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L. INTRODUCTION

Commissioner Patrick H. Lyons, Presiding Officer in this case, hereby submits this
Recommended Decision to the New Mexico Public Regulation Commission (the “Commission”)
pursuant to NMSA 1978, Section 8-8-14 and NMPRC Rules 1.2.2.29.D(4) NMAC and
1.2.2.37.B NMAC. Commissioner Lyons recommends that the Commission adopt the following
Statement of the Case, Discussion, Conclusion, and Decretal Paragraphs in the Commission’s
dispositive Order.

il. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

In 2017, the New Mexico Legislature amended the New Mexico Rural
Telecommunications Act (the “RTA”™) to include, among other things, a new provision stating
that, as a mechanism to fund the State Rural Universal Service Fund (the “SRUSF”), “[t]he
commission may establish the surcharge as a percentage of intrastate retail public
telecommunications services revenue or as a fixed amount applicable to each communication
connection.” NMSA 1978, § 63-9H-6.B.

Pursuant to the above amendment, the Commission conducted a rulemaking proceeding,
Case No. 17-00077-UT, to amend the Commission’s rule for the SRUSF, 17.11.10 NMAC (the
“SRUSF Rule”). In the Commission’s Final Order Adopting Rule in Case No. 17-00077-UT, the
Commission amended the SRUSF Rule to include, among other things, a provision stating:

The commission shall either set a percentage surcharge rate equal to the annual

fund requirement determined by the commission divided by the sum of intrastate

retail public telecommunications service revenue, or in the alternative, set a fixed

charge applicable to each non-exempt communication connection equal to the

annual fund requirement determined by the commission divided by the number of




non-exempt communication connections for all contributing carriers in New

Mexico.
17.11.10.20.C NMAC.

On August 30, 2017, in this docket, the Commission issued its Order Amending Title of
this Docket and Requesting Information from Contributing Carriers, Staff of the
Telecommunications Burcau of the Commission (“Staff”), and Solix, Inc. (the “Fund
Administrator”™). In that order, the Commission began the process of requesting information
from contributing cartiers with regard to the consideration and caleulation of a potential per-
connection charge mechanism for funding the SRUSF.

On the same date, the Commission issued its Order Granting Waivers Concerning
Recommendation of SRUSF Surcharge Rate for 2018, waiving portions of the SRUSF Rule that
otherwise would have required the Fund Administrator to provide a recommendation for the
2018 SRUSF surcharge rate by September 1, 2017, and would have required the Commission to
set such a rate by October 1, 2017. These waivers were issued in light of the then pending
Commission rulemaking proceeding, mentioned above.

From September 15, 2017 through September 26, 2017, contributing carriers filed
responses to the Commission’s August 30, 2017 order, as well as motions for protective orders
concerning allegedly confidential information.

On September 27, 2017, the Commission issued its Order Issuing Protective Order,
Extending Deadlines, and Appointing Hearing Examiner. In that order, the Commission, among
other things, ordered that the matter be presided over by a hearing examiner but did not name the
hearing examiner at that time. The Commission also issued the protective order requested by

some of the carriers and, in light of the issuance of the protective order, extended the time for
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carriers to respond to the August 30, 2017 order to October 4, 2017, and for Staff and the Fund
Administrator to reply to the carriers’ responses, to October 24, 2017.

From October 2, 2017 through October 10, 2017, contributing carriers continued to file
responses to the Commission’s August 30, 2017 order.

On October 16, 2017, the Commission, by single-signature order, designated Frances L.
Sundheim as Hearing Examiner in this matter.

On October 26, 2017, Staff filed its Response to Commission Regarding Bench Request
Responses File by Carriers Contributing to the SRUSF (“Staff’s First Response”). Staff’s First
Response was supported by the Affidavit of Michael S. Ripperger, Telecommunications Bureau
Chief for the Utility Division of the Commission, and the Affidavit of Ken Smith, Economist in
the Telecommunications Bureau.

