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Re: Connect America Fund Docket No. l 0-90, et. al. 

Dear Ms. Dortch and Ms. Engledow: 

The Federal Communications Commission (Commission) staff has requested the National 
Exchange Carrier Association, Inc. (N~A) file preliminary data and results for a potential "FCC bi
furcated concept" for rate-of-return universal services fund (USF) support as discussed in an August 6, 
2015 meeting with the Commission. 1 It should be noted that this data is provided to aid in the 
identification and discussion of issues that may require further examination and does not represent any 
position on this concept by NECA. This information is being filed pursuant to the Third Protective 

Order issued in this proceeding.2 

1 See Letter from B. Lynn Follansbee, United States Telecom Association to Marlene H. Dortch, 
Secretary- Federal Communications Commission, Connect America Fund Docket No. 10-90 (filed 
August I 0, 2015). 

2 Connect America Fund, WC Docket No. 10-90, et. al., Third Protective Order, 27 FCC Red. 10276 
(2012) (Third Protective Order). The public version of the filing has been redacted in its entirety 
because the co-dependent nature of the public and confidential data makes it possible to derive one 
given the other. 
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Summary information supplied by NECA is contained in Attachment I. Supporting data used in 
producing the summary information in Attachment I is contained on a CD-ROM accompanying this 

letter. 

NECA seeks confidential treatment of the information provided on the CD-ROM under the Third 
Protective Order. Notwithstanding the Third Protective Order, the information provided on the CD
ROM is entitled to confidential, non-public treatment under the Freedom oflnformation Act (FOIA) and 

related provisions of the Commission's rules.3 The information satisfies the requirement ofFOIA 

Exemption 4 (trade secrets or commercial/financial information). 

NECA submits the following information pursuant to section 0.459 in support of its request for 

confidential treatment of the data on the CD-ROM. 

• Identification of the specific information for which confidential treatment is sought: 

NECA seeks confidential treatment for the study area specific information on the CD-ROM, 

which contains confidential and proprietary information related to total company and interstate 
revenue, demand, expense and investment for rate of return carriers. 

• Identification of the Commission proceeding in which the information was submitted or a 
description of the circumstances giving rise to the submission: 

This data is submitted in response to a Commission staff request for analysis related to an FCC 

bifurcated concept for rate of return USF support. 

• Explanation of the degree to which the information is commercial or financial, or contains a 

trade secret or is privileged: 

The information on the CD-ROM contains sensitive study area specific information. At the 

study area level, the data contains information that is granular and highly confidential. 

The carrier data included on the CD-ROM should be treated as confidential trade secret 
information. NECA would not agree to submit the data in response to the Commission staff's 
request without assurances that the information will be kept confidential. It would be highly 

inappropriate for the data to be disclosed to the public or third parties. 

• Explanation of the degree to which the information concerns a service that is subject to 

competition: 

3 47 C.F.R. §§ 0.457 and 0.459; 5 U.S.C. § 552, et. seq. Section 0.457(d)(iii) specifically identifies 
information submitted in connection with audits, investigations, and examination of records pursuant to 
47 U.S.C. 220 as material that has been accepted by the Commission on a confidential basis pursuant to 
5 u.s.c. 552(b)(4). 
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Rural telephone service has historically lent itself to "cherry picking" by competitors that choose 
to serve only the low cost areas within a study area. Detailed infonnation about revenues and 

expenses may help prospective competitors to gain insight to incumbent LEC (ILEC) market 

strategies and gain competitive advantage. 

• Identification of any measures taken by the submitting party to prevent unauthorized disclosure: 

The infonnation provided in the attached CD-ROM includes data that is made available only to 

NECA representatives on a need to know basis. Any public information is only made available 

on an aggregate basis. 

• Identification of whether the information is available to the public and the extent of any previous 
disclosure of the information to third parties: 

The calculations in the Excel spreadsheets on the CD-ROM are not publicly available. 

• Justification of the period during which the submitting party asserts that material should not be 
available for public disclosure: 

NECA requests that all of the data provided on the CD-ROM be treated as confidential 
indefinitely. Because of the sensitive nature of the data, it would not be appropriate for public 

disclosure at any time in the foreseeable future. 

• Any other information that the party seeking confidential treatment believes may be useful in 
assessing whether its request for confidentially should be granted: 

By addressing the data request to NECA, the Commission avoided the burden of seeking out the 

data for 1000 plus rate of return carrier study areas. However, the Commission should take care 
to not deprive those ILECs of the opportunity to speak for themselves in the event of a FOIA 

request for access to data. NECA requests that the Commission notify carriers of any FOIA 
request and allow them to be given a reasonable opportunity to file detailed information 

supporting continued confidential treatment of their respective data. 

Accordingly, NECA requests confidential treatment of the data provided on the attached CD

ROM pursuant to section 0.457 and 0.459 of the Commission's rules and paragraph 4 of the Protective 
Order. Pursuant to the Protective Order, NECA has marked the Excel spreadsheets on the CD-ROM and 
each page of the non-redacted version of this filing as follows: 

CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION - SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WC DOCKET 
NOS 10-90, 07-135, 05-337, 03- 109, GN DOCKET NO. 09-51, CC DOCKET NOS. 01-92, 96-

45, WT DOCKET NO. 10-208 BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
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NECA has also complied with the requirement of the Third Protective Order for delivery of both 

the confidential and redacted copies of the filing. 

Enclosures 
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FCC Bifurcated Approach to Broadband Support for Rate-of-Return Regulated Companies 

General Modeling Assumptions 

Introduction 

Modeling the FCC's proposed bifurcated approach for broadband funding requires making significant 
assumptions about a number of factors, including potential changes in loop investment, plant 
retirements and overall changes in loop costs for small rate-of-return local exchange carriers (RLECs) 
over time. The assumptions used can produce materially different model results. 

The following preliminary analysis presents three scenarios intended to simulate potential effects of 
the concept under different potential growth assumptions. Average actual loop cost growth for the 
past two years for a consistent sample of 740 cost companies has been -0.20% (equivalent to 
approximately -2% over 10 years). The attached analysis assumes that future growth rates could 
change in three different ways: 

Scenario 1 utilizes recent investment and retirement loop cost trends. Growth and retirement rates for 
companies with the least depreciated plant (representing recent significant investment) are applied to 
companies with the most depreciated plant (representing companies most likely to begin material 
investment in future) and vice versa. This scenario assumes that companies who have built out 
broadband recently will reduce investment levels, and companies that have not yet built out 
broadband will invest at a rate similar to companies that have recently built out their networks. 

