-4l!,~_ ... 1 <)82-l-- __~ 35,~§

FAIL INC 127,080,291 138,92.t,09- 16811 18,041 19,723
FRONTIER CORPORATION ~ "265,53~ 380 - 29~,903T46" '13171'" ~i2,-rn - - 14,091
GEORGIA TEL CORP -- - -\-48-,7-4-2.-325 -~-158-.8--l(-1.736 ~. - - -j .392t-- -~---- 2i-,898
GLENWOOD TEL CO INC 23,696,355 25,730,506-~ 23,754 25,793
HART COUNTY TEL CO 248.301,393 266,603,603 1.889 25,622 27,510:
HAWKINSVILLE TEL CO 119,968,955 130,682,52.t 2,036 22,803 24,839
ITC HOLDING COMPANY 45,703,522 50,974,574 1.335 11,571 12,906
NELSON BALL GROUND 135,739,843 146.204.736 2.082 27,003 29,085
I'g,MBR_O_KE~_T_E_L_C_O_IN~C~ . -,2:.:7~6'.:.,9-'C86:.:,4.;.:8:.:9+-._ 288,35S,557 1.811 M,113 45,924
I'I~I:~I§.L..i:"021' 363,l?I~.<?-,_ _~84,203'9l53 f-- 1.663 28,652 30,315
~~NT TEL PWR CO_ , 277,6-19,898 1~..?o.s.,Z~6 1.670 I 24,990 26,661
PLANTERS RURAL TEL 357,293,766 371,600,716 c-- 1,6341 .to,SOl 42,435
PEC~RFSSIVERUR.AJ:'- - 133,369,2~_li~}it).507+ 1.873 1 2S,162 -3O,illi
P~BLIC SERVICE TEl_,~ _ _ _377,052,72.0~Z,~f-__ 1.835 31.407 33,243
I<.!NGGOLD_'!E1,,<.:O_. ..l79,5Q-4.6.~ f _ 298£~~ __ L741 25,648 27,388
~·I~~..IEL CO I 1,5!.2.:~?,5_~f_ 1,§~~.~~,?-4-'- __ 2,126 27,681 .. _ 29,806
IDslIiL1OcOM _ __ __ 1 U 40.291",707 _ U~7.~1.!:!lt, 1.591 i 3S,36O 39,951
TRENTON TEL CO I 133,777,W9 IM,226,002 1.615! 20,6741 22,28S

Page 4 of 12

Company Selected Results
for FL, GA, MD, MO and AfT

(sharing inputs set to 100% te/co)

,



Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results
for FL, GA, MD, MO end MT

(sharing inputs set to 100% ttl/co)

,

From I".'estm""t Statistics Shut i I I I I I I
Loop Inv...stm...nt Ddail Switching. IOF and Oth...r Invtstm...nt Detail Loop Investmmt Detail Per GRID Une Switching, I

_l•••••R~_
I '
~\jAVE~J HALI~L~o $ 17iR.988 $ 3I29:i9l1I~~·~5.i08.lli:l--= 1.062,083 $ 2,347 $ 417,838 $ 6,590,549 $ 1,425.79 $ 2,668.31 $ 4,094.10 $ 851.2205
WILKES TEL ELEC CO $ 1'."67.11l7 $'4628.999 $ 50.596.106: $ 5,696,469 $ 127,576 $ 3,476,188 $ 59,896,338 $ 1,364.48 $ 2,959.26 $ 4,323.74 $ 486.7973
WILKINSONO)TEL co $ '.575..J6.1 $ 11.4,8~8~$19.1i33.849~- -:1:<146,123 r-s- 33.579 $ 1570,499 $ 24,684,051 $ 88705 $ 2,141.21 $ 3,028.25 $ 643.73121

1 t . + ---------~-f_'-" ,

Maryland ! t :+--- ---- --
ARI\:~TRONG1;TlIITIES $ 542iJ387! $ U211.814 t $ 9.24L201 1$ 2'060'124~$ 9,792 h- 775:464 f$-i2,086,520r~~~~ 96325 $ 678.99 $ 1,642241 $ 3661018

~::~'''NT>C !$ ""em,,, !' L,"'jiiL"T-'j."",~~ -"C'"~"r w,,~~;~'" ~:~~ T '''''' $ ".", 'w" $ 2""",

IAl,LTf<:LJ'E~\·X-'E:('()RP.. !$ 76.,46.,-,285: ~ 24" ..424',125,l $.... 316.,771.1411..•$ 4,3,067.258" ,.$ 1'147.,A.~3Q.1 $, ;!2,807,241 .J 383,792,340 .!. _1,32707 $ 4,179.10 $ 5,506.17 $ 748.6036
ALMA TEL CO INC ! $ 401.1164 : $ 2346,040 I $ 2,747,104 : $ 821,800 $ 1,243 $ 259,410 $ 3,829,557 $ 1,03347 $ 6,045.34 $ 7,078.82 $ 2,117.6396

BPS TELEPHONE t;:~!PAliY )$ .:l107,t} i ~ .. 8t'J6.~2~+~'LI;,9<~375 JI- 3-:-~L__l 7.489j$ 1,161,646 $ 17,526,532 I $ - -97408 3 2,08749 $ 3,06157 $ __ 8177605
CASS COUNTY TELEPHON 1L . ~"7~.1I58 1~ 12,69,'-~-l_ ! ~.668353! $ ", 154,_2?2.. ..L__57,704 $ 2,789,591 $ 40,669,926 $ 1,301 24 $ 2,855 2L..J.. 4,156.46 $ 1,3272257 I
CHARITON VALLEY TEL_ :$ ".668,-38~r~ ,·tII IL898 .. $_ 6~.?Z2:2~IT 15,97~~1l.2_1~.()651$ 5.601,643 $ 85,551,204 $ 1,166.25 $ 6,527Jl__L_.1,f>93.36 $ 1,927.0541
CHOCTAW TEI:g'HON?_Cc':! 1 $ . "3!.J:~~ l.~. 2.~46.-l16 j~ 3.Q8.lJ!.i-~_ 86~~_L 1.036 $ 293,134 $ 4,434,566 $ 1,795.29 $ 4,52111 $ 6,316.40 $ 1,6613721
CITIZENS TEL CO - MO_ _ i$ 3,705,488.1$ 8,'11,'19 -'- ~ ~:~07.l102...! ~~,08~.L __ 50,637 $ 1,018,333 $ 15,940,064 $ 81375 $ 1,867.00 $ 2,680.76 $ 585,0547
C~W-KANTELIOP!i0NE C • $ 2":'2.681j $ 12264922, S 1'214()(13. ~1c:l8lJ.~~-1--!__ 64,499 ~__ 1,291,831 $ 20,054,065 $ 1,354.29 $ 5,63119 $ 6,985.47 $ 1,599.2084
E!::LlNC1T,llN TEL ('OLL__ 2~,643 1$ 1'\714,984 1 $ 19.223.627, $_.J~~ ._$__ 108,443 $ 1,366,471 $ 23,170,072 $ 1,395.32 $ 9,296.99 $ 10,692.32 $ 1,374.6828
1~.!l.E.R1T'-!-5'.2___ is ._147,I~li' $ __ 312,122\ $_479,278 L$- 781,042 $ 1,159 I $ 133,612 $ 1,395,092 $ ns.oo $ 1,755.91 $ 2,533.91 $ 4,129.3273