On October 27, 2017, the Fund Administrator filed the Affidavit of Michael Tamburino
on Behalf of Solix Inc.

On November 21, 2017, the Fund Administrator filed its SRUSF 2018 Surcharge
Calculation and Fund Size.

On November 29, 2017, the Commission issued its Order Setting SRUSF Surcharge Rate
for 2018, in which the Commission set the surcharge for 2018 at 6.06% of intrastate revenue and
sct a SRUSF size for 2018 of $28,463,924.

On December 19, 2017, the Commission issued, by single-signature order, a Bench
Request Order to the Rural Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers (the “Rural ILECs”) that receive
access reduction support (“ARS”) payments from the SRUSF. The Bench Request Order
directed the Rural ILECs to provide information concerning any change in their access line

counts between December 31, 2014 and December 31, 2016, for the purpose of calculating ARS
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payments pursuant to the amended RTA. Responses to the Bench Request Order were received
from Rural ILECs from January 11, 2018 through January 17, 2018.

On March 2, 2018, the Hearing Examiner issued her Bench Request to State Rural
Universal Service Fund Contributing Carriers. In that request, the Hearing Examiner requested
largely the same information that had been requested in the Commission’s August 30, 2017
order, but served the request on a more comprehensive list of contributing carriers, based upon
information provided by the Fund Administrator. Like the Commission’s August 30, 2017 order,
the Hearing Examiner’s bench request order directed Staff and the Fund Administrator to
respond to the information to be provided by the contributing carriers in response to the bench
request order.

From March 16, 2018 through May 14, 2018, contributing carriers filed responses to the
Hearing Examiner’s March 2, 2018 order.

On May 18, 2018, Staff filed its Second Staff Response to Commission Regarding Bench
Request Responses Filed by Carriers Contributing to the SRUSF (the “Second Staff Response”).
The Second Staff Response was supported by the Affidavit of Ken Smith. The Second Staff
Response was also supported by the Affidavit of Judi Ushio on Behalf of GVNW Consulting,
Inc. As of March 2018, GVNW Consulting, Inc., had succeeded Solix Inc. as the Fund
Administrator.

On May 29, 2018, the New Mexico Exchange Carriers Group (“NMECG”), filed its
Request for Status and Scheduling Conference, in which NMECG requested that the Hearing
Examiner conduct a status conference to receive input regarding the status of the case and to

establish a schedule for further proceedings.
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On June 11, 2018, the Hearing Examiner issued her Third Bench Request for Information
Regarding the SRUSF. In that bench request order, the Hearing Examiner directed Staff, the
Fund Administrator, and NMECG, to provide recommendations as to how to proceed further
regarding calculation of a per-connection charge. In addition, the Hearing Examiner directed
Staff, the Fund Administrator, and NMECG, to respond to concerns that had been raised in the
rulemaking proceeding concerning the legality and propriety of instituting a per-connection
charge.

On June 18, 2018, the Hearing Examiner issued her Order Extending Response Date for
Third Bench Request and Scheduling a Case Conference. In that order, the Hearing Examiner,
among other things, set a case status conference for July 25, 2018. In the meantime, contributing
carriers continued to file responses to the Hearing Examiner’s March 2, 2018 order.

On July 20, 2018, Staff filed its Response to Third Bench Request for Information
Regarding the SRUSF (“Third Staff Response”). The Third Staff Response was supported by
the Affidavit of Michael S. Ripperger.

On July 20, 2018, NMECG, CTIA — the Wireless Association (“CTIA”), and Qwest
Corporation dba CenturyLink QC, CenturyTel of the Southwest, Inc, CenturyLink
Communications, LLC, and Level 3 Communications, LLC (collectively “CenturyLink”) filed
their responses to the Hearing Examiner’s Third Bench Request (respectively, the “NMECG
Response” and the “CenturyLink Response”).

