
April 28, 2016 

ViaECFS 

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No.10-90 
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·Depend ~p£ur people. Count on our advice.5" v,. 

Absaraka Cooperative Telephone Company 
Challenge to Competitive Coverage of Dickey Rural Services, Inc. and Inter-
Community Telephone Company 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

On behalf of Absaraka Cooperative Telephone Company, Olsen Thielen files the attached 
challenge to the competitive coverage data set forth in the Alternative Connect America Cost 
Model (A-CAM) version 2.2 released by the Wireline Competition Bureau on April 7, 2016. 

Kindly direct any questions regarding this filing to my attention. 

Sincerely, 

( P, la L. Hintz 
1 

t v ~. 01\_, 
'"(I./~''¥\_'~~~ 
Senior Telecommunications Consultant at 
Olsen Thielen 

cc: Dickey Rural Services, Inc. 
Inter-Community Telephone Company 
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Filing Entity: 
FRN (if applicable): 
Name of Person Filling Out Form: 
Mailing Address of Person Filling out Form: 
Email Address of Person Filling out Form: 
Phone Number of Person Filling out Form: 
Name of Person Certifying Data within Form: 
Mailing Address of Person Certifying Data within Form: 
Email Address of Person Certifying Data within Form: 
Phone Number of Person Certifying Data within Form: 

Absaraka Cooperative Telphone Co., Inc. 
0003-74 19-49 
Pamela L. Hintz 
2675 Long Lake Road, St. Paul, MN 55113 
pbintz@otcpas.com 
(651) 621-8535 
Ann Faught 
2894 146th Ave SE, Absaraka, ND 58002 
ffarm@wtc-mail.net 
(70 l) 896-3404 



f!ormSOS 

Served lo Unserved Challenge 

380170402002429 ND Dicke Rural Services Inc. x Anal sis of locations shows no com ti tors I Sec sulll>Ortin2 affidavit filed with FCC Form 505 in El<hibit A 

380170402002430 ND Dickey Rural Services Inc. x J\Jlalysis oflocations shows 110 competitors I See supPQrting affidavit filed with FCC Fonn SOS in Exhibil /\ 

380170402002434 I ND !Dickey Rural Services Inc.I I I I I x I /\11al sis oflocalions shows 110 corn etilors Secsu rtin affidavit filed with FCC Form S05 in Exhibil /\ 

380170402002440 I ND I Dickey Rural Services Inc.I I I I I x I Analysis oflocatioos shows no com Iii ors Secsu rting affidavit filed wilh FCC Form SOS in El<hibil /\ 

380170402002441 I ND !Dickey Rural Services Inc.I I I I I x J Anal sis oflocatioos shows no com tilors Scesu ing affidavit filed with FCC fonn 505 in Exhibit /\ 

380170402002442 I ND I Dickey Rural Services Joe.I I I I I x [Analysis of locations shows no competitors Sec supporting affidavit filed wiU1 FCC Form SOS in Exhibit /\ 

380170402002443 ND Dickev Rura.I Services Inc. x Analysis of locations shows no compclilors I Seo supporting aflidavil filed with FCC Form S05 in E.xhibit /\ 

380170402002444 ND Dickey Rural Services Inc. x Aualysis oflocations shows 110 competilors !Sec supporting affidavil filed with FCC Form 505 in Exhibil /\ 

380170402002451 ND Dickey Rural Services Inc. x Analysis of locations shows no comoetitors I See supporting affidavil filed with FCC Fonn S05 in Exhibit A 

380170402002457 ND Dickey Rural Services Inc. x "'nalysis ofloeations shows no competitors I See supporting affidavit filed with FCC Fonn 505 in Exhibit /\ 

3801704020024S9 I ND !Dickey Rural Services Inc.I I I I I x I Analysis of locations shows 110 com elitors Secsu orting affidavit tiled with FCC Form 505 in Exhibit /\ 