FIDELITY TELCO .... +-$.. 17.... 8..._.8!.'''6:_''-._ ~.S_. .. '.2..'ll).I__8.85.~.,..$.,_,....,s,<J.073 ..8.5i..;....$ ..... 13,7.04,326 $ 277,707 $ 4,565,401 $ 68,621,287 $ 1,141,16 $ 2,054.37 $ 3,195.54 $ 874.5621
GRANBY TELEPHONE CO 1$ 3.860.121 $ 7,196,749 $ 11.056.870, $ 2,270,697 $ 18,180 $ 901,202 $ 14,246,949 $ 1,291.20 $ 2,407.29 $ 3,698.48 $ 759.5403
~RIVERMUTUAL 1$ 16.96'i(161 $-- 11791.)8,890 $ 134.877,0511$-- 22:345,235 $ 412,444 $ 10,262,006 $167,896,736 $ 1,124.49 $ 7,81388 $ 8,938.37 $ 1,480.8302
GREENHILLSTELCOR' $ 4.359,556 7-- 3(789:62i $-- 36,149,11'71$ .. 4,586,770 $ 268.641 $ 2,564,592 $----43,569,181 $ 1,293.15 $ 9,429.59 $ 10,722.74 $ 1,360.5497

GTE CORPORATION 1$ -i2o,8.i2,j6IT959,97-1:j]a-tJ)~8()/),9521s. 204,227,430 $ 6,680,089 $ 101,790,478$1,693,504,949 $ 1,072.09 $ 2,445.58 $ 3,517.67 $ 520.2786
1AMOTELEPHONECOMPA l' $ U71,815 $ 12,138,629 $ 13,410.445 +-$ 3,484,140 $ 18,758 $ 1,193,963 $ 18,107,305 $ 940.32 $ 8,974.75 $ 9,915.07 $ 2,576.0133
KANSAS STATE TEL -MO .... ,s_ 4.78l.909~$-~lo:,)5l,810$-14,833:'718+$- 2,322~~ 53,895 $ _l-.!l0,35~~ $~i8,320,379 $ 1,199.67 $ 2,521.77 $ 3,721.44 $ 582.6395
KINGDOM TELEPHONE CO $ 5,314,941 $ 22,219,959 $ 27,534,900 $ 5,902,885 $ 105,267 $ 2,281,808 $ 35,824,860 $ 1,559.65 $ 6,520.35 $ 8,079.99 $ 1,732.1753
LE-RU TELEPHONE CO $ 2,547,764 S 8,446,Q.~ L 10,993,837 $ l,m:3.!.? r-L__.J<l,343 $ 828,293 $ 13,603,791 $ 2,006.80 $ 6,652.73 $ 8,659.53 $ 1,3952155
Jl,iARK TWAIN RURAL TEL $ 5,368,096 $ 42,364,472 $ 47.732,569 $ 5,857,589 $ 423,349 $ 3,362,459 $ 57,375,967 $ 1,297.44 $ 10,239.27 $ 11,536.71 $ 1,415.7488

IMCDONALD CO TEL CO $ 5,343,121 $ 10,537,301 $ 15,880,422 $ 2,931,221- $-' -41,474 $ 1.249,458 $ 20,102,574 $ 1,477.50 $ 2,913.82 $ 4,39133 $ 810.5545
~MID-M1SS0URITELCO $ 5,848,347 $ 31,856,972 $ 37,705,319 $ 1],882,856 $ 122,026 $ 3,649,631 $ 53,359,832 $' 1,22712 $ 6,684.32 $ 7,911.44 $ 2,493.2945
MILLER TEL CO INC $ 1,671,742 $ 5,503.323 1 $ 7.175,065 ! $ 1,091,153 $ 9,867 $ 531,761 $ 8,807,846 $ 1,357.83 $ 4,469.95 $ 5,82778 $ 8862645
MODERN TELECOMMUN1CA I $ 3,633,414 $ 10,740,968 $ 14,374,383 I $ 2,508,374 $ 85,735 $ 1,113,457 $ 18,081,948 $ - 95332 $ 2,818.16 $ 3,771.47 $ 6581338
MOKAN DIAL INC. $ 1.676,366 $ 3,228.563 $ 4,904,929 I $ 993,163 $ 17,000 $ 398,297 $ 6,313,390 $ 1,602.57 $ 3,086.43 $ 4,688.99 $ 949.4403
NEMISSOURI RURAL __ -- $ 4,814,059 $ 43,281,843 e-!-- 48,095,902 i $ 9,364,450 $ 178,257 $ 3,854,354 $ 61,492,963 $ 1,!?583 $ 10,122.01 $ 11,247.84 $ 2,189.9962
NEW FLORENCE TEL CO $ 401,875 $ 748,303 $ 1,150,178 1$ 908,937 $ 4,580 $ 187,049 $ 2,250,744 $ 1,047.72 $ 1,950.89 $ 2,998.61 $ 2,369.6745
OREGON FARM MUTUAL $ 1,224,540 $ 4,986,955 $ 6,211,494 I $ ],081,098 $ 14,609 $ 479,569 $ 7,786,770 $ - 1,182.10 $ 4,814.12 $ 5,996.22 $ 1,0436294
OZARK TELEPHONE COMP $ 2,572,176 $ 3,502,337 $ 6,074,513 1$ 1,621,142 $ 26,496 $ 547,727 $ 8,269,879 $' -1,04033 $ 1,416.53 $ 2,456.86 $ 6556767
PEACE VALLEY TEL CO $ 759,028 $ 3,701,476 $ 4,460,504 i $ 844,224 $ 4,882 i $ 353,484 $ 5,663,094 $ --1,83540 $ 8,950.53 $ 10,785.93 $ 2,041.4151
RBJ CORPORATION i $ 2,628,641 $ 17,518,234 $ 20,146,875 I $ 5,212,591 Ji 66,586 I $ 1,792,749 $ 27,218,801 $ . 95290 $ 6,350.47 $ 7,303.37 $ 1.889.5981
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!
Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results

for FL, GA, MD, AfO and AfT
(sharing inputs set to 100% te/co)

$ 1,219,60103 $ 7-18,\4760 : $ 692,966.81 $ --62,286.00
$ 255,197,37475 $ 99,084,82826 $ 90,696,18970 $ 31,88'125600

$ 4533
$- 2933~ . ,. -H~ jr=--=-~~ ~:

:from Total Aggregate Swpport Sheet
'0" and Other Inn.tment I)elail per GRID Line·1 Monthly Cost Detail Per GRID Line

\VAVERI, Y HALL TEL co
WILKESTEL Ei:E(~6
\\TIXINSON ciiTEi 6)

- -----_ ..._---

$ I 881", $ 11-18820' $ 5.2820819
$ 11I'~121 $ 29i'-J6I;il ~ fJlD(J(j5
$ '.1-12-1 $ _~-Ir, 86.18)$_ 3,927 1906

--~----------_._-- t t

l\!a'2!."-n~ -_. ; t

1\R.~~"Gl:ili·lDF,,~ $ Ii,i"llt t 1177(1)9: $ 2.Ii7..8J92
B~~=A=ANTIC $ 59IJ-I1$ 7X-I'95j$_ 1.1552611