In July 2018, the Fund Administrator provided information to the Commission’s Office
of General Counsel showing that revenue for the first six months of 2018 has decreased by an
average of 12.73% from the same period in 2017. For the SRUSF to remain fully funded for the

remainder of 2018, and to restore the prudent fund balance to $500,000, the Fund Administrator
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projected that a surcharge of 7.37%, as a percentage of intrastate revenue, starting in August
2018, would be required.

On July 25, 2018, the Commission’s Office of General Counsel presented the Fund
Administrator’s findings to the Commission, and the Commission asked that the matter be
brought back for consideration at the following week’s open meeting. After the open meeting,
on July 25, 2018, the Hearing Examiner held the scheduled case status conference, at which a

“number of participants in this matter discussed a possible expedited hearing procedure.

On August 1, 2018, the Commission issued its Order Relieving Hearing Examiner and
Designating Commissioner Patrick H. Lyons to Preside Over Further Expedited Proceedings in
This Matter; Order Setting Public Hearing; and Notice of Public Hearing. In that order, the
Commission, among other things, designated me as Presiding Officer to conduct a public hearing
to receive oral comments and recommendations, as well as supporting documentation, on August
15, 2018. That order provided for a hearing procedure similar to that suggested by the
participants in the July 25, 2018 status conference.

Pursuant to the Commission’s August 1, 2018 order, notice of the hearing was published
in the Albuquerque Journal on August 4, 2018.

On August 15, 2018, I presided over the scheduled and noticed comment hearing, which
was concluded the same day. Chairman Sandy Jones of the Commission attended the hearing by
telephone. I heard oral comments and response comments from a number of carriers and their
representatives, including but not limited to NMECG, CenturyLink, and CTIA; and cable
companies such as Time Warner Cable Information Services (New Mexico), LLC, and Comcast;

as well as comments from the Fund Administrator and Staff. Supporting documentation was
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also received from certain commenters. A court reporter is in the process of preparing a

transcript of the hearing, which will include the exhibits provided by certain commenters.

IIT. DISCUSSION

A. The Legality and Propriety of a Per-Connection Surcharge

In the Hearing Examiner’s Third Bench Request for Information Regarding the SRUSF,
she identified three areas of potential concern regarding the legality and propriety of instituting a
per-connection surcharge. These areas were described as follows:

{11  The current SRUSF methodology is a revenue based contribution

mechanism that spreads the burden of the SRUSF across consumers relative to

their usage. A connections based methodology would impose identical unitary

contribution burdens on all consumers, regardless of their usage or ability to pay.

[2] A connection based methodology provides no method to apply monthly

end user surcharges to prepaid plan users that purchase service on an ‘as needed’

rather than monthly basis. These ‘as needed’ customers may make their

purchases of additional minutes from a variety of third party retailers. These

customers do not have a direct and ongoing billing relationship between prepaid

wireless customers and their providers. There is no explanation of the method for

how per access line surcharges would be assessed and revenues collected from

pre-paid wireless services.

(3] A question has been raised regarding how the implementation of a fixed

connection charge would remain coordinated with the federal USF methodology -

to assure New Mexico assessments neither overlap with nor burden the federal

mechanism.

[Third Bench Request, p. 4.]
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(1) Alleged “Regressivity” of a Per-Connection Charge

In CTIA’s written response to the Third Bench Request, as well as in CTIA’s (and
others’) oral comments at the hearing, CTIA expressed its concern about the legality and
propriety of a per-connection surcharge, based upon the issues described above. With regard to
the first issue described above, CTIA argued that a per-connection surcharge would function as a
“regressive subsidy, effecting a transfer of wealth from the economically disadvantaged to the
comparatively better-off by forcing users with low-cost service plans to pay a greater percentage
into the SRUSF.” CTIA further argued that “[i]ncreasing the cost of service for parties with
lesser means runs directly contrary to the important public policy goal of affordable service that
the SRUSF is designed to achieve.” In the Affidavit of Michael S. Ripperger, in support of Third
Staff Response, Staff agreed that “a fee based on intrastate revenues is more likely to allocate the
burden of payment into the [SRUSF] more equitably than a per-connection fee based on the
ability to pay.” CTIA and others provided similar comments at the hearing.

