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II. MODIFYING THE RLEC PLAN IN WAYS PROPOSED BY SOME 
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CHANCES FOR USF AND ICC REFORM IN THE NEAR TERM, AND 
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COMMISSION’S BROADBAND OBJECTIVES.  

                                                                                                                
et al.

See 



     

                                                                                                                

See, e.g. Rural Associations’ August 24 
Comments

Rural Associations’ August 29 Ex Parte.



     

A. The Funding Targets Incorporated in the Consensus Framework 
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B. Proponents of “Competitively Neutral” Support Mechanisms Fail to 
Acknowledge Real-World Conditions Faced by Rural 
Telecommunications Providers.  
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III. THE ICC REFORM PROPOSALS SET FORTH IN THE AMENDED 
RLEC PLAN ARE CRITICAL TO THE CONTINUED PROVISION OF 
BROADBAND SERVICES IN RURAL AMERICA AND SHOULD BE 
ADOPTED WITHOUT DELAY.  
 

A. The Proposed RLEC Plan’s Access Restructure Mechanism is Essential 
to Assuring Continued Provision of Service to Rural Consumers in RLEC 
Areas.   
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B. ICC Obligations Must Apply Consistently to All Providers Using the 
PSTN, Regardless of Technology Used to Originate or Terminate Calls.  
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