
February 3, 2016 
 
Ex Parte  

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 Twelfth Street, S.W.  
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Re: Connect America Fund, Docket No. 10-90  

Dear Ms. Dortch:  

On February 1-2, 2016, Walter B. McCormick, CEO of USTelecom – The Broadband 
Association and Shirley Bloomfield, CEO of NTCA – The Rural Broadband Association, had 
multiple meetings with Federal Communications Chairman Tom Wheeler, Commissioner 
Michael O’Rielly and Rebekah Goodheart, Legal Advisor for Commissioner Mignon Clyburn.  In 
the course of those meetings, they discussed a set of high-level principles upon which the rural 
telecommunications industry could agree to in regard to Universal Service Rate-of-Return 
reform.  At the February 2nd meeting, Stephanie Weiner, the Chairman’s Legal Advisor, 
attended the meeting on the Chairman’s behalf.       

 
The discussions amongst the parties focused primarily on overall elements of rate-of-

return reform for those entities not electing the model.  First, the associations discussed the 
FCC looking to set rates that are reflective of small company operations in rural areas and that 
any changes to the current rate should include a reasonable transition.  Second, the associations 
discussed working with the Commission to effectuate build-out benchmarks that are consistent 
with the Commission’s goals of ensuring that a portion of future investment reaches previously 
unserved areas within the carrier’s service territory.  Finally, the associations discussed a 
competitive screen that would ensure that where there is a genuine competitor that meets 
specific qualifying voice and broadband service standards, the incumbent carrier’s support 
would be reasonably disaggregated such that carriers do not continue to receive USF support 
where there is a genuine competitor.    

  
Please contact the undersigned should you have any questions.  

 
Respectfully submitted,  

      
  
      B. Lynn Follansbee 
      Vice President, Law & Policy 
 
Enclosure 
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