NMECG, however, in the NMECG Response, noted that “[i]n recent years, there has
been a significant reduction in the overall amount of intrastate retail telecommunications
revenues for Contributing Carriers operating in New Mexico,” resulting in the necessity of
annual increases in the percentage surcharge rate. NMECG contends that a per-connection
methodology “could be implemented in a fair and equitable manner and result in more stability
for the surcharge rate over time.”

In the CenturyLink Response, CenturyLink noted its strong support of a per-connection
charge, arguing that “{a] connection-based surcharge ties the4 NMRUSF surcharge to a growing
base rather than a declining revenue base.” CenturyLink also contended that the switch to a per-

connection charge would “eliminate the impact to the [SRUSF] of revenue shifting between
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voice and data,” by wircless companies, a point which was elaborated upon at the hearing.
CenturyLink further argued that a per-connection surcharge “is competitively neutral and does
not discriminate against providers and customers,” thus complying with the requirements of the
RTA, NMSA 1978, § 63-9H-6.C. Indeed, CenturyLink argued that, because the per-connection
surcharge would impose an identical charge on all consumers, it would be “more predictable,
non-discriminatory, competitively and technologically neutral, and sustainable than the current
revenue-based system.”

The comments made by CenturyLink and NMECG, as well as similar comments made at
the hearing, are more persuasive than those made by CTIA and others with regard to this issue.

(i)  Alleged Difficulty with Collecting Per-Connection Charge from Prepaid

Customers

In CTIA’s written response to the Third Bench Request, as well as in CTIA’s (and
others”) oral comments at the hearing, CTIA expressed its concern that a per-connection charge
could not be practicably imposed by the Commission upon prepaid plan users. CTIA noted that
“ImJany prepaid carriers lack a direct billing relationship with their customers that purchase top-
up or refill cards from third-party retailers to replenish their accounts.” CTIA contended that
“without a point-of-sale mechanism, the Commission has no way to collect SRUSF surcharges
from these pre-paid end users, thus violating the provision of the [RTA] that requires such
collection.”

In the NMECG Response, NMECG argues that “[t]he issue of how to handle the
surcharge assessments for prepaid customers is not new.” NMECG continued, “to the best of
NMECG’s knowledge, wircless prepaid customers do not pay the surcharge under the current

percentage-of-revenue methodology.” NMECG further contended that “[t]he prepaid customer
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issue has been addressed and resolved in New Mexico for E-911 surcharges,” (citing NMSA
1978, § 63-9D-5.1. NMECG and CenturyLink further developed at the hearing the notion of
using E-911 as a proxy for communication connection counts,

In the CenturyLink Response, CenturyLink argues that “the obligation to pay the
[SRUSF] surcharge is on the provider, not the consumer.” CenturyLink further argues that “the
Commission need not establish or explain the method for how providers recover the [SRUSF]
surcharge from their customers, regardless of whether the Commission uses a revenue-based or
connection based surcharge approach.” CenturyLink contends that, “[i]f the prepaid wireless
providers wish to collect the surcharge from their customers, Commission rules allow them to
determine how best to do that . . ..”

The comments made by CenturyLink and NMECG, as well as similar comments made
at the hearing, are more persuasive than those made by CTIA and others with regard to this issue.
(iii) Alleged Conflict Between Per-Connection Charge and Federal Universal Service
Fund Funding Mechanism

In CTIA’s written response to the Third Bench Request, as well as in CTIA’s (and
others”) oral comments at the hearing, CTIA expressed its concern that a per-connection charge
“is inconsistent with the federal program and could create illegal overlap with or burden on the
federal fund.” CTIA contends that, “[b]ecause the federal universal service program assesses
contributions based on revenues, a connections based methodology is facially ‘inconsistent with’
the federal program.” CTIA notes that wireless carriers “allocate intrastate revenues from
connections that carry both interstate and intrastate traffic based on the inverse of the factor that

they use for federal USF centributions . . .” CTIA concludes that, “lijf New Mexico uses a
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different approach to assessing connections, there is a significant risk that the approach could
impose contributions on interstate revenue, violating [47 U.S.C. § 254(f)].”

