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REPLY COMMENTS OF THE UTILITIES TECHNOLOGY COUNCIL AND THE
NATIONAL RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION
The Utilities Technology Council (“UTC”)1 and the National Rural Electric Cooperative
Association (“NRECA”) hereby file the following reply comments to the opposition by the
United States Telecom Association (‘USTA”).2 Contrary to USTA, the Commission should
reconsider its decision to make ineligible certain census blocks that have recently been served by
10/1 mbps. UTC and NRECA also oppose Verizon’s and USTA’s requests to permit providers
to impose data caps for the above-baseline and gigabit service tiers in the Phase II auction.
I.

The Commission Should Preserve Funding in Census Blocks Where Qualified
Non-Winning Applicants Proposed to Provide Category 1 Rural Broadband
Experiments.
The public interest would be served by preserving funding in areas where RBE applicants

deployed broadband networks and are providing broadband services. As UTC and NRECA
explained in their petition, these RBE applicants acted with the good faith expectation that they
would be able to compete in the Phase II auction for access to funding to cover the cost of their
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deployment.3 Contrary to USTA, the FCC’s decision to remove these areas does indeed pull the
rug out from under these RBE applicants, preventing them from competing for access to funding
for the broadband networks they have deployed in those areas.
Moreover, it sets a terrible precedent. First, it punishes those RBE applicants for doing
the right thing. Instead of waiting for the FCC to conduct the auction, the RBE applicants went
and deployed broadband in those areas where no one else – especially and including the price
cap carriers – would provide service. They deserve the opportunity to compete for access to
funding in the Phase II auction to help to offset the cost of providing broadband in those areas.
Moreover, this precedent will only hurt consumers going forward by discouraging competitive
providers from deploying broadband, lest they lose any chance of getting funding from CAF
Phase II.
This precedent also thwarts competition and unfairly favors price cap carriers, which
ultimately also harms consumers, as well. It unfairly denies RBE applicants (and other
competitors) equal opportunities for access to funding as was provided to the price cap carriers,
who were given the right of first refusal to model based support without any removal of census
blocks in those areas. It also encourages price cap carriers to game the process and thwart
competition, because it creates an open opportunity for them to target RBE areas for deployment,
thereby undercutting their competitors from being able to access funding in those areas. This
hurts consumers because price cap carriers need only provide 10/1 mbps service and they need
only serve one consumer in a given census block to render that census block ineligible for
funding; whereas if RBE applicants were able to compete for funding and won the bid, all of the
consumers in those census blocks would have access to 25/3 mbps service or higher. The longer
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the FCC delays the Phase II auction, the more time the price cap carriers will continue to receive
funding from model-based support and also be able to deploy in the RBE areas and cut off
funding to their competitors.
While USTA claims that the FCC’s decision makes prudent use of limited funds, the
reality is that this decision will enable the price cap carriers to frustrate the underlying purpose of
the Rural Broadband Experiments.4 The Commission established the RBE for the purpose of
providing “critical information regarding which and what types of parties are willing to build
networks that will deliver services that exceed [the Commission’s] performance standards for an
amount of money equal to or less than the support amounts calculated by the adopted Phase II
Connect America Cost Model.”5 In short, the RBE was established to challenge the status quo.
Therefore, removing funding from RBE projects in these census blocks would frustrate the
fundamental purpose of the RBE program to challenge status quo broadband from the price cap
carriers.
In addition, this decision will enable the price cap carriers to negate the carve-out that the
Commission provided in census blocks where RBE applicants proposed to deploy networks
capable of 100/25 mbps.6 The Commission provided the carve-out because it quite rightly
recognized that these RBE applicants would offer better service for less money than what the
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price-cap carriers would provide under the right-of-first-refusal of model-based support.7 As the
Commission stated, the carve-out was a more efficient use funding that would enable the FCC to
stretch its finite Connect America budget even further.8 It’s no wonder that USTA and the price
cap carriers support removing these census blocks from eligibility. Doing so enables them to
easily negate the carve-out and prevent funding from going to their competitors.
As NRECA and UTC explained, the Commission’s decision to exclude these census
blocks significantly disadvantages communities served by rural utilities, which is undisputed by
USTA or any other parties on the record. The Commission’s decision will remove more than a
third of the census blocks in areas that five of the rural electric cooperatives proposed to serve
with qualifying, non-winning Category 1 RBE projects. Without this funding, rural electric
cooperatives and utilities will be hard pressed to deploy broadband networks quickly and
economically in these census blocks and in the surrounding areas.9 This threatens to deny
consumers the benefits that broadband could bring in terms of economic growth, better jobs,
improved health care and richer educational opportunities.10 In addition, it threatens to deprive
these areas from access to robust, affordable and reliable broadband services that would have
been provided by these Category 1 RBE projects. The cost efficiencies that would be gained by
removing these census blocks are greatly outweighed by the public interest benefits that would
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be lost if these census blocks go unfunded.
Contrary to USTA, the Commission did not provide adequate notice and opportunity to
comment before suddenly deciding to remove these census blocks from eligibility. As NRECA
and UTC explained, the Commission never provided any indication whatsoever that it was
considering removing these census blocks from the Phase II auction; despite the Commission’s
statement to the contrary.11 Contrary to USTA, the Commission’s general statements in the 2011
USF/ICC Transformation Order are inapposite, because they were made when the FCC was
originally determining which census blocks would be included in the offer of model-based
support to the price cap carriers.12 The RBE program didn’t even exist then. While rural electric
cooperatives and other utilities may have understood that those census blocks were ineligible for
funding and that the Commission provided a challenge process so that other census blocks could
be removed from eligibility, they did not have any notice that the Commission would be
removing additional census blocks from the Phase II auction, especially census blocks where
non-winning Category 1 applicants for rural broadband experiments had deployed broadband
networks in advance of the Phase II auction. Quite the opposite, because the Commission had
emphasized that the challenge process would be the only opportunity by which additional census
blocks would be removed from eligibility.13
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Finally, NRECA and UTC reiterate that the Commission’s decision to remove these
census blocks from eligibility is arbitrary and capricious because it arbitrarily allows price cap
carriers to continue to receive funding under the statewide offer in areas where they are already
deploying, but at the same time it disparately denies competitive providers, including rural
electric cooperatives and other utilities, from being able to receive funding under Phase II in
areas where they have deployed broadband networks. This is particularly capricious because it
funds price cap carriers for deploying networks that only offer 4/1 mbps or 10/1 mbps services –
but it denies Category 1 RBE applicants funding for deploying faster networks that offer 25/3
mbps service. Restricting funding to RBE applicants while providing funding to price cap
carriers for costlier and inferior service is the essence of arbitrary decision-making.
II.