Scenario 2 assumes each company's future investment equals the sum of its depreciation expense on 
old and new investment. This scenario produces aggregate investment close to recent trends. 

Scenario 3 assumes each company's future investment equals the sum of its depreciation expense on 
old and new investment, plus 20 percent. This scenario assumes that companies will invest more 
heavily in broadband going forward. 

Summary of Growth Assumption Results1 

Scenario 1 results in substantial reductions in modeled aggregate loop costs over 10 years (-19%); 
Scenario 2 resu lts in a modest aggregate reduction (-5%); and Scenario 3 results in an aggregate 
increase in loop costs of 4%. 

1As explained briefly above, the results shown in this filing are based on a number of significant assumptions, which may 
not be accurate. Therefore, NECA cannot state with any certainty the modeled results are representative of what would 
actually happen. Additionally, there are a number of issues still open in this proceeding, which are not considered and 
could alter the results, e.g. extent of changes to Parts 32, 36, 54, and 69, treatment of new investment costs associated 
with a 100% interstate assignment of voice-only service for which there is no existing interstate recovery mechanism, 
treatment of intrastate local service revenues and state high cost support associated with voice only and voice-data new 
investment loop costs assigned 100% interstate, introduction of additional budget control mechanisms, and potential 
effects on current voice-data DSL rates and achievement of FCC broadband rate benchmarks. 
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The new mechanism benchmarks, derived for each scenario based on year 10 modeled aggregate loop 
costs and the loop support budget target, are $39 for scenario 1, $59 for scenario 2 and $71 for 
scenario 3. Additional broadband transmission costs must be added to these loop benchmarks when 
evaluating customer effects. 

Detailed modeled results for each of these growth assumptions are included in the attached displays. 

General Modeling Assumptions 

-Loop costs remain as defined in current rules. Operating expenses follow investment per current rules. 

-Loop costs associated with investment in place by a Date Certain (assumed to be December 31, 2015 
for modeling) remain in existing ICLS and HCLS mechanisms. These old loop costs will continue to be 
assigned 25% interstate for voice only and voice-data services and 100% interstate for broadband-only 
services. 

-Loop costs associated with investment after the Date Certain will go into the new support mechanism. 
This new investment will be considered 100% broadband and costs are assigned 100% interstate, 
including voice only and voice-data loop costs. 

-The rate of investment going into the new mechanism will vary by company. For example, a company 
that completed Fiber-to-the-Premises (ITTP) deployment in 2015 will have little loop cost in the new 
mechanism, whereas a company just beginning its ITTP deployment in 2016 will have a more rapid 
increase in loop costs in the new mechanism. 

-Service to customers will utilize a combination of old and new investment for a substantial period of 
time, and the mix of old vs. new will vary by company over time. This means that the amount of loop 
costs recovered from end users through subscriber line charges (SLCs), existing HCLS support, or 
benchmarks under the new mechanism must be prorated by company over time, based on the 
percentage of loop costs a company has in the old mechanisms vs. the new mechanism. 

--For example, in 2018 if a company has 80% of its loop cost in old and 20% in new, its 2018 SLCs will 
be 80% of current levels (i.e., $5.20/$7.36) and the NACPL will likewise be at 80% of the current frozen 
level (i.e., $518.30). Its benchmark for the new mechanism will be set at 20% of the new mechanism 
benchmark. If another company has 60% of its loop costs in old and 40% in new, in 2018 its SLCs will 
be $3.90/$5.52, its NACPL will be $388.72 and its new mechanism benchmark will be at 40%. These 
results will vary by company depending on the company's investment levels going forward. 

-Imputed revenues associated with the new mechanism benchmark will be billed via existing special 
access rates, along with additional non-loop costs associated with broadband transmission services. 

-Broadband-only service high cost support provided using old investment will equal the sum of ICLS 
and HCLS per voice line. Broadband support, which will be estimated and trued up similar to current 
ICLS, will be subtracted from Interstate special access revenue requirement prior to setting rates. 
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FCC Bifurcated Approach to Broadband Support for RLEC Companies 

Technical Notes and Assumptions 

In addition to the General Modeling Assumptions, the following are Technical Notes and 

Assumptions pertaining to the modeling of the FCC's Bifurcated Mechanism: 

Growth assumptions vary bv scenario as follows: 

Scenario 1: Investment is modeled for old and new mechanisms based two year average 
growth and removal rates with higher growth rates applied to study areas with higher percent 
of depreciated plant (growth rates based on data in Exhibit 1). Companies were stratified into 
four groups, and an annual investment growth amount was calculated based on the two year 
average. This fixed amount is added annually to the new mechanism investment. 

Scenario 2: The old depreciation expense for the base year becomes the New TPIS for 

2016. For the ensuing years, the New TPIS is grown by the sum of the depreciation expense 

amounts for both the old and new investment from the prior year. 

Scenario 3: The old depreciation expense for the base year grown by 20 percent becomes the 

New TPIS for 2016. For the ensuing years, the New TPIS is grown by the sum of the 

depreciation expense amounts for both the old and new investment from the prior year, grown 

by 20 percent. 

Common assumptions for all three scenarios: 

1. Price outs assume 100% of study areas remain on rate of return regulation. 

2. Preliminary modeling is based on HCLS definition for loop cost. Actual loop costs assigned to 
interstate under current FCC rules include additional cost assignments. Further modeling 
refinements could include the application of an adjustment factor to increase modeled 
interstate loop costs. This would more closely simulate the effects of the Commission's actual 
cost allocation rules. 

3. The 2015 and new mechanism cost amounts are based on HCLS Data used to support the 
frozen NACPL calculation (i.e., 2014 annual submission plus quarterly updates). 

4. Depreciation expense for old investment for all scenarios is based on the relationship by study 
area between 2015 depreciation expense and 2015 TPIS applied annually to the corresponding 
old TPIS amount. 
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5. Retirements of old investment for all scenarios are based on an annual fixed amount (based on 

stratified group data in Exhibit 1) using the two-year average applied to the 2015 TPIS amount 

with higher removal rates applied to study areas with higher percent of depreciated plant. 

6. For new mechanism investment, a 20 year life is assumed (average of longer CWF and shorter 
COE) resulting in an annual depreciation rate of 5% applied to new TPIS. It is assumed for all of 
the scenarios that no new investment is removed over the 10 year period. 