Missouri
.--------- ----

ALl.TELSEE\'ICE,CORP j $ 19 'J.i-l9j $ 396-l-\(~1, $_6,67!.15~ $--=j~TI6·C.=:}T34 $---114'90 $ 55,938,07686 $ 50,622,19665 $ 49,93j~OO2j2 $"41,375~470~
ALMA TEL CO IKe . $< 2018 ! $ 668 -1.'61 $ 9,868 1152 $ 153 -10 $ 1134 $ 16474 $ 620,081.88 $ 577,241 88 $ 572,95788 $ 491,561.00
Bfs1'1iLEPI12i,iITf;~~'P-,\NY i $ -lI'02] $ 27' 66'-1 $ 4,1 S9"1459 '$ =:--6-1_:.821_ :=JJ.li. $ 7616 $ 2,403,390.22 $ 2,002,723.37 $ 1,950,00589 $ 1,327,11500
CASSCOL"'TYTEl.EPH0!',J_ IS 8 J661.1 $ .Jl'-l~;~ S,!l96-1963 ~ 9195 $ 113<t _.L 103.29 $ 6,095,936.65 $ 5,392,\2504 $ 5,305,611.32 $ 4,014,359.00
CHARlTON VALLEY TEL i $ 23481-1! $ 67'6067 $ 10,3195913 $ 16009 $ 113-1 $ 171.~ $ 13,325,000.96 $ 12,525,885.82 $ \2,414,090.74 $ 10,957,\85.00
6,iOCTAW TELEPf10NE co 1 $ 19964 1$ '6-181 '6 $ 8.'4-\5862 $ m ,9 $ 1134 $ 14393 $' 696,807.30 $ 640,705.93 $ 634,732.92 $ 528,502.00
CITIZENS TEL co', MO·- n Ili2(l31 $' 22.36119'- $ i50056-l-l '$ ---~4 53 $ 11 34 $ 6587 $ 2,063,65706 $ 1,678,654.60 $ 1,624,258.32 $ 1,169,472.00
CRAW,KANTELEPHONEC'" 1 $ 2<)-61.35 T '$ ~'131176~ $' 9,2(j74116 $ 1-1306 $ 113-1 $- -1544<) $ 3,148,274.67 $ 2,9\7,791.77 $ 2,891,715.48 $ 2,456,838.00
E-LL-IN-G-T-O-N'till~2: ~ $.. 6l13!..09 ~ $.. ~(,()(~~: ~ 12~8~J ~~ "$ __ ...J.99"h.~=_LIi~L2lO'67 $' 3,272.1%88 f' 3,098,\90.59 $ ·73,'-=0::'73:-",3=-=30::3"".5"'9

T
$:--2:-",=-75:-:0:'-:,1:':6"'"9-:::.00"'"