The Commission Should Deny Verizon and USTA’s Request to Allow Data Caps
for the Above-Baseline and Gigabit Service Tiers.
UTC and NRECA oppose Verizon’s and USTA’s requests that the Commission

reconsider its decision to require that providers permit unlimited usage (i.e. without data caps)
for Phase II auction proposals in the “above-baseline” and “gigabit” service tiers.14 These
requests are contrary to public policy, because data caps are a barrier to the availability of
broadband and discourage the adoption of broadband.15 Specifically, data caps are a barrier
because they prevent consumers from using the Internet to support applications such as
streaming video, and they discourage consumer adoption of broadband because they impose
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overage charges which may make broadband unaffordable for many Americans.16 Verizon and
USTA fail to provide any technical basis for their request. Instead, they vaguely assert that
unlimited usage allowances will increase costs for potential providers and that may have the
effect of discouraging them from bidding to provide service in some areas. These claims have
been drawn into question,17 and some providers have backed away from them.18
Verizon also claims that the Commission’s urban rate survey data supports the adoption
of usage allowances for the above-baseline and gigabit service tiers, but actually the urban rate
survey data shows that there are many urban providers that allow unlimited usage for service
tiers that are less than 100 mbps download speeds.19 To the extent that there are providers with
data caps for 100 mbps services, they tend to be cable television companies or other video
service providers.20 Most telecommunications carriers do not impose data caps on 100 mbps
services or higher speed services.21 As such, the urban rate survey data does not support usage
allowances for the above-baseline and the gigabit service tiers, and the data tends to show that
unlimited usage allowances are reasonably comparable to the level of services in urban areas.
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Given that the data caps represent a barrier to broadband and discourage broadband
adoption, the Commission should reject the baseless requests by Verizon and USTA to permit
data caps as part of the above-baseline and the gigabit service tiers in the Phase II auction. As a
technical matter, fiber platforms that are capable of offering 100/20 mbps do not require data
caps to manage bandwidth congestion on the network. As a policy matter, data caps hurt
consumers by discouraging them from using internet-based over-the-top video platforms and by
imposing surcharges for overages. Therefore, the Commission’s decision to require unlimited
usage allowances for the above-baseline and the gigabit service tiers in the Phase II auction was
reasonable and should be maintained.
CONCLUSION
WHEREFORE, UTC and NRECA respectfully request that the Commission reconsider
its decision to remove certain census blocks from eligibility for funding in the Phase II auction,
particularly where rural electric cooperatives and other utilities that were non-winning Category
1 RBE applicants deployed broadband networks. These rural electric cooperatives and other
utilities should have the opportunity to compete for access to funding in those areas to offset the
cost of deploying broadband networks that will provide services that are much faster than the
speeds that the price cap carriers are required to offer under the offer of model-based support.
Denying that opportunity unfairly disadvantages these RBE applicants and encourages price cap
carriers to game the process in order to prevent them from accessing funding to deploy
broadband in those areas. Ultimately, consumers are harmed because they are denied access to
broadband services that are faster and more affordable than what the price cap carriers will
provide them.
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Similarly, the Commission should also protect consumers by rejecting demands from the
price cap carriers to adopt data caps for the above-baseline and gigabit service tiers in the Phase
II auction. Instead, the Commission should retain the requirement of unlimited usage allowances
for these service tiers. Doing so is not only reasonable, it serves the public interest by making
broadband more affordable and attractive for consumers.

Respectfully submitted,
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