7. Expenses, other than depreciation expense and accumulated depreciation reserve, are 
allocated between old and new based on the relationship of new loop TPIS to Total Loop TPIS. 

8. Bifurcated benchmarks, needed to reflect the use of both old and new investment to provide 
service, were calculated as follows: 

a. The frozen NACPL and new mechanism benchmark were adjusted annually based on the 
percent of loop cost in "old" versus "new" by study area. 

b. SLCs were adjusted annually by percent reduction in Common Line revenue 
requirements by study area. 

c. The benchmark revenue for the new mechanism was derived for each scenario based on 
loop support budget available in year 10, applied to lines with a data component and 
adjusted to reflect percent of loop cost in the new mechanism by year by study area. 

9. Broadband Lines are based on lines reported by NECA DSL pool participants from June 2015 
reported counts, extrapolated to the total population of RLECs. These line counts along with 
voice only and voice data lines are grown based on the most recent two year average change 
among NECA DSL pool participants. Voice only line growth was -11.65% and Voice-Data and 
Data-Only combined growth was +2.49%. Cat 1.3 loop growth was assumed to be -3.25%. 

10. Average Schedule companies' data was modeled based on aggregate cost company trends. 

11. RLEC CAF-ICC was based on trending data from the June 2015 NECA Annual Access Tariff Filing 
extrapolated to the total RLEC population. 

12. ICLS amounts were based on the June 2015 NECA Annual Access Tariff filing, supplemented 
with USAC ICLS projected data for those study areas not in NECA's Common Line tariff. 
Common Line revenue requirements were reduced by the proportion of old loop costs to total 
(old plus new) loop costs. 

13. The Corporate Operations Expense Limit is reflected in both old and new mechanism support 
calculations, applied to total expense prior to allocation to old and new. 

14. The $3000 annual cap on support is applied to the sum of old investment and new investment 
support divided by sum of 1.3 loops plus data-only lines. 

15. Safety Valve and Safety Net Support are not included in the modeling of support amounts. 
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FCC Blfuruted Mechanism · Preliminary Modeling 
Scenario 1: Growth factors stratified by depreciation level.s; Benchmart = $39 

Work In Progress Draft for Discussion Only 
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FCC Bifurcated Mechanism - Preliminary Modeling 
Sce.nario 1: Growth factors stratified by dtprtciation ltvtls; Btncbmark = $39 

Work in Progress Draft for Discussion Only 
Subject to Change Based on Further Analysis 
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$403.7 M $396.0M -S7.7M -1.9% 94 267 SI S -IS.S% 0 $13 $76 

Study Arus Galnln& Support 

SARI C•l• i•1 Avu;•te C·1ia Mu Cai• 
%Caleol MOt't'na• ,.. IAop.... ,.. Loop 

Co.at ·- s .... - ~s.- Moetll nuMoate. 

644 2.219,298 31.6% 16S sa $88 

SS 28.2S3 17.4% 10 $9 $88 
127 90,9S8 25.3% JO $9 $40 

IS4 297,919 25.9% 41 $9 $66 

118 423.95S 34.1% 37 $10 $49 

SS S18,969 36.S% JS $10 S39 

31 43S.6SO 30.5% 10 S7 $31 

II 360,S91 32.0'lt 2 SS $22 

79 4SS,644 75.2¥. 47 S6 $37 

90 449.860 41.5% 31 S6 $30 

229 5S7,027 47.2% S2 $9 S6J 
170 590.0Sl 2S.0% 31 $12 $50 

S9 147,999 13.3". J $12 S66 
16 IS,4S9 6.3% 1 $10 $88 

I 221 12.0% 0 $30 $30 

196 184.332 14.2% 4 S2 $13 

448 1,834,966 33.6% 161 SIO SSS 

31 78,S02 17.4% 1 $12 $63 

64 221.Sl7 21.1% 9 SlO sso 
193 426,337 33.7% 41 S9 SSI 

162 462.547 35.4% 44 $9 saa 
14S 690,476 37.7% S2 $7 SJ6 
49 339,619 39.8% 12 S7 S66 

47 49,3S2 22"A II Sii $63 

166 473,643 42% S9 Sl2 $49 

69 2SS,434 25.3% 26 S7 S30 
S7 373,184 39.S% 24 SS $SI 

198 76S,110 29.0'!. 36 SS $81 

11 299,S7S 20.5% 9 SS $33 

57 164.44S 41.4% 18 SS S23 

330 76 1,236 27.7% 5S SS $88 

172 990,163 39.2% 69 S9 $50 

SS 303 4Sl 22.w. 20 $9 $63 

Note: Northeast ME. NH, VT. MA. RJ, CT. NY, PA. NJ; Midwest: WI, Ml, lL, IN, OH, MO, ND. SD. NE, KS, MN, IA; Soulh: DE. MD, DC, VA. WV, NC, SC, GA. FL, KY, TN. MS, AL, OK, TX. AR. LA; West ID, MT. WY, NV. UT. CO, AZ. NM. AK. WA. OR. 
CA. HI, GU. AS 
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Leaacy SUpt>Ort Mechanisms -Exlstlna 
Investment 

Hip Cost Loop SUpt>Ort c.tp 
Hl&h Cost Loop SUppott with FIOUft NACPI. 
ofter Adjllltment Facto< 

Adju-t F1ctor 

ICLS 
lroadblnd Only Support-Old Investment 

HaS 

ICLS 

Tot1l 8roadband Only support-Old 

Investment 

8toaclb1nd SUpport • Nrw 1-t 

Percent of R-ue Requirement Assla•ed 
to New Medl1nlsm 
Loop Cost Asslcned to Special Accm 
Benchmark Revenue 
Broadband support· New Investment 

Totll Loop •otd" Investment HIP Cost 
Support 

$ 

$ 

Base Year 
2015 

744,035,047 $ 

731,812,562 $ 

939,987,541 

$ 
$ 

$ 

s 
s 
s 

REDACTED - FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION 

FCC Bifurcated Mechanism • Preliminary Modeling 
Scenario 2: Growth equals depreciation expense In new and old; Benchmark = $59 

Work in Progress Draft for Discussion Only 

2016 

721,713,996 $ 

707.021,781 $ 

0 .97 
887,547,320 

16,283,637 $ 

21,276,467 $ 

37,560,104 

6 .35% 

231,546, 723 

105,605,252 
124,637,029 

2017 

700,062,576 $ 

682,183,100 $ 

0 .94 
834,947,898 

16,430,275 $ 
20,997,234 $ 

37,427,509 $ 

12.48% 

458,127, 703 s 
211,928,241 $ 
242,832, 764 $ 

Subject to Change Based an Further Analysis 

2018 

679,060,698 $ 

660,636,766 $ 

0.91 
783,064,353 

17,079,973 $ 
20,874,888 $ 

37,954,861 $ 

18.48" 