380170402002460 I ND I Dickey Rural Services Inc. x Anal sis of locations shows no compelilors Sec suP1wrting affidavit filed with FCC Form 505 in Exhibit /\ 

380170402002462 I ND [Dickey Rural Services Inc. x Analysis oflocations shows no com~tilors !Seo supp0rtin11 aflidavil filed wilh FCC Form 505 in Exhibil A 

380170402002463 I ND !Dickey Rural Services Inc.I I I I I x !Analysis ofloeations shows no come!litors !See supparting affidavil filed with FCC Form 505 in Exhibit A 

380170402002470 I ND !Dickey Rural Services Inc.I I I I I x I Analysis oflocatioos shows uo competitors Sec su rting affidavit filed with FCC Form 505 in Exhibit /\ 

380170402002472 ND Dickey Rural Services Inc. x Anal sis of locations shows no com clitors See supporting affidavit filed wiUi FCC Fonn 505 in Exhibil /\ 

380170402002475 ND Dickey Rural Services IJic. x Analysis oflocatious shows no eom,eetitors I See supp0rting affidavit filed wiU1 FCC Form 505 in Exhibil A 

380170402002483 I ND !Dickey Rural Services Inc.I I I I I x JAnalysis oflocatioos shows no com~titors !See supporting affidavit filed wiU1 FCC Fonn 505 in El<hibit A 

380170402002486 ND Dicke Rural Services Inc. x Anal is of localions shows no com ti tors !Sec supp0rting affidavil filed with FCC Form 505 in Exhibit/\ 

380170403003163 ND Dickey Rural Services Inc. x Analysis of locations shows no com,eelitors !See supporting affidavit liled wilh FCC Form 505 in Exhibit A 

380170403003189 I ND !Dickey Rurnl Services lnc. x Anal sis of locations shows 110 corn ctilors See su ortin affidavit filed with FCC Fonn 505 i11 Exhibit/\ 

380170403003190 I ND !Dickey Rural Services Inc. x Analysis ofloeations shows n~ cornpelilors Seesu rting_ affidavil filed wilh FCC Fonn S05 in El<hibit /\ 



Form SOS 

ICTC Group, Lnc. d/b/a 
Inter-Community 

380170402002421 ND Telephone Co. x Analysis oflocations shows no competitors See sunnortin11 affidavit filed with FCC Form SOS in Exhibit B 
ICTC Group, Inc. cVb/a 
lnter-Comn1uoity 

380170402002443 ND Telephone Co. x Analysis of locations shows no competitors See suovortin11 affidavit filed with FCC Fonn SOS in Exhibit El 
ICTC Group, IJ1c. d/bfa 
Inter-Community 

380170402002444 ND Telephone Co. x Analysis of locations shows 110 competitors Sec sunnortilll! affidavit filed with FCC Form SOS in Exhibit B 
ICTC Group, Inc. d/bfa 
Inter-Community 

380170402002486 ND Telephone Co. x Analysis oflocations shows no competitors See sunnnrtin2 affidavit filed with FCC Form SOS in Exhibit B 
ICTC Group, Lnc. d/bfa 
Inter-Community 

380170403003 190 ND Telephone Co. x Analysis of locations shows no compctilors See suooorting affidavil filed with FCC Form SOS in Exhibit B 
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FCC Form 505 - Exhibit A 

WC Docket 10-90, Alternative Connect America Cost Model (A-CAM) Challenge 

Dickey Rural Services, Inc. in North Dakota: 

Based on the attached affidavit of Robert Johnnson, General Manager for Dickey Rural Services, 
Absaraka Telephone challenges the competitive presence of Dickey Rural Services in the 23 
Census Blocks identified on Absaraka's Form 505. 



FIBER1i!JNNECTED 

Filed Yia ECFS 

April 26. 2016 

Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative 

Dickey Rural SeNJces. lnc. 