~~L~~~~~~o __ :-~ _-l~ ~~~~I. ;1'B~~ t-t- ::~;~ ~;~~ -{-= I~: ~~ ~ :~~: ~ 1~~~: 8,~~:~~~~~ : 7,~~:;~~~ : 7,~~~:~~~~~ : 5,~~::::~

~~~~~:~~~o-'-=JJ=-- J~~~ ~ ~~~~~t±$~:~~~~~~ ~L_ ...~ l... :~~:: 1:~:~: 2~:::~::~ L2~:~~:~~~ : 2~:~~~:~~~~: : 2~:~~::~~:~
GREENHILLS TEL COR ---11$-- J'I.~~ ..L 760Bll._.LI2,9~36977~._ 20069 $ 1134 $ 2\203 $ 7,070,\4298 $.6,70J/!I!.99 $ 6,667,996.43 $ 5,980,927.00
GTE CORPORATION $ 170178 $ 2SQ3158 $ 4,3142801 $ 6712 $ 1134 $ 78.46 $ 230,1\8,629.28 $ 196,984,57342 $ 192,988,938.15 $ 151,717,594.00
lA/dO TELEPHONE COMPA - t$~ -LlR688_ $- ~~2 761.5.J,.!.I3387'7m $-' 20713 $ 1134 $ 218.47 $ 2,873,304.29 $ 2,743,80699 $. 2,724,821.67 $ 2,484,806.00
KANSAS STATE TEL ·MO $ 13 5209 $ 2785619 i $ -1,596. 1582 $ 7172 $ 1134 $ 8306 $ 2,309,597.39 $ 1,956,828.06 $ 1,900,508.10 $ 1,379,\92.00

KI1.jQJ:)OM TEL!iI'!!o.~ co $ 3l;89_.(l~' 'r .669}86~....3.~ ....~...1()'512'6-l64 $.. .. 16285 $ 1134 $ 174\9 $ 5,421,932.05 $ 5,072,913.56. $ 5,029,729.23 $ 4,.374.864.00
LE.RUTELEPHONECO_.. $ ....8.!-t72 .L~~i2~_ !,lQ,.712}134 ~._ 16601 $ 1134 $ Jn35 $ 2,\76,45795 $ 2,038,798.73 $ 2,024,272.74 rL. \,763,47600
IvfARK1WAINRURAL TEL $ 1023213 ._$_..!1268R9£I.J.!!674723 ~__ 21507 $ II~~~. 22641 $ 8,949,932.12 $ 8,521,01471 $ 8,469,63735 $ 7,663,\56.00
MCDONALD CO TEL CO $ 11 4685 $ 3-155056 $ 5,558.8546 $ 8650 $ 1134 $ 97.84 $ 2,932,20198 $ 2,598,05269 $ 2,550,876.13 $ 1,958,49200
MID-MISSOURI TEL CO-- -- - $'-' 2561.138 $'- 7657758 $ i i:l%' 1169 J._17~64 $ 1134 $ 184.98 $ 7,710,422.74 $ 7,294,724.98 $ 7,219,514.28 $',6,463,308.00

MILLER TEL CO INC $ 80141 $ 431 9104 I~.$ 7,153.9715. ~__11I27 L_1J.l±. $. 122.41 $ 1,330,000.53 $ 1,212,\67.03 $ 1,194,8758\ $ 976,499.00
MODERNTELECOMMUNICA $ 224946 $ 2921429. $ 4,7442461 $ 7382 $ 1134 $ 85.16 $ 2,4Oi,280.54 $ 2,052,205.49 $ 2,000,454.42 $ 1,490,343.00
MOKANDLA,L INC $- 162516 $ 3807624 $ 6,0354491 ~-94'21 $ '\i34'$ 105.55 $ 944,371.20 $ 835,\74.89 $ 822,342.53 $ 616,781.00'
NE MISSOURI RURAL $'-4168:77 $--~$ 14,3809152 $ 22269 $ 1134 $' 234.03 $ 8,934,872.56 $ 8,538,507.45 $ 8,476,102.50 $ 7,754,782.00
NEW FLORENCE TELCO ~$__1_19407 $ 4876514: $ 5,8678756 $ 91.J.~ $. 1134 $ 102.50 $ 317,044.20 $ 279,789.27 $ 274,512~~_L_~~5_,2_7_7_00__
OREGONFA1Uvll'vlUTUAL $ 141023 $ 4629486 i $ 7,5168992 $ 11630 $ 1134 $ 12764 $ 1,100,849.05 $ 1,005,547161 $ 990,21225 $ 814,94000
OZARK TELEPHONE COMP '$'lOTJ65 $ 2215302! $ 3,344.7817 $-52'11 $ 1134 $ 63.45 $ 1,027,16308 $ 840,50215 $ 812,72188 $ 548,49700
PEACE VALLEY TEL CO __=--P-=_JI80cl$'~94r$l3,69i9134$- 21125['_ I.!.1'!...L_ 222.59 $ 907,72LOI $ 863,25964 $ 858,4503[l_7!-!.~~~n
RBJ CORPORATION . $ 2-11379 : $ 6498831 $ 9,866 9927 $ 15310 $ 1134 $ 164.44 $ 4,057,043.08, ..!. l,822,88588 $ 3,T78,03}~LL$ 3,354,56200
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r
Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results

for FL, GA, MD, MO and MT
(sharing inputs set to 100% te/co)

ffit== 1.248 2,359,689
357 1l,702 22,103,470
25R 6,285 8,702,119

_..
~--

-- .- ..,~---

------135 5,627 13,084,213
147,249 3,390,779 2,3:¥,826,588

-~"- -'--- -----~

-~,-,----

1,183 57,5.3.<J.f--- _ll6,425,188
0 388 _ __4.58,172

77 4,214 7,756,582
69 6,897 13,323,235

139 8,290 12,211,727
I r------c2l2-f----~. 812,416

141 4,554 6,455,482
12 2.178 2,891,815
29 1,798 2,421,465
0 189 171,401
-~

15,670 22,686,169451
47 2,990 6,510,925

235 15,090 18,888,656
II 3,371 3,395,172

_1(J,__648 392,535 570,306,165
24

'=.... ~:~~~
1,533,780

105 7,619,124

!
f--.. 3,408 4,373,566

1,270 1,719,318I---- .~

4,137 4,286,945t-----.-
t----- __.'1..616 t----. 8,090,83~

4,766 ____ 5,036,484
22 1,231 _2.,128,892,
86 3,81l 6,430,481
8 1,046 1,804,95~

91 4,276 _4,440,88.2.
6 384 _ 609,266

23 1,036 . ___ 2,080,252
IQo± __~ ..2-,,!~ -- _ . 4,3,60,260

I 414 _~_~18,6~~

84 2,759 3.797.286

'''l .'~~ 1,175 59 5
20,~ ~ _ 7,760 8,597 2,537 21l

.1.14 \6<;2 . __4,1~ 1,830 152
----- ---- ----- '.

---_.. ---- f - ----!------
---- -_ .. _- j I

_._---- --'---

981 570 3.872 4,454
._---- --'---~------

~i,070,72919-1,72.1 _____IL34,919 f-_~_.1!.11J,R43, 61,958

---------- f- ---

161.ll44 43,465 47,248 7,849 1,250
0 357 ___~_}.8.8. 0 0---- -~--_...•._-

2.814 3,257 ---~ 514 82
6.673 5,792 6,296 459 73-- -

1-1,443 6.512 7,079 925 147
\102 466 507 9 2

26R 3:059 3,325
~.

938 149
'.09-1 1,908 2,074 _121---____ .I.3

'-'-
22.181 1,419 1,543 195 31

174
~--

0 00 189
27,530 10,806 1l.747 2,995 477

-~---

770 _2.}77 ___ .b584 310 49
31.721 12,()()3 t- 13,1148 1,559 248
4,388 3,014 3,276 72 12

- --- ,-------

275,962 70,651 11,254~ 61~,509 299,982
----~

1,029 _.I'~ t- _~.J~ 158 25
00170 2,829 3",075 695 III
L",4~~ ___~ 3,124 217 34

t-----.~t---.~

3._. _ 2,379 1,144

~:~TI
20

26,739 3,539 l--- 222 35
954 2,702 518 83

.~1-------- .- f------~

14049,062 3,324t----.---~ 880
---- --- ----- --~---

238 959 f-- ______ 1,042 144
- ----- -----~-- ----- ~511·
__ 14.277____ 2,818 3,063 91--------

_ 2,211 902 ~~ 50 8
--~--

85,228 3,207 3,486 603 96
----~

_~----.1..042 304 330 41 6
.~---

0 770 837 152 24-- -----399 ------~

~
_______.I,5~ 6R7 110

--------- _.. -------

2_~I ~ 9 -----
3,415 1,86~, 2,0241 561 89

293.155 ~,
-' ---- '.---
3.676.il64 00
- -----------

U67.98400

$ 36.973 IXJ
$ II.RiiO.ioiO<)

.1"'.50R (MI I $
-1.132ii50~) I;;
1.4R'.-l2-1fM1 I $- +--

.17.-1<;.1 Oil

1",R "..1-11 Oil

-1,4,7'lIIMI $

-1.6·B.64<) 1M I $
1,("-1..'-1"MI $

42,311.1 fMI $
I

21,9"2,1l'3 I.MI I $

I

..; ::::;::::::::::::::::::.;.;.: .

ARlvISTRON(; L:TI LlTiES
BELL AI1.ANTIC

Missouri

Mal')"and

:::~tn::IE:~:g:

:-g,""grate Support jFro'!':!:oop Statistic.I

$

$

$

$

$

ALLTELSERVICECORP $ .17,6.'UIl-lW $ .1-1.2·C36i1W $ 31.132,70300-------- --- ----- - - _.- --- ---
ALl\Lh. TEL CO INC $ -l-lR 721 '"' $ -1o'RR I IKI $ 363.1141 (10
_~_.__. _._0'''- .__ _ _

BPS TELEPHONECOI\1PANl' $ 11",7B,MI $ 10" 19-11~1 $ 975.32011()
---'--~'----'---- ---- - -- ---

CASS COCNTl' TELEPHON $ 1,'07, I"w' $ 10'7,-166 (~I $ 2,673,36300--- .__.-_•.._." - ----_..__ ..•_..

CHARITON VALLEY TEL $ 1i)11-1.R73 (~, $ ')7677R200 $ 9,229,-152 (~I

CHCX'TAW TELEPHONE CO $ -172,4mW $ 416.299(~1 i $ .1W.I9RlM1
CIlIZF:NS-TEi (~O -~10- --- $ I.rl611.5R I (MI $ 05<).01 (1)0 r $ R75.0651M)
CRAW-KAN TELEPHONE C $ 2.226..161 (MI $ 2.1111.11.19 (J(I $ U28.80800

E~~nONTEL co $ .. _'..•,•..58..9•...... 7'.,.9._ ':"•.-'.1 •• $ •..._'.. 4...•7R•.••...7..5 _8.••. ~.) (t.$'.. 2.3.7j ..(:~~.oo.•-.FARBER TEL CO $ 137.066~1 ($ 116.18600 $ 95,306'")
FIDELITY TEL CO $ -1.~66.±36jio !$ -1.0j8.61 1}QO $ 3.5E i~!02.
GRANBY TELEPHONE CO $ 1,009.856,", t$ 870.2-1100 $ 736.36300
GRAND RlVER MlmJAI. $ 2I.1.'~76.~~.IMI $ 198~77~MJ f-!O ~ _1~,Il85,-19300

GREENHILLS TEL ,c,:OR ~ _ 5.'2.17,1l6~~.OOt ~~. '.262.'~J~.i..J() _~~'\l.2.5. .. 57400
GTE CORPORAnON $ 135.533.4<18,", $ 121.580,325 00 $109,348.29600
lAMO TELEPHONE COWA $ 2,355.10900 I $ 255.i:9i iiXl $--2:i6059700--- --------- ----- - - -~~ t--- -~---
KANSAS STATE TEL -1\10 $ 1,2Y7@~:22 L_LI-tL81600 $ 1.037,719.00 I --... -
KINGDOM TELEPHONE co $ -1J-'5~,~1700 $ .1,26528Cl:Q() ~~~,470,63900 -- ._-
LE-RU TELEPHONECOJ 1,625,81600 $ 1.488,15800. $1,~~(J,498.00

MARK TWAIN RURAL TEL $ 7,234,238~) $ 6,808,466~) $ 6,425,267.00
MCOONAi:oCOTELCO--- $ 1.690,36i'0() -$ 1,4s0.29900 $1.284.23600

- - ----------- --- -- - - --~-

MID-MlSSOURl TEL CO $ 6,064,57600 ..!.._'.690,208i)0 .! 5,319,4(;~()()

MILLER TEL CO INC $_. 882,~1.!.00 $ 796,62300 +.!__ 73'4,430(J()
MO.oErt!'l TELECOMMUNlCA . _~__ !l?7, 179~) $__ 1.297,094 00 ~..!,:!z:7..777(](J

MOKAN DlAL~c:.,-__ U 20Z:~85 (K)+.L _~(J.2Ci8.()ll .1._~!,22600

NE..•. _l\._1~.S.S.Ql..,," "U"A' _ t'~ 7,410.207 ~J 1 $ 7,082,48700 $ 6,754,7~J~.
NEW FLORENCE TEL CO $ 168.02300 $ 130,76800 $ 106,16900
OREOONFARl\1 Mlm.IAL $ 75".628~J $ 708,22500 $ 677,26500
c5zARiiiLEPHONE COIvW .. $ - 468,46200 $388,426 00 ~_ 309,33800
PEACE v AiLEY TEL CO--- F~ 729.87400 $685,41300 ~~640,95foo
Rill CORPORAYic5N-~' , -;; . jj28,41i9-CMJ, $- 2:9s6,369OCI " $~i,8.~,962 00

\VAVERL Y HAI.L TEL CO
-------~--- _.~ .._,--_._._---
WILKES TEL ELEC CO

\\iILKlNSON C<) TEL CO
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r
Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results

for FL, GA, MD, MO and MT
(sharing inputs set to toO% te/co)

.-
22,963
28,424

____ 21,740

WAVERt Y HALL TEL CO
-----~---~ --

\\-1LKES TEL ELEC CO-- _.__ ._--~-- ---
WILKINSON CO TEL CO

L )~9Lll'~1 ~~:~~L5~5~~=~_!'89i:t==2i:on
r.- }.. IO.. 5.06.'122... 3}~...6._UI.392J.:889j .l.. 6.,535j 127,9~~2~1 136 (j42,'6l1 1,38~t____ 20,35-

Marylan'!.. __ ---- -- 1 r -----r==
ARMSTRONG lJTILITIES-tI17.5i2,lJ3i-j31i,&I6.i"2-i.32Sr----i(J,885 23.210

~~LL AiLANTI~ --- r43~!}9_f!~02 '=,5,4F5~50791=6~E=~~=1=723 ~~_Ii~=~

Missouri _! _ _+
ALMA TE~~~;lj~~l'C()RP I j.28}~'NH 1j6~:~~~:~~~r:f~T:=::=J~-=~---=-fH~
BPSTELEPi-lO~COt-.fi'AN'( 1"8,261.7,,5 66018,338 184L:--13,826 ----=I~~

CASS COliNTY TELEPHON +- 15~2uo6 11;(\:'.~5!1 1932) 2:2,:2±!. 24,~

CHARlTON VALLEY TEL 1 169A701180 1816.tl1807 lA7,'l_ 20,M2 21_·21.5.

CHOCTAW TELEPHONE CO I. .' !.,}._.1'±:.~32. 1.2.!2.7,2~5.t._. _L~6~L.__ . :2..... 1,1l()2 23,3(j7
CITIZENS TEL CO· MO __ 1- (i,',2872118 f72~3,121! . _ 1A~~t'-I~,~~ 15,9<)9
CRAW-KAN TELEPHONE C ' ~'-l)'1.l)50 ~.8~3.765 1.128 20,180 21,507