680,705,806 $ 
321,965,724 s 
353,081,003 $ 

2019 

658,688,877 $ 

639,198,332 $ 

0.89 
729,926,688 

17,744,086 $ 
20,645, 707 $ 

38,389, 792 $ 

24.42% 

2020 2021 

638,928,211 $ 619, 760,365 s 
617,903,146 s 596,673,556 s 

0.87 
678,841,910 

18,423,286 s 
20,408,103 $ 

38,831,388 $ 

30.00"-' 

0 .87 
627,866,467 

19,179,423 $ 

20,037,465 $ 

39,216,888 $ 

35.47"-' 

2022 

601,167,554 s 
576,132,347 $ 

0.87 
578,475,564 

19,984,547 s 
19,485,271 $ 

39,469,819 $ 

40.74% 

2023 

583,132,527 s 
556,183,939 $ 

0.89 
529,793,715 

20,842,102 $ 

18,513,877 $ 

39,355,979 $ 

45.74% 

2024 

565,638,551 s 
536, 718,224 

0 .93 
488,569,243 

21,393,449 $ 

18,208, 718 $ 

39,602,167 $ 

50.09"-' 

2025 

548,669,395 

516,164, 745 

0 .99 
454,134,763 

20,789,466 

17,921,753 

38,711,219 

53.80'-' 

895,588,268 $ 1,096,547,523 $ 1,284,590,071 $ 1,455,327,983 $ 1,606,614,906 $ 1,737,255,409 $ 1,851, 480,787 

435,479,268 s 544,815,212 $ 660,087,663 $ 772,443, 249 s 882,990,781 s 980,602,378 s 1,068,143,880 
451,428,967 $ 539,141,346 $ 607,014,552 $ 659,944,417 $ 694,658,288 s 721,640,151 s 740,355,613 

S 1,671,800,103 $ 1,632,129,205 S 1,554,558,507 $ 1,481,655,980 S 1,407, 514,812 1,335,576,444 s 1,263,756,911 s 1,194,077,730 s 1,125,333,633 s 1,064,889,634 s 1,009,010,727 

TotllLooplfilhCostSUppottOldplusNew s 1,671,800,103 $ 1,756,766,234 s 1,797, 391,271 $ 1,834,736,983 $ 1,858,943,779 $ 1.874,717,790 s 1,870,771,463 $ 1,854,022,147 s 1,819,991,921 $ 1,786,529,785 s 1, 749,366,340 

Rl.ECCAF·ICC 

RL.EC Hlah Cost SUpport Old plus Nrw with 
CAFICC 

Totll RLEC Hlch Cost Support lkld&et 

Bud&et Varllnce 

8ud&tt V1tllnce per lroadblnd Une per 
Month 

September 11, 2015 

$ 360,461,733 359,361,003 338,242,181 $ 331,302,846 s 323,995,083 313,331,435 $ 300,076,384 $ 287,347,355 $ 275,134,819 $ 263,433,639 $ 252,232,342 

$ 2,032,261,836 $ 2,116,127,237 s 2,135,633,452 2,166,039,829 $ 2,182,.938,863 $ 2,188,049,226 s 2,170,847,847 $ 2,141,369,502 $ 2,095,126,740 2,049,963,424 $ 2,001,598,683 

$2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000.000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000.000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000.000 $2,000.000,000 $2,000,000,000 

$32,261,836 $116,127,237 $135,633,452 $166,039,829 $182,938,863 $188,049,226 $170,847,847 $141,369,502 $95,126,740 $49,963,424 $1,598,683 

Sl.17 $4.U $4.69 $5,60 $6.02 $6.04 $5.:tS $4.32 $2.14 $1.45 $0.0S 
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Co.•t Loo• 

i.A• r-. •- a 1092 3,896,lSO 

!:Z!JH!ll IJ: Ll5tl Cl111 
0-SOO 161 46,112 
SOJ-1000 203 147,SlO 

1001·2SOO 30S 489,409 
2S01. sooo 206 733,718 

SOOI • 10000 134 928,888 
10001 • 20000 61 824,204 

>20000 22 726.489 

r~ ..... Bv r D1 D·--•u• 

I 0%: SO • SS42 109 681,903 
2S%: SS42 - $6S6 164 SSS.014 
SO'I.: $656 • S886 273 768,674 
7S%; $886 - Sl,3SI 273 1,040.942 
90'1.: Sl,)SI • S2,11S 163 42S.034 
9S%: $2, 1 IS • $2,898 SS 61 ,760 
>95% > $2,898 SS 63,023 

r---•·r-~ tT~ 

A/S JOS 731,433 
Cost 784 ),J64.,9J7 

,.._ ·- . ... ..... _ .• t 

Less 1han I 70 146.JOl 
I - 3 146 447,474 

3 -10 319 668,329 
10-20 2AI 71S,316 

20-SO 227 1,279,682 

More than SO 19 639,246 

Greum bv ,.,.. .. M 11111 -

0%Deployed 70 72,086 
1%1025% 241 6S2,672 

2S%toSO% 104 398,339 
SO%to1S% llS SSS,113 
7S%to99% 384 1.607,013 
I 00% Deployed IS8 6 10,467 

r-··- Bv r_,,_,.. R-·i-

Northeast 81 2S9.7SS 

Mid-• S69 1,354,JJS 

South 263 l ,710,994 
West 179 S7l,266 

REDACTED - FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION 

FCC Bifurcated Mechanism - Preliminary Model.ing 
Scenario 2: Growth equals depredation expen.se in new and old; Benchmark= SS9 

Work in Progress Draft for Discussion Only 
Subject to Change Based on Further Analysis 

bnpads Comparocl to J.Avcy Support 

All Study Areas Sludy Areas Loslnc Support 

lOl5 $Alli r..o.;.l A...,.c< Loa Mu Loa 
2015 L<c•<J llif•tUl<d % %Lo.el Moren.t• pu Loop per per Loop 

s ........ s ....... SO.a•n 0.a.•n: Co.• t ·- S•n.-.rr 50% SannArt Moo .. -Moo .. Cott.at 