Marlene H. Dortch. Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 Twelfth Street. S. W. 
Washington, DC 20554 
Artn: Wireline Competition Bureau 

Re: Dickey Rural Services, fnc. (FR.N: 0006999155) 
Connect America Fund. WC Docket No. 10-90 

Dear Ms. Dortch, 

Pursuant LO the A-CAM Public ~'oJice, I Dickey Rural Services. Inc. c·oRS .. or the ··company~'}. 
a fixed wireless provider in North Dakota that provides no Yoke over jts network, hereby 
demonstrates that the Company cannot be considered an •·unsubsidized competitor"' for the 
purposes of the AJtcmatiYe Connect Amerjca Cost Model ("'A-CA!vf .. ). Accor-Oingly. the 
competiti\le coverage contained in v.2.2 of the /\-CAM characterizing DRS as an unsubsid ized 
competitor is incorrect. DRS strongly urges the Federal Commwlications Commission (":Fee~ 
or '·Commission') and the Wireline Competition Bureau ( .. WCB .. or '·Bureau.,) to immediately 

correct this error and noti(Y all affected rate-of-return carriers that DRS "'111 not "knock out"' A
CAM support in their territories. 

According to Section 54.5 of the FCC'i;; ru les. an ·~unsubsidized competitor" is "a faciliti.es-based 
provider of residential fixed voice and broadband service that does not receive high-<:ost 
support."2 Furfue.r, the Bureau bas ~tmecl thaL in addition to using Fom1 4 77 br.oadband 
deployment data, U1e A-CAM uses "the most recent Form 477 vojce subscription data to identify 
which cable or fixed ·wireless broadband competitors also offer voice service: only these 
competitors are included i11 the lbroadband] coverage tabJe."3 As ex"µlai oed below, DRS~ re,·ised 

1 Se.e Wirefine Competition Bureau Releases Alternative Connect America Coi;t Model Version 2.1 and IDustrativ.e 
Results rurd Commenct:s Challenge Process to Competitive Coverag.e. WC Docke1 No. 10-90, Pub I ic Notice (rel. 
Apr. 7.1016) ("A-CAM Public N01ice··l. 
z 47 C.F.R. § 54.5 (emphasis supplied). 
1 Wireline Competition Bureau Releases Altemative Conncci Ame-rica Cost Model Version LI and Illustrative 
Results For Potential Use in Rat.c-of Return Areas. WC D(lcket No. l 0-90. l~ublic Notiee: (rel. Aug. 3 1. 2015). 

9628 Hwy 28 l • PO Box 69 • Ellendale. ND 58436 • 701-3.11.1-5000 • 877-559-4692 • Fox 701-344....4300 • v\/Vvv1.drtel net 



June 2015 Fonn 477 data shows no mice subscription data fur the fixed wire.less. company, 
Accordingly. DRS should uot be char.acterize<l as an unsubsidized competitor. 

After the FCC released v.2.0 of the A-CAM;~ ORS became aware that the A-CAM was 
erroneously treating it as an unsubsidized competitor, apparently due to confusion over the fact 
that "the broadband services it provides was being reported in one Form 4 77 fiJing along with the 
incumbent local exchange (·'ILEC") voice se1Yices providee by its affiliate. Dickey Rural 
Telephone Cooperative ( .. Dickey Rural"). On December 4, 2015. DRS and Dickey Rural revised 
the Fonn 4 77 filings containing Dec.ember 2014 and June 20 l 5 data. As demonstrated in the 
attached confirmations for the revised June 2015 data, DRS submitted fixed broadband 
deployment and subscription data wit:h no voice subscription data indicated (see Attachment A).:S 
Subsequently, Dickey Rural promptly .notified the FCC oftbese revisions.6 