~~~T~:l-.~~~ C~ L -. ~H~1~ _. _~:~~::~ltl'~=--=_~ _____2~:~~:
F'IP!'!:!~'i.·~!,~! l_ 283,21:2.-}-Q 305.899,118_.....!,'!48 18,074 19,521
G.10~':.:!'!'.':-.!'l'H0NE..f0_ 1_ 59,987,462 __ 66,il.tl,387 _ ... .1~_ 20,066 22,243
G~ND_R1.\lERMUTUAL ~_ ll?,322,9~ _ 336~1.§9 . __~~_ 21,029 .22,281
GRE!;!:! !fILLS TEL~OR __ 81,477,861 ....tl::!,873~) _ _-.!-222.~_ 24,1.~ 25,175
(1J:Ii CORPORAT1Q.l\!. 8,132,~ _8,702,372,8'i6 ____...!~~__ 20,717 22,170
IAMOTELEPHONE(:(~~A I 25,170,5~ ..:26,7M,285 _ 1,13~ 18,610 19,7M
,KANSASSTATETEL.MO___!~_91,72±~ 1,911 21,100 23,011
,KINGDOM TELEPHONE CO 91,738,351 96,111,917 1,283 26,920 28,204
,LE-RU TELEPHONE co 4Q,!S.~59.7 42,5~~__ 1,402 32,102 33,504
,MARK 1WAINRURAL TEL __...!Q~14,2~_.~ 109,901,186 1,036 25,526 26,563
MCDONALD CO TEL CO __68,551,806 __ _J6,~2,~3:'._ __L237 18,956 21,194
MID-MISSOURI TEL CO 111,178,851 116,215,Il5 _.,1.057 23,328 24,385
Mll.LER TEL CO INC 29,415,290 3L~,1821,~~r _23~ 25,621
MODERN TELECOMMUNICA 57,215,642 63,646,123.J...~!L _l5.,Qll. __ 16,699
MOKANDIAL INC. 23,103,277 24,908,236 1,725+. 22,08~ .. 23,812
NE MISSOURI RURAL 122,426,274 126,867,156 1,039, 28,631 29,670
NEW FLORENCE TEL CO 2,779,503 3,388,768 1,5881- ---7,246' ---""8,835
OREGON FAR.\,1 MUTUAL 17,615,335 19,695,587 _ 2,OO8t. 17,005 19,013
OZARK TELEPHONE COMP 29,354,670 33,714,9311,7~. 1!.,tl71 13,636
PEACE VALLEY TEL CO 11,313,368 11,832,057.J,_~ __ 2!2S.! 28,611
RBJ CORPORATION ~9,87l.158 53.668,M3 1,377: 18,079 19,455
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f
Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Reaults

for FL, GA, MD, MO and NIT
(sharing inputs set fo 100% fe/co)

----t----------- ---.-~-.~

+
+ ~ ----l __ ---~-"·--,-4 ~_. .- -- I ---

~1~.64<U<;6:~_ 2-:118~.153JJ_I5:!9;}O~..I,L_.1,991,U31 $ 15,076,470 $ 275,127,956 $ 1,05747 $ 7,438.90 $ 8,49637 $ 5314797

1i6.(,95.17<; $. , 7(".3.~:':615 ''-.• $,'. -.'.-,3,'CJ4.2';SZ.41 ~.'._ 2.0S.936 $ 4,605,085 $ 85,152,896 $ 1,07549 $ 7,396.77 L 8,472.26 $ 4379891
b.838.""4 $ 7."61,{i38 ! $ 929,118 $ 2,892 $ 529,401 $ 9,022,449 $ 1,182.17 $ 11,18965 $ 12,371.82 $ 1,520.2775
9794.046 $--li.iiii7687~$--915':131 $---' 2,613 $ 714,292 $ 12,719,723 $ 2,33147 $ 17,66525 $ 19,99672 $ 1,650.4460

1(;71,~Rt;<; $" _1].1,8,4"\89,' _,$..~,'-._,'lJ~J.~rt:t:. __ 63.316 $ 1.155,119 $ 20,763,054 $ 2,139.56 $ 24,31636 $ 26,45591 $ 1,978.7997
339,IS~.4'i6 348.797.107 • $ IU,584,5+D:::L 1,643,299 $ 20,032,080 $ 381,057,031 $ 1,009.52 $ 35,49959 $ 36,509.11 $ 1,107.8999
~~"J"'~.460 $ i41.4i1,:i84~T -17.9S0,T17j $' 9~'~J~ 15,330,127 $ 275,717,732 $ 1,103.35 $ 20,34988 $ 21,45323 $ 1,594.8140

"].1 ~6~47 ; $ <;2J~'~'''64 , $ ~,879,75~LS. _ 2tXJ,704 i $ 3,164,571 $ 58,248,597 $ 697.41 $ 41,11890 $ 41,81632 $ 2,315.6275
11I1{i~6.27~ : $ ]47.479,6g.t _ $ 13,640,132: $ "1f,.'t3L1. ~l 9,. 72-Y,??0 $ 1~,365,968 $ 1,08706 $ 2,36411 $ 3,45117 $ 3191926
1J7J86.tI68 . $ ]41.947.228 $ 6.937,946 I $ 1.1146,042T$ 8536,550 $ 158,467,765 $ 964.97 $ 29,065.64 $ 30,030.61 $ 1,4678041