$1,671.8 M Sl ,749.4 M S77.6M 4.6% S24 2.187.848 -204% 31 $6 $70 S68 

S39.6M S38.8M -$.9M -2.2% 1S 19,348 -19.6% I Sl7 $70 86 
$118.0M $114.SM ·$3.S M .).()% 88 66,082 ·18. 1% 2 $16 $70 llS 
$309.0M S316.2M S7.I M 2.3% 1S2 239.634 -16.9% II S9 $70 IS3 

S411.2M S43S.2M $24.0M S.8% 91 330,6S9 -18.8% 2 $9 $70 llS 
$381 .S M S421.6M S40.I M 10.S% 66 460,931 -23.4% 8 SS SS9 68 
$273.4 M $299.9M $26.S M 9.7% JS 470,642 -18.4"· s S4 $9 26 
Sl39.0M Sl23.2M -SI S.8 M - 11.4'1. 17 600.SS2 -29.4% 2 $4 $9 s 

$68.2 M $48.0 M -$20.2 M -29.6% 84 S90,389 -37.7% 8 $3 Sil 2S 
$123.8 M $92.7 M -$31.1 M -2S. 1% 139 726,168 -34.9". 20 $4 $13 2S 
Sl80.2 M $200.2 M $20.0 M 11. 1% 87 307,709 -16.6% I $3 $20 186 

S539.I M $610.8 M S71.7M 13.3"t 96 402.8S4 -l4.S% l $6 $68 177 
$46S,3 M SS34.3M S69.0M 14.8% 4) 76.229 .12.w. l Sl2 $66 120 
Sl22.0M $128. 1 M $6.JM S.O'.r. 21 2 1,704 -7.9% 0 Sl4 SS9 34 
$173.I M Sl3S.2M -S37.9M -21.9% S4 62,795 -22.0% 0 sso S70 I 

$128.I M $109.0M -SJ9.2 M -IS 0% IS6 SS0,230 ·33.7% IS $4 $22 152 
SJ,S43 7 M Sl,640.4 M S96,7M 6.3% 368 l ,637,61 8 -18.7% 13 $6 $70 416 

S1844 M Sl89.6M SS.2M 2.8% 34 45,740 -168% 0 S26 S70 36 
S371.1 M $390.SM Sl9.4M S2% 63 IS0,867 -17'% 2 SIS $70 u 
$368,8 M S3997M S30.9M 8.4% 124 lS0.367 · 173% 2 S9 $70 19S 
$280.8 M S313.9M $33.1 M 11.8% 109 312.ISS -11.&% 8 SS $70 132 
$341 SM $331.SM -SIO.l M -2.9% 139 97S,24S -230% 9 $4 $70 88 

Sl2S.l M Sl24.2M -$.9M -0.7% SS 4S3,'74 -32.9% 10 $4 S39 34 

SSS.87 M $S7. 13 M SJ.JM 2% 31 )7,737 ·14% I Sil $70 39 
$2S9 43 M S28S. 11 M S2S.7M 10% I 13 292.203 -21'1'• 12 SS $70 128 
$179,0M S184.6M SS.6M 3.1% 64 263,382 -18.7% I SS $70 40 

S2107 M $216.2M SS.SM 2.6% 64 332.688 -22.4% ) $6 $70 71 
$680.8 M $701.2 M S20.4 M 3.0% 183 937,707 -20.6% 10 $6 $70 201 
$286.0M $30S. l M $19.1 M 6.7% 69 324,131 -20.6% 4 S6 $70 89 

S39.8 M S34.3 M -SS.S M -13. 7% SJ 189.340 -30.6% 2 $4 SIS 28 
$650.9M S718.7 M S67.8M 10.4"· 244 540,272 -20.4% 16 $7 $70 325 

SS77.S M SS87.7M Sl0.2M 1.8% 129 1,129,378 -21.0'/o 11 SS $70 134 
$403.7 M S408.6M SS.OM 1.2% 98 328,858 - 18.Wt 2 SIO $70 81 

Study Areas Calainc Support 

SA.Rs C•j•••c A'ftf'ttt Cti• Mu C •i• 
%Cai•ol M0ttn1• po< Loop per per Loop 

Loo• s. _.. S0% s. _.. MHt .. oe-r Maatta 

l,708,S02 2S.3% 60 $11 S87 

26,764 IS.6% ) SIO $87 
81,448 18. 1% 9 $9 $42 

249,77S 19.7% 13 Sil SSS 
403,0S9 26.0'I. 14 Sl2 SS2 

467.9S7 2s.8•1. IS Sl2 $40 

3SJ,S62 32.7% 6 $12 S24 

12S,937 2S.9'1. 0 $8 $26 

91.Sl4 28.?Vt 4 $2 S7 

128.846 28. 1% s $4 $13 

460,96S 31.2% 29 $6 $31 

638,088 30.6% 20 $1) S40 
348.SOS 21.2% I S19 SSS 
40,0S6 13.2". I S20 $87 

228 120% 0 $30 $30 

181,203 21 .2% 9 $4 $14 

1,S27,299 2S.S% SI $12 $87 

IOO.S63 20.0% 2 Sl6 $40 
296,607 21.3% s Sil $39 

417.962 lS.7% IS Sii SSS 
403,161 26.S% 10 SIO $87 

304,437 29.2% 16 $10 S40 

18S,772 34.9% 12 S9 SSS 

34,349 31% 3 SIS $40 

360,469 26% 14 SIO $40 

134,9S1 23.4% 2 Sil $42 

223,08S 2S.1% II Sil SSS 
669,306 2S.2% 21 Sil S87 

286,336 25.3% 9 $1) SS2 

70,41S 21 .9% 4 $3 $22 

814,063 26.Wo 30 Sl2 $87 

S81,616 24.9% 19 $ 10 $40 

242,408 24.3% 7 SIS $42 

No<1r. Nonheut: ME. NH, VT, MA, RJ, CT. NY, PA. NJ: Midwest: WI, Ml, IT.. IN, OH, MO, ND, SD, NE, KS. MN. IA: South· DE, Ml>, DC, VA. WV, NC. SC. OA. FL. KY, TN, MS. AL, OK, TX. AR, LA; West: ID, MT, WY, NV, UT, CO. AZ, NM. AK, WA. OR. 
CA, HJ, OU, AS 

September 11, 2015 8 



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

Llp<y SUpport Media-~lttJnc ,.......,_ 
lase Year 

201S 

REDACTED - FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION 

FCC Blfun:ated Mechanism · Preliminary Modelln& 
SceNrio 3: Growth equals depreciation expense In new and old, lfown by 20%; Benchmark• $71 