However. when Version 2.2 '~-as Ieleased. DRS continued lo be characterized as an unsubsidized 
competitor. DRS once again now brings this matter to lie FCC~s attention in light the challenge 
process to competitive co,1erage that concludes on April 28. 2016. The failure of the A-CA.l\1 lo 
ex.elude DRS as an unsubsidized competitor constitllie a significant impact in the A-CAM for 
those Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers ("I LECs") listed below that are in close proximity to 

DRS~ affiliated ILEC, Dickey Rural. Upon analysis of the A-CAM version 2.2 restiltS, these 
rate--of-.retum neighbors discovered that DRS' ftxcd wireless· service is still considered an 
«unsu.bs:idized competitor" within its neighbors· service territories and therefore the Company is 
inadvertently "knocking out'' a ·significant number of ccnsu·s blocks from receiving A-CAM 
support due the fact lhat the FCC continues to associate Dickey Rural 's wire line voice serv-lce 
'"·itb the competitive fixed v>ireless sen.;ce provided by DRS, which is a mischaracterization. 
DRS provides no voice service any'-vhere on its entire network. The only voice service provided 
by any DRS affiliates is that provided by Dickey Rural on its ILEC network as demonstrated by 
the report1ng on its Fom1 477 ofILEC voice. 

DRS remains concerned that these changes are still not accurately incorporated into the neaiJy
fittal version of tbe A-'CAJ\1. DRS respect.fully requests that the FCC remove its br.oadbaud~only 
fixed wireless service as a competitor in the A-CAM, based 9n the Company's accurate Fonn 
477 data, as the Commission intended to exclude only those areas in which an unsubsidized 
competitor offers both voice and broadband services. Without these corrections. the forthcoming 
final version of the A-CAJvf wilJ not reflect the facts pertaining to the census blocks served by 
DRS and the North Dakota IL.ECs v.ith tlle correct broadband technology and service 

4 Sea Wireline Colllpetition Bureau Releases Altemative Connect America Cost ModQI Versiqn 2.0 and Wustrative 
Results for Potential Use in Rate-of.Re.tum Area~; WC Docket No. '0-.90, Public Notice (rel. Ocl. 8, 2015). 
5 See A1111chment A. On the other hanD:. Dickey Rural's flling shows fixed broadband deployment and subscription 
data an.dfixcrl voice. The Ponn 477 requires lLEC voice to be separately reported from non-ILEC voice so if DRS 
had any voice subscribers, they would have been separately reported under DRS. See FCC Form 477 Instructions at 

p. 14. N01e on fl£C I Non-lLEC Ftfings{rel. Mar. 23, 2016). 
u Dickey Rural notified the FCC ofiliese changes in a leuer filed January 25, 2016: See Dickey Rural Telephone 
Cooperative. WC Docket No. l 0-90 (filed Jan. 25. 2015). 



area. Without these co:r..rections. the Ccnmtlssi:on' s universal servke goals for the North Dakota 
ILECs' study· areas will he impeded as fhe amount of ~mpport available will not b.e sufficient to 
advance broadband tedmology in the area. 

DRS hereby submits a de.cJaration. (see Attacnme.tl:t B), attesting to the fact that it does not 
pro-:1-':itle voice service:·an:yWbere on its networ~ incl tiding the censu;s blocks of tbe neighboring. 
ILECs listed below and that fhe only. voice pi.oYided by any affiliates is the vojce servioe 
providedbyDickeyRurat which is limit-ed m Dickey Rural's stu.dy area, which do not-overlap 
\.vith the study areas of the neighb0ringTLECs.7 

Sincerely, 

Robert Johnson 
General Manager 
Dickey Rural Se1·vices 
POBox69 
Ellendale, ND 584'36 

cc: Dakota Central Telecommunications Couperative & Dakota Cei1ttal Telecom T, Inc. 
Polar Communication~ Mutual Aid Corporaljon 
Inte.r~GommunityTelephone Company 
Moore & Liberty Telephone Company 
Griggs Ccnmty Telephone Con:y:mny 
RecFR.iv~r Rural Telepbone Connpany 
Absaraka Cooperative-Telephone Company 