.. _.'. --- ._~ ..._- ,--" ----_. -1- _._. .,'" I ,.. _. '---- -'.._--, .. --..---t-------:--. --_._-
6.67~.~66 ; $ 9.95~,984 $ ~,843,761 I $ 28,494l $ 922,623 $ 13,747,862 $ 972.82 $ 1,97850 $ 2,951.32 $ 843.2501 I

33.:~i'2.469·T $- 34.124'-li59T S-- 2,o7T.'0451$-232,432 $-2,107,008 $ 38,534,593 -$ 1,564.80 $ 84,33315 $ 85,897.95 $ 5,213.2788 I

~1'<~,,3~~:IC:276j76,660 $_::='13214,003-$-1,334,858 $ 16,543,031 $ 307,468,552 $ 1:-'-5195 T 19,63174 $ 20,783.69 $ 993.7010
382.926.136: $ 399.048,705: $ 21,428,842 $ 5,153,276 $ 24,382,087 $ 450,012,910 $ 97417 $ 23,137.36 $ 24,11152 $ 1,294.7844
(;(,317(;,£71$ 892,~_$_.:96,898,?.!2..c.!.. 13,057,694 '..!..61,415,451 $ 1,064,259,046 $ __ 73195 $ 2,113.13 $ 2,84508 $ 308.7548

27.()23.076 $ 4,152,626 $ 448,364 $ 2,030,493 $ 33,654,559 $. 73082 $ 2,872.99 $ 3,60381 $ 553.7965

i .. (. . ,... m-' '---- ,- ,,-. --.---.<;.If>9.776 I $ 6.77(H06 : $ 1,746,438 $ 29,581 $ 602,13\ $ 9,148,957 $ 873.79 $ 3,349.01 $ 4,222.80 $ 1,089.2152
11.~4".6~Nt $- I7.R62::<;4(1 n 2,4.i6j;I0$'-- 9{762S-j,290,I84 '$ -2I~694,O(.i7$'-' 1,403.26 $ 2,384.92 $ 3,788.18 $ 518.8617 I

I~t~nu"u f}·868,438,3O:i is -69i,430,7t)4$16,635:375$ 248,600,527 $ 3,825,104,910 $'-' 59965 t 62184 $ 1,22150 $ 294.4389
J7-l.6J~.~~7 ,$ , "79.828.229 . $. 94,330,663 $ 2.209,756 $ 43,899,283 $ 720,267,930 $ 901.51~. 1,645.93 $ 2,54744 $ 414.4368
':'4:~78.i6j1 $- '30.<l71363''$--4,139,564'$ 35,309 $ 2,215,980 $ 37,362,215 $ 1,526.99 f- 5,87039 $- 7,39737 $ 988.7166
]l.8110~;T$ i.6j5ij3,('-:j~-' 3,55~.19_1_ ~._,±?-,-~ ~ 1,360.822 $ 21,312,197 $ 1,473.33 $ 3,82938 :::!_.1J0271 $ 1,152.2934

From InI,t'>rnrmt Statistics Shut

Loop Innstm~nt o"tail

j $ 1.4<ll.lJll1 $

I $ 6.616.N" $
•j $ 1.4<'~16~.<;·H $
0-$ ~o~.19).1)(2;_ $

, $ 6.393.1% $

t$~ 4,~:iF30 $"

j-

t
Y$
t -
:$

1'$ l.~n.741 $
'$

'$+---
$

$

1$
$

-$
i$

.1
ROCK PORT TEL CO
SENECA TEL \ '0
SOUTHWESTER N BELL
SPRINT

----- --

STEEL VILLE TEL EXl'H
----~._--_._.. - -- -~----

IDS TELECOM

Monuna

VALLE Y TELLECO\{M

BLACKFCXJT TEL C(Xll'------_._-_._-_. -----. __ .
CITIZENS UTILITIES---------_._- •..-" -
HOT SPRINGS TEL CO
INTERBEL TEI.GXSi'-
.-----"-- ---- -- ---
LINCOLN TEL CO INC
---~.__ ._--_.-
MID·RIVERS TEL CeXll'
-----~--_._----

NEMONT TEL EPHO!\'E cex)
NORTl U'.R N TEL COOP
PACIFIC TELEl'O\·! INC
--------------- ---

RANGE TEL COOP INC-------_..-
RONAN TEL CO----,--_.-_. ------
SOUTH MONTANA TEL CO--------
THREE RIVERS TEL
TRIANGLE TEL COOP- ---_._---
US WEST
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Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Reau/ts
for FL, GA, MD, MO and MT

(sharing inputs set to 100% te/co)

f

IFrnm Tntlll.4ggrf'gatf' support Sheet

Monthly Cost Detail Per GRID Une

..~
R(X:K PORT TEL CO $ IX.J..lX8 $ .n'Q611 $ '\,7061~12'\ $ 8832 $ 1134

J
$ 99.66 $ 1,294,896.09 $ 1,161,73845 $ 1,141,898.90 $

SE;-.lECATELCO $ 21111966 $ 27>6142 $ 4.6()()7-l83 $- 7\67 $ -W4 $ 8301 $ 3.161,523.86 $ 2,700,63897 $ 2,646,650.75 $ 1,902,39100

SOt;:J1:fWf_.:.Sl.E.R:-; [JELL S 7084" $ 11<' 8641 $ .1.62~ 8831 $ 2'\ 29 $ 1.~.3± __$ 36.6..3 $ 364.. '74.9.'0.3.0 22 $ 204,614,216.55 $ 193,249,228.36 $ 124,772,520.00
SPRINT $ q 7084 $ 1928(;"2 $1.164 4'\93 $ 4933 $ 11 14 $ 60.67 $ 91,688,661.99 $ 73,789,020.89 $ 71,843,430.11 $ 53,209,018.00
S·fEELVILLETEL Exrll $ 84>11 $ 5292771 $ 8,9218(~J6 $ 1:l791 $ 1134 $ 14925$--5.551,396.13 $ 5,170,183.11 $ 5,116,475.89 $ 4,461,836.001
t!2:s.I!'L!~(:(:J,\i- J'1910 $ .J..l111211 $ ~~911"c75 $ 1Il75' $ 11>4 L 1~8~ 1_ 3,114,129c8±.($ 2,811,184.99 $ 2,769,477.77 $ 2,205,289.00

-'-._._--_.
Montana.-.------ .._- --

BLACKFCXlTTELZU1P S 696'12 j $ '27427' 9,6249354 $ 14737 fS 1134 $ 15871 $ 32,197.154.01 $ 29,660,39159 $ 29,330,742.90 $ 26,351,619.00
C'.!1IZENS\'i!UiiEt $ 22 8~92 ~_ ~io 7228 9~~@ 1=-.144]4.(_$ 1114 L 1~66fI 11,1~,49980 $ 10,341,43234 $ 10,237,589.85 $ 9,119,01600
HOT SPRll'Q§TEL_c:Q___ $ 47116 $ ~66 2n8 _~ li]liiil6?~ .!_l22l..8-t $ .. 11.14 L_23852 .!.._!,~~,162~ _~_ 1,106,51409 $ 1,097,892.39 $ 987,21500
INTERBEL TELC(XlP $ 471271$ L28822'>7 $ 22,9401085 $. 34902 $ II 34 $ 360-36 $ 1,763,799 85 $ 1,709,464.52 $ 1,701,680.01 $ 1,600,792.00
LINCOLNTELCOINC- $ 921160tf 1.(;RI15388 $ 30,2(173684 $----46257'$ - -IT34 $ 47391 $ 2,315,945-84$2,247,97208 $ 2,238,426.14 $ 2,112,02100
r.:·fID-RIVERS 'IH (:001' $ 172 (NK", :$ - ".1196 7R7(; t oS 39.88581)56 -i--602-96 -$.-- --11"34 $- 61430 $ 40,899,068.94 $ 40,029,47838 T 39,888,71582 $ 38,370,849.00