Work in Progress Draft for Discussion Only 

Sub~ct to Cha~ BasM on FurtMr Anolysls 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

111&11 eost 1.oop support cap S 744,035,047 s 

731,812,562 s 

721, 713,996 s 

706,584,707 s 

0 .97 
876,227,862 

700,062,576 s 

681.206,309 

0.94 
813,473,684 

679,060,698 s 

659,630,468 s 

0.90 
752,560,137 

658,688,8n 

638,094,150 

0.87 
691,346,100 

638.928,211 s 619,760,365 $ 

616,679,221 s 595,234,199 s 

601,167,554 $ 

574,481,988 s 

0.85 
522,165,227 

583,132,527 s 

554,385,460 s 

0 .87 
469,485,202 

565,638,551 s 548,669,395 

534,575,045 s 513,757,831 
Hlcll C0St Loop SUpport with FfOHll NACP\. 
lltet Adj- fo<tor 

Adjust!Mllt Factor 

IQS 

ltoadballd Only Support-ofd lnwttm-

HCU 

IQS 

TOUll BrOldballd Only Support.()ld 

111...imt11t 

lroadballd Support· New lllWttment 

Pe<c.nt of-ue Requlr-nt Anl1ned 
toNtwMoch..vsm 
Loop Cost Assl&fted to Speclll Access 
9endl1111r1<-... .. 
Broadband SUpport• NIW l....mMnt 

Total Loop •Oki" lnvnt,,,.,,t Hflll Cost 

$-rt 

939,987,541 

s 16,281,935 $ 
s 21,009,537 $ 

$ 37,291,472 $ 

7.53" 

276,911,295 $ 
149,208,094 s 
126,109,588 s 

16,423,194 
20,463,928 

36,887,122 

14.70% 

548,781,482 s 

297,425,865 s 
247,139,979 s 

17,105,156 s 

20,068, 795 s 
37,173,951 

21.64% 

17,793,316 s 

19,564,964 s 

37,358,280 s 

28.39% 

0.86 
633,331, 261 

18,488,541 $ 
19,059,590 s 

37,548,131 s 

34.65" 

0.85 
576,438,454 

19,243,044 s 

18,423,640 s 

37,666,683 s 

40.71" 

20,050,894 
17,610,876 

37,661, 771 $ 

46.48% 

20,919,869 s 

16,371,990 s 

37,291,859 s 

51.89" 

0.90 
424,907,595 

21,493,657 
15,810,623 

37,304,280 

56.56% 

0.96 
387,825,663 

20,934,294 
15,264,765 

36,199,058 

60.54% 

816,910,592 s 1,on,141,471 s 1,322,411,739 s 1,554,067,892 s 1,767,178,974 s 1,959,328,522 s 2,129,199,032 s 2,281,747,608 
447,884,847 $ 598,672,171 s 744,265,722 $ 893,653,346 $ 1,038,256,413 $ 1,178,815,422 $ 1,302,132,895 s 1.412,701,828 
361,835,263 $ 467,302,829 $ 561,778,786 s 637,414,702 $ 698,364,322 $ 741,501,016 $ 778,915,756 s 809,395,046 

s 1,671,800,103 s 1,620,104,041 s 1,531,567,115 $ 1,449,364,556 s 1,366,798,530 $ 1.287,558,613 1,209,339,336 $ 1,134,308,986 $ l,061,162,521 $ 996,786,920 s 937,782,552 

TotalLoopHichCostSUpportOldpf ... - $ 1,671,800,103 $ 1,746,213,629 $ 1,778,707,094 $ 1,811,1.99,819 $ 1,834,101,359 $ 1,849,337,399 1,846, 754,038 $ 1,832,673,308 1,802,663,537 s 1,775,702,676 $ 1,747,177,598 

RUC CAf.ICX: 

ltllC Hlch Cost Support Old pl\d NIW willl 
CNICC 

Total RlfC Hip Cost SUpport •udaet 

lllldpt Variance 
llqotVarlancepe<-d Une por 
Month 

September 11, 2015 

$ 360,461,733 359,361,003 $ 338,242,181 $ 331,302,846 323,995,083 $ 313,331,435 s 300,076,384 $ 287,347,355 s 275,134,819 $ 263,433,639 $ 252,232,342 

s 2,032,261,836 $ 2,105,574,632 s 2,116,949,275 $ 2,142,502,665 s 2.158,096,442 s 2.162,668,834 2,146,830,423 s 2,120,020,663 2,077, 798,356 s 2,039,136,315 $ 1,999,409,940 

$2,000,000,000 $2,000.000.000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000.000.000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000,000,000 $2,000.000.000 

S32,261,a36 s105,574,632 Sl16,949,275 S142,so2,665 s1sa,096,442 $162,668,834 $146,830,423 s120.020,663 sn.798,356 $39,136,315 ($590,060) 

$1.:l7 Sl.74 $rl..o4 $4.t1 SS.20 $S.U $.4.60 $).67 Sl~l2 $114 ($0.02• 
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c .... 
All St1fr Amt 1092 

Ir.-.. - . Bv • - · r-·•• 
0-SOO 161 
SOI. 1000 203 
1001 -2SOO 30S 
2SOI - sooo 206 
SOOI -10000 134 
10001 - 20000 61 
>20000 22 

Sir.2111 Ix t~L ~s:aauu 
10%: SO- SS42 109 
25%: $542 • S6S6 164 
S0'.4: S6S6 - $886 273 
7S%: $886 - Sl.lS I 273 
90%: Sl,3S I • S2, I IS 163 
9S%: $2,l IS· $2,898 SS 
>95% > $2,898 SS 

,,.. __ .,, .......................... 
A/S 308 
Cost 784 

r--··- R·y n.-.. :.... 