Bnclos.ure 

7 A list'of all aff~cted-census blocks will be provided o:pon rt."quest. 

' .:~ :Ou ••• • • 



FIBER#QNNECTED 

Oick.ey Rural Telephone Cooperative 

Dickey Rural SeNices, Inc 

DECL.\RA TJON OF BOB JOH.~SO~ 

L Robert Johnson. state as follows: 

J. I am General Manager ofDickey Rural Sm·ices { .. DRS" or the ··company'·). I have 

personal and direct lmowJedge of the representations made b~ DRS in its ApriJ 26, 2016 

Comments to t11e Federal Communications Commission. Docket No. I 0-90. regarding the 

Company's servic~ area and. its competitive overlap with neighboring incumbent local 

exchange carriers (•'ILECs"). Based upon rny personal and direct knovded.ge. I verify the 

truth and accuracy of the information contained hctein. 

l DRS does not provide voice service anywhere on its network, including tbe cen.">lls blocks 

Of the tollo'>\~ng ILECs in North Dakota: Dakota Central Telecommunications 

Coopcralivc. Dakota CentraJ Telecom 1. Polar Communications MutuaJ Aid Corporation, 

lnter-Communicy Telephone Company. aud Moore & Liberty Telephone Company. 

Griggs County Telephone Company. Absaraka Cooperaiive Telephone Company. and 

Red .River Rural Telephone Company c·Neigl1boring £LECs''). Accordingly. DRS docs 

not qualify as an .. unsubsidized competitor·· in any of the service areas of the 

Neighboring ILECs. 

3. DRS's affiliate, Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative ("'Dickey Rural") is ao ILEC that 

offers voice and broadband within its study area~ however. Dickey Rural does not offer 

voice or broadband service in any areas ser\'ed b~ the Neighboring lLECs. 

0628 Hwy 281 • PO Box 69 • 81endale. ND 58436 • 701-341-5000 . s77.550_ .... ,.,...... • ;::,..x 701 3"" A -::.l'V\ 
· , ~ L • .... - ~-...vvJ • W\.•11'1 .... •.drteLnet 



I declare under penalty ofperjurytha1 the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on April 26, 2016 

Robert Johnson 
General Manager 
Dickey Rural Services 
PO Box 69 
Ellendale, ND 58436 

.; : . 

· 1 
I 



FCC Form 505 - Exhibit B 

WC Docket 10-90, Alternative Connect A merica Cost Model (A-CAM') Challenge 

Inter-Community Telephone in North Dakota: 

Based on the attached affidavit of Mark Johnson, General Manager for Inter-Community 
Telephone Company, Absaraka Telephone challenges the competitive presence of Inter
Community Telephone Company in the five census blocks identified on Absaraka's Form 505. 



DECLARATION OF INTER-COMMUNITY TELEPHONE COMP ANY 

I, Mark Johnson, state as follows: 

l . I am General Manager of Inter-Community Telephone Company (the "Company"). I 

have personal and direct knowledge of the Company's service area and its competitive 

overlap with neighboring incumbent local exchange carriers ("ILECs"). Based upon my 

personal and direct knowledge, I verify the truth and accuracy of the information 

contained herein. 

2. The Company does not offer voice and/or broadband service within the study area of 

Absaraka Cooperative Telephone Company. The 5 census blocks identified as 

overlapping with Absaraka in version 2.2 of the Alternative Connect America Cost 

Model ("A-CAM"), in fact, are census blocks along the borders of Company's and 

Absaraka's respective study areas. Within these "border" census blocks, the Company 

and Absaraka provide service to distinct, non-overlapping portions of the census blocks. 

3. Within its study area(s), the Company receives support from the federal universal service 

fund, including HCL, ICLS, and CAF ICC. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on April 27, 2016 

Mark Johnson 
General Manager 
Inter-Community Telephone Company 