NEl.l()!'.rfTI:LEaJ6~i-:coo $ H' 7(ri8 j $ 1.361 9R'6-:~. i.4.~?,~_7'Q.I ..4 -.$.~ -T..ifFl$.-=--T'E L 38455 $ 35,851,03776 $ 34,856,517.22 $ 34,693,02669 $.32,890,91100
NORTHERN TEL COOP $ 101 .'~71 I $ 2.'.J..l &-!b'-' , $ 46,8379797 $ 71192 $ 1134 $ 72326 $ 6,469,437.80 $ 6,378,405.32 $ 6,355,713~44 $ 6,196,334.00
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Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3,0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results

for FL, GA, MD, MO and MT
(sharing inputs set to 100% telco)
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Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (Sharing 100% Telco) Company Selected Results
for FL, GA, MD, MO and MT

(sharing inputs set to 100% te/co)
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Analysis of Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0, Hatfield Model, Version 5.0 and
Hybrid Cost Proxy Model

Christensen Associates
January 13, 1998

Introduction
• Evaluate model platforms with respect to FCC's 10 criteria

• Compare results of latest versions of models
• Five states--Florida, Georgia, Maryland, Missouri, and Montana
• Default runs
• Standardized inputs

• Proxy model scorched node approach
• Does not accurately reflect costs of dynamically efficient actual market

participant
• Not suited to model cost levels
• Best they can do is to reflect relative costs to identify high-cost areas

Evaluation with respect to FCC criteria
• Focus on BCPM3.0 and HMS.O. HCPM is incomplete

• Criterion 1
• Both models partially satisfy

• Least-cost decisions tend to be based on investments and not total
lifecycle costs

• HMS.O default does not include high-speed services
• HMS.O default does not model host, remote and stand-alone locations,

or the transport network configured to serve these types of switches
• Not likely to model costs of actual dynamically efficient firm

• scorched node
• general rules with publicly available data

• Need to validate whether wire center line counts are accurate - data
not publicly available to do this

• BCPM3.0 presents loop lengths on reports, HMS.O does not

• Criterion 2
• BCPM3.0 now explicitly models transport and signaling
• HMS.O still deficient on switching; doesn't model transport for 5 companies



• Criterion 3
• Scorched node doesn't reflect costs of efficient actual market participants
• General nature and reliance on publicly available data limits how well models

can reflect forward-looking, least-cost approach for all situations
• Input prices are long way from being validated
• HM5.0's forward-looking expense factor is arbitrarily set at 50% of embedded

• Criterion 4
• Both allow FCC 11.25% - BCPM3.0 has pre-set "FCC Scenario for cost of

capital and depreciation
• Default results for both based on models' previous cost of capital

• BCPM3.0 - 11.39%
• HM5.0 - 10.01 %

• Criterion 5
• Both allow for FCC-authorized economic lives and salvage percentages
• HM5.0 defaults mostly fall within FCC range, BCPM3.0 default lives shorter

for several key accounts

• Criterion 6
• BCPM3.0 controls lines to state level; HM5.0 controls to company levels,

using a variety of sources and years (1993-1997) for controls
• BCPM3.0 models DS-1 special circuits, HM5.0 does not

• Criterion 7
• Both include an allocation of joint and common costs as before
• No economic foundation to determine reasonable allocation

• Criterion 8
• Not all data is verifiable - both models do a substantial amount of exogenous

processing (customer location)
• BCPM3.0 - Census block data is assigned to ultimate grids outside model
• HM5.0 - cannot verify accuracy of geocoding, high licensing cost of

Metromail
• Dispute over accuracy of geocoding

• Even if 90% of addresses are contained, what is accuracy?
• What happens with P.O. Boxes and Rural Routes?

• Criterion 9
• Do not comply with respect to customer location algorithms and data

• Criterion 10
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• BCPM3.0 can produce results below CBG level

Summary of evaluation with respect to FCC criteria
• Both models have improved, but are not in compliance
• BCPM3.0 platform appears to be more advanced, as network is more consistent

with forward-looking principles and is more able to provide range of services
enumerated in FCC criteria

• Key area of dispute - customer location
• Neither BCPM3.0 nor HM5.0 allow full validation
• HCPM reveals all source code

• Proxy models are proxy models - they are hypothetical

Comparison of Model Results
• Compared results for Florida, Georgia, Maryland, Missouri and Montana
• Default values still over 40 percent apart
• Standardized inputs - results still 20 percent apart

• structure sharing 100%
• cost of capital 11.39%
• FCC asset lives and net salvage, straight-line depreciation
• $11.34 per line expense loading
• no high-speed circuits

• Have not been able to standardize input prices

Model Operation
• Both models more difficult to install and run
• HM5.0 user interface unchanged - applying large number of parameter changes to

multiple states is tedious
• BCPM3.0 user interface revised - had major problems with macros that update

parameter values
• BCPM3.0 processes at state level, HM5.0 does not
• Once processed BCPM3.0 offers significantly more flexible reporting capabilities
• HCPM require great degree of programming sophistication and is not easily

evaluated

Conclusions
• Remaining differences due to differences in input price, basic loop engineering and

customer location
• Customer location is a key issue to be resolved
• Operation of both models very difficult and both have problems



• HCPM incomplete and difficult to evaluate - appears to have problems with
distance calculations

• Proxy models are proxies
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BCPM3.0

Tables Comparing BCPM3.0 to HM5.0
Default Values

Table 4
Average Monthly Cost Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Default Results
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana

$30.78 $38.42 $28.49 $46.17 $111.82

Wtd Avg

$36.04

HM5.0

HM5.0/BCPM3.0

$16.26

-47%

$22.22

-42%

$16.35

-43%

$27.78

-40%

$68.87

-38%

$20.58

-43%

Table 7
Total Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Default Results
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

BCPM3.0 $1,248 $1,730 $1,099 $2,238 $6,573 $1,587

HM5.0 $685 $984 $659 $1297 $3,270 $902

HM5.0/BCPM3.0 -45% -43% -40% -42% -50% -43%

Table 8
Loop Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Defauh Results
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

··BCpjii3·.·0'·············································$922················$1";348··.....·····.··....···$76i··················i·{·i6g···················$S·:684·················${·20·S·

HM5.0

HM5.0/BCPM3.0

$515

-44%

$713

-47%

$480

-37%

$778

-54%

$2,015

-65%

$628

-48%

Table 9
Switch Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Default Results
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

BCPM3.0 $236 $266 $250 $377 $463 $270

HM5.0 $115 $143 $121 $126 $202 $125

HM5.0/BCPM3.0 -51% -46% -52% -67% -56% -54%



1&

Table 10
Other Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Default Results
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

BCPM3.0 $90 $117 $81 $153 $426 $111

HM5.0 $56 $127 $58 394 $1,052 $148

HM5.0/BCPM3.0 -38% 9% -29% 158% 147% 34%



Tables Comparing BCPM3.0 to HM5.0
Standardized Values

Table 11
Average Monthly Cost Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Standardized Inputs

BCPM3.0
Florida

$28.61
Georgia Maryland

$35.50 $26.50
Missouri

$42.31

Montana
$102.21

Wtd Avg
$33.33

HM5.0

HM5.0/BCPM3.0

$23.68

-17%

$29.21

-18%

$22.99

-13%

$36.73

-13%

$78.52

-23%

$28.10

-16%

Table 13
Total Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Standardized Inputs
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

··BC'P~.if3j)""'·"""""·····'··"·""··'·"··'··$f264,.·····,··,,····$1";753"····,,·······..·.·$(1'"1·3,···....···········$2·:25'4'··,··,·,",·,,····$6":581········,""""'$(6'04'

HM5.0

HM5.0/BCPM3.0

$821

-35%

$1,151

-34%

$793

-29%

$1,534

-32%

$4,446

-32%

$1,084

-32%

Table 14
Loop Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Standar~ized Inputs
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