In the CenturylLink Response, CenturyLink argues that “[a] connection-based surcharge
is not dependent on providers® classification of revenue as either intrastate or interstate, and thus
does not rely upon or burden interstate revenues used to determine federal USF support
contributions.” CenturyLink further notes that “[clonnection-based surcharges already exist,”
citing the E-911 surcharge, which is currently assessed on a per-connection basis.

The comments made by CenturyLink, as well as similar comments made at the hearing,
are more persuasive than those made by CTIA and others with regard to this issue.

B. Setting the Amount of the Per-Connection Surcharge for the Remainder of

2018

At the hearing in this matter, the Fund Administrator provided calculations for potential
per-connection surcharges, which calculations are attached to this Recommended Decision as
Exhibit A and Exhibit B hereto. These exhibits will also be attached to the transcript in this
matter. The exhibits provide two different scenarios for recovery of the amounts needed to fund
the SRUSF in 2018 and 2019. In this docket, only the per-connection charge for the remainder
of 2018 is to be determined. However, Scenario 2 in Exhibit A and Exhibit B provides a method
of calculating the per-connection surcharge for 2018 at $1.17, with a projected potential
surcharge for 2019 of $1.16, which would allow for a smoother transition to a per-connection
surcharge for those paying into the SRUSF by potentially avoiding any drastic change in the
surcharge from 2018 to 2019.

Scenario 2 would delay collection of $1.1 million of the total $5 million program funding

for 2019 program awards (which have not yet been awarded by the Commission) until 2019.

Recommended Decision
Case No. 17-00202-UT i1




This is an acceptable solution as, even if the Commission grants a full $5 million in awards
through the program for 2019, the full $5 million will not be paid out at the beginning of 2019.
Instead, the payments will be made in installments, pursuant to Commission rule 17.11.10.31
NMAC.

Moreover, the Fund Administrator’s recommendation of $1.17 per-connection surcharge
for the remainder of 2018 is based upon a conservative estimate of approximately 2.1 million
communication connections. Earlier estimates provided in the record of this matter ranged from
2,306,906 communication connections, in the Second Staff Response, to 3,076,880
communication connections in the First Staff Response. Given this variability, as well as
potential difficulties that may arise in the first months of implementation of the per-connection
charge, the Fund Administrator’s conservative estimate is a reasonable one on which to proceed.

Given the variability of estimates of communication connections as well as the novelty of
this methodology for collection of the SRUSF, the remainder of 2018 should be considered a
transition period for the per-connection surcharge. During this time, it is expected that the Fund
Administrator will need to design new reporting forms for contributing carriers, that contributing
carriers will need to modify their billing systems, and that some contributing carriers may need
to use a readily available proxy for communication connections. For the remainder of 2018,
those contributing carriers that are unable to calculate their communication connections for
purposes of the SRUSE, NMSA 1978, Section 63-9H-6, should be able to use their New Mexico
E-911 counts as a proxy.

Tn the written comments in this matter, as well as at the hearing, October 1, 2018 was
discussed as a potential effective date for implementation of the per-connection surcharge. Some

carriers indicated that this date might be too soon for them to change their systems. However,
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many carriers indicated that they would be able to implement the change for October 1, 2018,
For the benefit of the ratepayers of New Mexico, the earliest reasonable implementation date
should be imposed by the Commission. The record indicates that this date is October 1, 2018..

IV. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

As Presiding Officer, I recommend that the Commission FIND and CONCLUDE as
follows:

1. The Statement of the Case, Discussion, and all findings and conclusions contained
therein, whether separately stated, numbered, or designated as such, are incorporated by

reference as findings of fact and conclusions of law of the Commission.

