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. targets where high cost nupport 1- neﬂdld and :Iou not; pou a»__f
‘barrier to wtitin ontry into run:l. m--. : o

_ 3. The canhlion finds on an
Block Groups (CBGs) should be utilized to
. riers service areas. As stated by most |
and do not favor or hinder any partioy cu'r::lnr or technology :
While Census Blocks are smaller than CBGs and may better target -
high cost support, we are not convinced at this time that Census
‘Blocks should be utilized. Ultimately, we believe a non-yural
carriers’ service area should be identified using the uapabuity of
" the cost model that Nebraska selects. - While Nebraska has ‘whkd) -

‘pabruary 6, 1998, to select its cost mtkl, it must designate m-_’_;- ‘.

- yural service areas on or before Decembsr 31, 1997. Thersfore, we '
conclude at the present time, CBGs best :;dlntify the urvice lma,-; -
- of nobruh'l nnn-rural carz-:l.au. \ : -

. 4. rmnded by nuaeroul cmnten, e do not li,ntt.
. BTC duignatim to just incumbent LECSH.' ‘All carriers, incmdéing

' wirsless providers that satisfy the eritoria ‘set forth in the

_'_rwchmicuiom Act of 1996 and in. P& rules, uy ‘be du:lgmua

" 5. lu ‘believe that to be duignnm as an BTC, no criteria -
" other than that set forth by the FCEC and the Act should be
required. This finding is made aolsly for the purpose of being -
eligible for federal universal service support. The decision not

' to specify other criteria should not be considered as precedent
.-m criteria for the state un:lwrul mica fund is dewiapuﬁ .

- 8. Carriers not. openl:ing in m:ruka an of ?qury 0,
1996, wust petition the Commission to be denignated an ETC and must -
demonstrate that all relevant criterh itu been met. >

. 7. If after Februl:y 8. 1996, any n'rc purchasaa. acquirel
by merger or by other related transactions the service area of
another carrier, the buyer should be danignnted an ETC for the
" acquired area. Purther, the purchased siea should be added to the
buyer’s existing service area. If the acquired urvice area is not
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contiguous to the existing service a He acquired area should
be treated as a separate study are RS
8. We do not designate at
carriers, such as competitive LECs
petition is presented to the
obtain ETC status, the appropriati
be defined. It must be dembnl
evidence that deaignation is in t

ORDE

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED by thas
mission that the carriers listed
and hereby are, designated as sligib.
pursuant to Federal Communications
Docket CC-96-45.

non-rural carriers be, and hereby a
otherwise determined '

MADE AND msm at Linco].n,
October, 1997.

COMMISSIONERS CONCURRING:

N Vice cnunirnuu@_rék--
a.-] { AL ({, ; D#J L.

//s//Lowell C. Johnson
//s//Frank E. Landis

g Lok

s S

T




. Exhibit A
Rural B'rcs in Nebmska

- Aupahoc ‘re:l.aphone conpany
-Arlington 'rqlephone Company -
Benkelman Telephone Company
. - Blair Telephone Company
_ Casbridge Telephone Company
Clarks Telecommunications Company.
_ 'Consolidated Telco. Inc.
- Consolidated Telephone Company
'Cozad Telephone Company
Curtis Telephone Company
Dalton Telephone Company
Diller Telephone Company
Eastern Nebraska Telephone Company
_E].-ie-llutual Telephone Company
Bustis Telephone Exchange
Glenwood Teleplione Membership Cm:p
. Great Plains Communications
- Hamilton Tblaphone Company
Hartington Telecommunications Co.
 Hartman Telephone Exchanges
“Hemingford Cooperative . _
_':;Muon Cooperative Telephone
- Hershey Cooperative Telephone
Hiome Telephone Company of !iebranka
-Hooperx 'relephona Company
X & M Telephone Company
Keystone - Arthur 'rolephone Company
‘Nebraska Central Telephone Co.
‘Northeast ﬂebraska Telephone Company.
‘NebCom, Inc.
Pierce Talecnmunicationl, Inc.
7 Plainview Telephone Company
fock County Telephone Company
Sodtown Telephone Cooperative
Southeast Nebraska 'relephone
Stanton Talecom, Inc.
Three River Telco
Wauneta Telephone Company

Non-Rural ETCs in Hebfaska

Aliant Communications, Inc.
GTE of the Midwest, Inc.
United Telephone Company
US West Communications, Inc.
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