BCPM3.0 $937 $1,363 $780 $1,724 $5,691 $1,220

HM5.0 $651 $881 $614 $1,015 $2,751 $800

HM5.0/BCPM3.0 -31% -35% -21% -41% -52% -34%

Table 15
Switch Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

.. Standardized Inputs
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

BCPM3.0 $236 $272 $251 $377 $463 $272

HM5.0 $115 $143 $121 $126 $202 $125

HM5.0/BCPM3.0 -51% -47% -52% -67% -56% -54%



Table 16
Other Investment Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

Standardized Inputs
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

BCPM3.0 $91 $118 $82 $153 $427 $112

HM5.0 $56 $127 $58 $394 $1,493 $158

HM5.0/BCPM3.0 -39% 7% -30% 157% 250% 42%



Table 17
Average Monthly Cost Per Line - BCPM3.0 and HM5.0

_"."__,,,_,,~_~,,._.,,_, Standardized Inel!!sJ!C?~,!:iiih~£!!~t~"~~~~_,_~~.",,
Florida Georgia Maryland Missouri Montana Wtd Avg

·BC·PM3:-(j..···································$29:fy······..·····$3i37···············$ii4S..·············$44ji9···········$1·1·2·:S2··············-S·3S"."(lS·

HM5.0

HM5.0/BCPM3.0

$23.68

-20%

$29.21

-22%

$22.99

-16%

$36.73

-18%

$78.52

-30%

$28.10

-20%



FCC's Model Evaluation Criteria

1. The technology assumed in the cost study or model must be the least-cost, most
efficient, and reasonable technology for providing the supporting services that is
currently being deployed. A model, however, must include the ILECs' wire centers
as the center of the loop network and the outside plant should terminate at ILECs'
current wire centers. The loop design incorporated into a forward-looking economic
cost study or model should not impede the provision of advanced services. For
example, loading coils should not be used because they impede the provision of
advanced services. We note that the use of loading coils is inconsistent with the
Rural Utilities Services guidelines for network deployment by its borrowers. Wire
center line counts should equal actual/LEC wire center line counts, and the study's
or model's average loop length should reflect the incumbent carrier's actual average
loop length.

2. Any network function or element, such as loop, switching, transport, or signaling
necessary to produce supported services must have an associated cost.

3. Only long-run forward-looking economic cost may be included. The long-run period
used must be a period long enough that all costs may be treated as variable and
avoidable. The costs must not be the embedded cost of the facilities, functions, or
elements. The study or model, however, must be based upon an examination of the
current cost ofpurchasing facilities and equipment, such as switches and digital loop
carriers (rather than list prices).

4. The rate of return must be either the authorized federal rate of return on interstate
services, currently 11.25 percent, or the state's prescribed rate of return for
intrastate services. We conclude that the current federal rate of return is a
reasonable rate of return by which to determine forward looking costs.

5. Economic lives and future net salvage percentages used in calculating depreciation
expense should be within the FCC-authorized range. We agree with those
commenters that argue that currently authorized lives should be used because
those assets used to provide universal service in rural, insular, and high cost areas
are unlikely to face serious competitive threat in the near term.

6. The cost study or model must estimate the cost ofproviding service for all
businesses and households within a geographic region. This includes the provision



of multi-line business services, special access, private lines, and multiple residential
lines.

7. A reasonable allocation ofjoint and common costs should be assigned to the cost of
supported services. This allocation will ensure that the forward-looking economic
cost does not include an unreasonable share of the joint and common costs for non­
supported services.

8. The cost study or model and all underlying data, formulae, computations, and
software associated with the model should be available to all interested parties for
review and comment. All underlying data should be verifiable, engineering
assumptions reasonable, and outputs plausible.

9. The cost study or model should include the capability to examine and modify the
critical assumptions and engineering principles. These assumptions and principles
include, but are not limited to, the cost of capital, depreciation rates, fill factors, input
costs, overhead adjustments, retail costs, structure shan'ng percentages, fiber­
copper cross-over points, and terrain factors.

10. The cost study or model must deaverage support calculations to the wire center
serving area level at least, and, if feasible, to even smaller areas such as a Census
Block Group, Census Block, or grid cell. We agree with the Joint Board's
recommendation that support areas should be smaller than the carrier's service
area in order to target efficiently universal service support.



Analysis of Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0, Hatfield Model, Version 5.0 and
Hybrid Cost Proxy Model

Mark E. Meitzen, A. Thomas Bozzo, Thomas J. Rutkowski, and Travis C. Grau
Christensen Associates

January 14, 1998

I. Introduction

Christensen Associates has been retained by the United States Telephone

Association (USTA) to evaluate the most recent generation of cost proxy models. In

this report, we evaluate: the Benchmark Cost Proxy Model 3.0 (BCPM3.0),

sponsored by BellSouth, US WEST and Sprint Local Telephone Companies; the

Hatfield Model, Version 5.0 (HM5.0), sponsored by AT&T and Mel; and the Hybrid

Cost Proxy Model (HCPM), developed by staff members of the Federal

Communications Commission (FCC) and an outside consulting engineer. 1

Christensen Associates has undertaken two previous evaluations of cost proxy

models on behalf of the USTA2 and has outlined appropriate standards for cost

models and methodologies also on behalf of the USTA. 3

The FCC has separated the review of proxy models into two phases: a review

of model platforms and a review of model inputs. The primary focus of our current

analysis is to evaluate the model platforms (i.e., model algorithms and assumptions)

1 The versions of BCPM3.0, HM5.0 and HCPM we examine in this analysis were all released on
December 11, 1997.
2 "Economic Evaluation of Proxy Cost Models for Determining Universal Service Support,"
Christensen Associates, January 9, 1997; and "Analysis of Benchmark Cost Proxy Model and Hatfield
Release 3.1," Christensen Associates, April 23, 1997.
3 "Appropriate Standards for Cost Models and Methodologies," Christensen Associates, February 13,
1997.

1



with respect to the ten criteria for cost models or cost studies established by the

FCC in its Universal Service Order.4

We also compare the results of the latest versions of the models for the

following states that were available for both BCPM3.0 and HM5.0 at the time of our

analysis: Florida, Georgia, Maryland, Missouri, and Montana. We draw comparisons

to HCPM where appropriate. However, analysis of HCPM is significantly restricted

at this time due to the incomplete nature of the HCPM model. Currently HCPM only

models loop investment. Other network elements needed to provide service, such

as switching, transport and signaling, are not currently modeled by HCPM. In

addition, HCPM model builders have not made public any capital or operating

expense modules.5

In this report, we conclude that neither BCPM3.0 nor HM5.0 fully satisfies the

FCC's ten criteria. In terms of model platforms, BCPM3.0 appears to be more

consistent with the FCC's criteria at this time. A key area that requires further

investigation and validation is customer location. Because both BCPM3.0 and

HM5.0 do a substantial amount of exogenous processing and not all customer

location data is readily verifiable, the accuracy of each model's customer location

modules is difficult to assess at this time.

Even after standardizing a number of key inputs, there is still an average

difference of 20 percent in monthly costs per line between BCPM3.0 and HM5.0.

4 Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service (Joint Board), CC Docket No. 96-45, Report and
Order, FCC 97-157, May 8,1997 ("Universal Service Order"), para. 250.
5'"Iniiis analysis of the CENBLOCK and FEEDDIST modules comprising HCPM, Robert F. Austin
concludes that HCPM is susceptible to user manipulation and it uses an inappropriate distance metric
in modeling its network.. See Robert F. Austin, "Comment on the Hybrid Cost Proxy Model for
Determining Universal Service Support for Non-Rural Carriers: The CENBLOCK and FEEDDIST
Software Modules," December 2, 1997.
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