2. The Commission has jurisdiction over the participants and the subject matter of
this case.

3. Reasonable and proper notice of this case has been provided.

4. A per-communication connection surcharge to fund the SRUSF is allowed by and

in compliance with the RTA, NMSA 1978, Section 63-9H-6, and the Commission’s SRUSF
Rule, 17.11.10 NMAC.

5. A per-communication connection surcharge to fund the SRUSF will not burden
the federal mechanism for funding the federal Universal Service Fund and will not otherwise
conflict with federal law.

6. The per-communication connection surcharge should be set at $1.17, effective
October 1, 2018, through the remainder of 2018. This period should be considered a transition
period, during which contributing carriers may use their New Mexico E-911 connection counts

as a proxy for their communication connections for the SRUSF.
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V. DECRETAL PARAGRAPHS

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Presiding Officer
recommends that the Commission ORDER that:

A, The Statement of the Case, Discussion, and all Findings of Facts and
Conclusions contained herein are hereby adopted and approved as the findings, conclusions,
rulings, and determinations of the Commission.

B. A per-communication connection surcharge of $1.17 shall be implemented
as the funding mechanism for the SRUSF, effective October 1, 2018, through the remainder of
2018.

C. Any matter not specifically ruled upon during the hearing or in this Order
is disposed of consistent with this Order.

D. Copies of this Order shall be mailed to all persons on the attached
Certificate of Service.

E. This Order is effective immediately.

F. This docket is closed.

IS S UE D at Santa Fe, New Mexico this 16th day of August 2018.
NEW MEXICO PUBLIC REGULATION COMMISSION

IS Mot

COMMISSIONER PATRYCK H. LYONS
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Scenario 1 - Recover in 2018
Assessments
2018 Funding Requirement
Actual Collected {As of 6/30/18)
Average Monthly Assessments
Months Remaining

Exhibit A

28,863,924.25

13,372,072.88

2,228,678.81
3

Scenario 2 - Recover in 2019

Assessments
2018 Funding Requirement / Deficit recovered in 2019
Actual Collected (As of 6/30/18)
Average Monthly Assessments
Months Remaining

27,763,924.25
13,372,072.88
2,228,678.81
3

Projected Assessments 10/1/18 $ 20,058,109.31 Projected Assessments 10/1/18 $ 20,058,109.31
Remaining Funding Requirement for 10/1 - 12/31/18 $  8,805,814.94 Remaining Funding Requirement for 10/1 - 12/31/18 $ 7,705,814.94
Connections Connections
No. of Connections 2,309,087 No. of Connections 2,309,087
-5% Variance (115,454) -5% Variance (115,454)
Proj. Monthly Line Count 2,193,633 Proj. Monthly Line Count 2,193,633
Months Remaining in plan year 3 Months Remaining in plan year 3
Funding Requirement 5 8,805,814.94 Funding Requirement S 7,705,814.94
Per Connection Rate Requirement 5 1.34 Per Connection Rate Requirement s 1.17
Rate w/ 5400,000 prudent fund bal. 1.32
Rate w/ $300,000 prudent fund bal. 1.31
Rate w/ $200,000 prudent fund bal. 1.29
Rate w/ $100,000 prudent fund bal. 1.28
Rate w/ $0.00 prudent fund bal. 1.26
Per Connection Rate Calculation: Per Connection Rate Calculation:
Funding Requirement Funding Requirement
Proj. Monthly Line Count x Months Remaining in plan year Proj. Monthly Line Count x Months Remaining in plan year
Funding Requirement Calculation - Scenario 1 Funding Requirement Calculation - Scenario 2
Funding Requirement Annual Funding Requirement Annual
Estimated Support $19,767,340.16 Estimated Support $19,767,340.16
Need Support $1,400,000.00 Need Support $1,400,000,00
Estimated LITAP $300,000.00 Estimated LITAP $300,000.00
Broadband $5,000,000.00 Broadband $3,900,000.00
True-Ups (60 Months) $1,819,801.87 True-Ups {60 Months) $1,819,801.87
Administration $136,100,00 Administration $136,100.00
Legal Fees $50,000.00 Legal Fees $50,000.00
External Audit $25,000.00 External Audit $25,000.00
FCC Freeze Payments $365,682.22 FCC Freeze Payments $365,682.22
Sub Total $28,863,924.25 Sub Total $27,763,924.26