Las than I 70 
I -3 1'6 
3-10 319 
10-20 241 
20-SO 227 

Mo<ethan SO 89 

f".rou at b• •r •r.r 10/t o....i·-· 
0%0eployed 70 
1%to25% 241 

2S%toSO% 104 
SO% to 1S% us 
1S%io99% 384 
I 00% i)q>loyed 158 

r ........ _ R v r -•a1 R-:-

Northeast 81 
Midwest S69 
South 263 
West 179 

REDACTED - FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION 

FCC Bifurcated Muhanism - Preliminary Modeling 
Scenario 3: Growth equals depreciation expense io new and old, grown by 20~.; Benchmark= S71 

Work in Progress Draft for Discussion Only 
Subject to Change Based on Further Analysis 

Impacts Compared t o Lecacy Suppor1 

All S tudy Areas Study Ar~u Loslnc Sup por1 Study Areas Calalnc Suppor1 

2025 SAR. IMi•a A-.ae i.- Mu w. SAR.I Cai• ••& Aw-r• tt Cate Mu Gaia 
lOIS IA&ocy lif•:rcate4 % %U.ot More n u ,..~ .... .... ~ % C oi•of M0tenae p<r~p<r p<rLoop 

i.-.. s . . ..... s ......... sa....,. a.. ... c .... L- Sa_. 50%S•-' Moo .. -M .. ~ CocHt Loo .. s . ....... !0%s. - M011tll attMoa tll 

3,896,JSO Sl ,671.8 M St ,747.2 M $7S.4M 4.S% 563 2.HO,Sl6 -234% 94 S6 $78 529 1.S6S,814 28.1% 61 $14 $82 

46,112 Sl9.6M Sl8.6M ·SI.IM -2.7'/o 77 20,S6S ·20.4% 2 Sl7 $70 84 2S,S47 17.0% 2 SIO S82 
147,530 Siii.OM Sll4.3 M ·S3.7M -3.2"/o 98 72,896 ·19.IYo a SIS $72 105 74,634 18.7% 9 SIO $44 

489,409 $309.0M $316.3 M $7.2M 2.3% 161 252.206 -19.5% 28 S9 $78 144 237,20) 21.5% IS Sl2 SSl 

7JJ,718 S411.2M S4J8.3 M S27.I M 6.6% 100 363,110 -21.3% 19 S9 $70 106 370,608 28.8% IS SIS S54 
928,888 S381.SM $422.9M $41.3 M 10.8% 74 518,3'2 -23.9'.4 17 SS SS9 60 4 10,536 31.1% 16 SIS $42 

824,204 S273.4 M $301.3 M S28.0 M 10.2% JS 477,807 -24.0% 10 SS $10 26 346,397 33.)% 4 $1) $29 

726,489 Sl39.0M Sl l 5.SM -Sll.S M -16.9'/o 18 625,600 -J4.9% 10 SS Sii 4 100,889 29.0% 0 S9 $31 

68 l ,90J S68.2 M $41 .2M -$27.0 M -39.Wo 89 62J,778 -4S.9'.4 26 $4 $16 20 S8,12S 41,6Yo ) SJ $8 

855,014 $123.8 M S79.9 M -$43.9 M -3S.S% 146 76J,191 -44.J% SS SS SIS 18 9 1,82) 30.2% 6 $4 $16 

768,674 Sl80.2 M Sl90.0M S9.8M S.4% 117 J96,479 -20.S% 6 $4 $23 IS6 372, 19S 33.)% 24 S6 $)9 

1,040,942 $539. I M S617.0 M S77.9M 14.S% 98 389,880 - 16.2% 3 S7 $78 17S 6Sl,062 323% 2S $14 $49 

425,034 S46S.3 M S$54,8M S89.S M 19.2"/o 40 74,416 -10.3% I SIO $72 123 JS0.618 2S.8% 3 $23 SS4 

61.760 Sl22.0M $129.0M S7.0 M S.7'/o 19 19,997 -88% 0 Sl6 $59 36 41,763 14.0% 0 $22 S82 

63,023 $173.1 M SIJS.2 M -$37.9 M -21.9% S4 62.19S -22.0% 0 sso $70 I 228 12.0Y· 0 $30 $)0 

731,4)) $128.l M $98,8M -$29.3 M -22 9% 173 S79.307 -421 % so SS $25 13S IS2,126 21 9'-' 10 SS S31 
3,164,917 Sl ,543 7 M Sl,648.4 M SI04.7M 6.8% 390 1,7St,m -209% 44 S7 $78 394 1,413,688 28.4% SI SIS $82 

146,303 Sl84.4M Sl93.6M $9.2M S.0% 33 45,960 -172% 0 $21 $70 )7 100)43 24. 1% 4 $20 $49 

447,474 $371.1 M $397.&M S26.7M 7.2% 6S ISJ,990 -177% 7 Sl4 $70 81 293,484 240% 1 SIS $42 

668,329 S36UM $403,3 M Sl4,6M 9.4% 132 260,462 -1om 8 $9 $18 187 407,867 28.n~ 16 $13 $60 

71S,316 S280.8M SllJ. I M $32.3 M 11.5% 127 J70,163 -20.1% 18 SS $70 114 34S,1Sl 30.6% 8 $13 $82 

1,279,682 $341 SM $3211 M -$20.S M -6.0% 149 1,019,472 -280% JS SS $70 78 260,210 31.3% 13 $13 SJ6 

639,246 $12S.I M Sll8.2 M -$6.9M -SS% 51 480,489 -41 5% 26 SS $39 32 IS8,7S7 354% 13 Sit S54 

72,086 SSS,87M SS7.48M Sl.6M 3% 32 JS.379 ·17% 2 $13 S70 38 36,707 30% 7 Sl6 S46 
6S2,672 S2S9.43 M S28S.03 M S2S.6M 10% 124 324,467 ·2S% 24 S6 S72 117 32',205 29% 13 $12 $39 
398,))9 $179.0M Sl8S.3 M $6,J M 3.S% 67 281,286 -104% 10 SS S70 37 II 7,0S3 27.7% 2 $18 $44 

sss.m S210.7M S214.9M $4.2 M 2.0'.4 70 357,813 -27.1% 13 S6 $70 65 197,960 28.0% 9 Sil $60 

1,607,013 $680.8 M S698.6M Sl7.7 M 2.6% 194 982,131 -23 8% 30 S7 $78 190 624,882 26.Wo 20 SIJ $82 

610,467 $286.0M SJOS.9M S20.0M 7.0'/, 76 349,460 -22.1% IS S7 $70 82 261,007 31.IWo 10 Sl6 $S4 

2S9,1S5 SJ9,8 M $30.5 M -$9.2 M -23.3% S7 215,794 -36.7'/o 14 S4 $1 8 24 43,961 26.S% 3 $4 S22 
l ,JS4,335 S6S0.9M S721.1 M $70.2 M 10.8% 276 630.736 ·21 .3% 40 S7 S78 293 723,599 29.9'/o 29 Sl4 S82 