Note: Assumes a $1.1 million shortage of the broadband fund to be recovered in 2019




2019 Funding Requirement

Scenario 1 - Recover in 2018
Connections
No. of Connections
-8% Variance
Proj. Monthly Line Count
Months Remaining in plan year
Funding Requirement
Per Connection Rate Requirement

Per Connection Rate Calculation:

Funding Requirement

Exhibit B

$28,345,774.87

2,309,087
(184,727)
2,124,360

12
28,345,774.87

111

Proj. Monthly Line Count x Months Remaining in plan year

Funding Requirement

Annual

$18,914,873.00

Estimated Support

Need Support

$1,400,000.00

d LITAP

$500,000.00

$5,000,000.00

True-Ups (60 Months)

§1,819,801.87

Administration $136,100.00|
Legal Fees $50,000.00]
External Audit $25,000.00
Cash Reserves $500,000.00
Sub Total $28,345,774.87

20189 Funding Requirement Recovering BB/Deficit $29,245,774.87
Scenario 2 - Recover in 2019
Connections
No. of Cannections 2,309,087
-8% Variance (184,727)
Proj. Monthly Line Count 2,124,360
Months Remaining in plan year 12
Funding Requirement S 29,445,774.87
Per Connection Rate Requirement B 1.16
Per Connection Rate Calculation:
Funding Requirement
Proj. Monthly Line Count x Months Remaining in plan year

|Funding Requirement Annual

Suppori $18,914,873.00
Need Support $1,400,000.00
Esti d LITAP $500,000.00|

$6,100,000.00

True-Ups (60 Months) $1,819,801.87
Administration $136,100.00
Legal Fees $50,000.00|
External Audil $25,000.00
Cash Reserves $500,000.00
Sub Total $20,445,774.87

Note: Broadband Requirement for 2019 is $6.1 million due to
an estimated $1.1 million shortfall in 2018.
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Cheryl C. Powers
Gary Rodham
Patrick D. Crocker
Dave Conn
Maria Graham
David Bailey
Lance Steinhart
Peggy Briesh
Leo Baca
Danielle Frappier
Lisa Tatkir

Susan Cockerham
John Jennings
Kate Dutton
Keith Nussbaum
Johnny Montoya
Jenna Brown
Jennifer Keen
Kelly Hebbard
Lakisha Taylor
Karen Kilgore

N. Burslem
Michelle Austin
Gayle Gouker
Warren Fischer
Scott Lundquist-
nmag

Russell Sarazen
Kenneth Schifman
Sandra Skogen
Brian Gilbert
Kyle J. Smith
Tim Goodwin
Edwin Reese

Bill Templeman
David Ziegler
Judith A. Riley
Catherine Hannan
Eddie Mishan
Joan M. Engler
D. James

verizonlongdistance(@verizon.com;
erodham(@diversifiedconsulting. net;

contact(@nationwideregulatorycompliance.com,
regulatorycomplaints@broadviewnet.com;

ConsumerComplaints@cable.comcast.com;
dbailey@bullseyetelecom.com;
Isteinhart(@telecomcounsel.com;
pegeybvitonly(@bacavalley.com;
Leo.baca@centurylink.com;
DanielleFrappier@dwt.com;
Dave.conn{@t-mobile.com;
scockerham(@fastektcam.com;
jjennings@bigrivertelephone.com;
regulatoryaffairs(@accesspointinc.com;
keith@preferredlongdistance.com;
Johnny.Montoya@centurylink.com;
jbrown(@vcomsolutions.com;
support@cedarnetworks.com;
khebbard@fasttrackcomm.net;
lakishat@budgetprepay.com;
kkilgore@cuddymeccarthy.com;
ninaburslem(@imagitel.com;
maustin@cellularoneaz.com;
ggouker@cellularoneaz.com,
wfischer@gsiconsulting.com;
Slundquist(@gsiconsulting.com;

russell.sarazen(@t-mobile.com;