1,710,994 $S11.S M SS83.0 M $5.5 M 1.0% 134 1,1 S4,SSO -2S.1'/o 32 SS $70 129 556,444 25.9'/o 19 $12 $.SJ 

S11,266 $403.7 M $412.S M S8.9 M 2.2% 96 329,4S6 -20.8% 8 Sii $70 83 241,810 27.8Yt 10 SIS $49 

Note: NO<thea.st: ME, NH. VT, MA. RJ, CT, NY, PA, NJ; Midwest: WI, Ml, IL. IN, OH, MO, ND, SD, NE. KS, MN, IA; South: DE. MD, DC, VA. WV, NC, SC. GA. FL, KY, TN, MS, AL. OK, TX, AR, LA; West: ID, MT, WY, NV, UT, CO, AZ. NM. AK. WA. OR. 
CA, IU, OU, AS 
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REDACTED - FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION 

Loop Cost Growth/Removal Trends Exhibit 1 
Cost Company by •1. Oeprecl1ted (2014-1 HCL data -latest view of annual submission flied Oct 1) 

Bind on a consistent sample of 740 cost companies using Hi9h Cost Loop data (omcial view), excluding price cap amliato1 

--~°-'!llCl!'.~11~ 
ACCUft!:Cl:e.!"!".l~IC).11. 

TPIS 
Net Plant fnvnl 
L CoatRRQ 

._1!'.~ .:..!.!~C..~!!l.:.Cl:e.P: ...... . 
% Ac cum. . of TPIS 

.. ~vv,. !'~lltll!~:t.~• ..... 
Removol Factor 

- - ·369.~9,~~~ 
·2.14% 

__!!'IS. Accum.Dee. _ ~~,~~ i 403,062,960 353,326,417 (61 ,376,063) (4~:!.~,-~~li (55,556,305); • .• !!.!'.~~:.!!'~ .. 
% Accum.Deo. ofTPIS 64.06%i 86.21%1 88.08% 87.15% 

__ Avg, f'.!."..~ .. ~.~'."<>va.f..... _ .. ~5.969,37~ 
Removal Factor ·1 .21% 

-~C..'!!'.~'!..'!. I- 242,217,922 h-~~J.~~~ ........EZ,_~:,.~I.2.. ··1~~::;::>1 ·3.-43% (6,136,526)i ·2.62% (7,286,n5)! ·3.05'4 230,712,83.5-_ 
~~~·-~~".!!.~-~·~!.~509.~~-~-~~151,8~~.:.8~_?51,1~ 4.54% 167,599,239 ! 4.61% 162,620,811 f 4.57% 3,716,951 ,$16 

TPIS 4,808,093,586 ; 4,902,143,453 5,030,115,035 94,049,866 1.96% 127,971,583 i -~~-~~ .... 1.!~10,725'~-=--=- 2:28% - 4.96$.1:i9,t 44 
Net P11nllnvnt. 1,367,007,466 j 1,324,934,945 1,285,866,532 _ .. (~.,~?.~.521) -------~'-~-~~ ::.~<3.9,063,413)~ ·2.95% (50,570,467)! -3.71% 1,305,400,739 
Loop Cost RRQ 908,306,242 i 881,5-43,331 863,530.266 (26,759,911) •2.95% (18,016,0SSli ·;204% .. (2°2:381-:98eii ·:2°.49% 872,538.299 

TPIS -Acc.u111,Cl:e.P., _ .. .~,3.~2,~~?2 ! 1 .268.~_1,~ .......... 1.229,363,900 ... !~,~9?.,~~ ~.-................. (39,627,656Ji .............. ...<~~,~~~,~:.............. __ 1,249,177,728 
% Accum.Deo. of TPIS 72.28'4 i 74.11% 75.56% 74.85% 

Ava. P11nt Remov1l 
Remov1I F1ctor 

2012 2013 

.... .... ~~-:_A_!'CUm.Dep. 1,836,481,150 l ...... ~.:~.~:~,8~- 1 ,~'~'~?.!. .. ··· - 7,42~6!<>. .. 
% Accum. . of TPIS 61.01%1 61 .90% 63.02% 

.!':V.!!:~•-nt Remov1I 
Removal Flctor 

Account 1011 

...... ~.~.!JI.JI!!!.':! - - -- .1..~,_9?5.61 
..... !'C.C.IJITl'. l>e~l•l'°'!_ _ --~'~47,193,7 

~~--- -~·~D,7 
Net P11nt lnvnl 
Loo CostRRQ 

....... ~~: .. ".!.".nt. ~~:v..!• ..... 
Remov1l F1ctor 

..... ~.~-~:.'>.!'.!.·.~- 10,658.,~!..! .. 
.. ~~'"-"'==+-·1.,~?..,?..1.~_,?.~ - 15,83~,-~~~-

4,304, 142,389 188,605,389 
2:'47"8:'834:'20& - 176,604:517' 

640,942.215 3e.s93:iisc» 

-U,091,824 
-1.35% 

,,.,.,. 
2012-201 

240,824,323 

4,71% ..... !.3..~ :.7..~~.5.3.?.;. ............... ~ .:!~~ :~·:3,~.4~,'36 
~~~~~~------ -2~~% _ 4,908,90~ 

3,517,985 i 0.19% 1,900,644_,1~ 

7,573,972 i 0.83% 

56,359,-435 i 
201 ,681 ,250 j 5.04% 

5.03% 147,622,832 i 6.56% 2,419,513,$32 
....... _ 2 .89% 31:°098.110 i 3.92% ·· s:i9.i.40:43·1 

145,321 .1s5 .L. ____ 
1
1-_2.., .. 384_._.29_.1.•_2_0-i 

43.17% 

- -156-'-~'~-~ 
-3.$4% 

(1) 8ased on HCL Aleorithm 
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DOCKET NO . .. Attachment A 

DOCUMENT OFF-LINE 

This page has been substituted for one of the following: 

o. This filing contains confidential information (Not For Public Inspection) 

o An oversize page or document (such as a map) which was too large to be 
scanned into the ECFS system. 

o Microfilm, microform, certain photographs or videotap·e. 

~ o Other materials which; for one reason or another, could not be scanned 
into the ECFS system. 

; 

The actual document, page(s) or materials may be reviewe<;t by contacting an Information 'I 
Technician at the FCC Reference Information Center, at 445 12th Street, SW, wa·shington, 
DC, Room CY-A257. Please note the applicable docket or rulemaking number, document 
type and any oth~r relevant information about the document in order to ensure speedy 
retrieval by the Information Technician. 

\. 