Kenneth.Schifman@sprint.com;
Sandra.Skogen@windstream.com;
brian@youngturksconsulting.com;
Kyle.J.Smith124.civ@mail. mil;

tim.goodwin@centurylink.com
edwin.reese@verizonbusiness.com;
witempleman({@cmtisantafe.com;
david.l.ziegler@Centurylink.com;
riley(@telecompliance.net;
mail@Comml.awGroup.com;
eddie.mishan@emsonusa.com;
joan.m.engler@verizon.com;
djames4485@cybermesa.com;




Godfrey Enjady
Jace Colbert
Jack Pestaner
Jane Yee

Jeremy Smuckler
Jessica Matushek
John Clark

Jon Brinton
Jules Coffiman
Kelley Wells
Kevin Bartley
Nick Kyriakides
Ralph Dichy
Jerome Block
Luther Eakins
Leon Nall

Scott Klopack
Sharon Thomas
Jane Hill

Zianet

Jessica Renneker
Dan Wheeler
Alan Herman
David Robinson
Steve Gatto
Courtney Spears
Gil Arviso

Kelly Faul

Amy Gross

R. Gavidia

Tom Olson

Art Hull

Sharon Mullin
Shawn Hanson
Sherry Boyd
Scott Klopack
Brian Gilbert
Andy Gipson
Steven Chernoff
Tim Keefer
Joseph Yar
Elaine Heltman
K Lehrman

JR Carter
Sharon Saenz
Alan P. Morel
Andy Lancaster
Dulaney O’Roark
Kathy L. Buckley
Terri Nikole Baca
Judi Ushio CVNW
Consult, Fund
Administrator

genjady(@matinetworks.net;

accounts(@cybermesa.com;
accounts{@cybermesa.com;
ivee@CABQ.s0v;
jsmuckle@acninc.com;
jessica.matushek(@fir.com;
jclark@GMSSR.com;
ustax@mitel.com;
jcoffman@pngmail.com;
kelley.wells@ptci.net;
kbartley@pvt.com;
nick{@nettalk.com;
rdichy@mettel.net;
jeromedblock@msn.com;
luther@yucca.net;
leonn@yuccatelecom.com;
sklopack(@matrixbt.com;

sthomas@tminc.com;

jhill@cybermesa.com;

anthony(@zianet.com;

jrenneker@nos.com;

danw(@ntscom.com;
alanh@plateautel.com;
davidr@plateautel.com;
sgatto@gvnw.com,;
cspears(@gvnw.com;

gil arviso@yahoo.com;
kelly.faul@xo.com;
agross(@inteserra.com,
reavidia(@wcs.com;
tolson@montand.com;
arthulll @gmail.com;

sm3 162(@att.com;
shawn.hanson(@ptci.net;
sboyd@joneswalker.com;
sklopack(@matrixbt.com;
bgilbert@cellularoneaz.com
agipson(@joneswalker.com;
schernoff@fcclaw.com;
admin@vcimail.com;
jyar@nmag.gov;
Eheltman@nmag.gov;
klehrman@entouchwireless.com;
Jrcarter(@readywireless.com;
ssaenz(@matinetworks.net;
apma(@valornet.com;
Andy.M.Lancaster@sprint.com;
De.oroark@verizon.com;
Kathy.l.buckley@verizon.com;

Tb0754(@att.com;

Jushio@gvnw.com;
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G. Cookman

Ken Dawson
George Thomson
Trudy Longnecker
Raymond Cowley
Sonya Blackwell
Brian Gilbert
Catherine Nicolaou
Sharon Porter
Richard Monto

Troy Judd

Victoria Williams
William P. Hunt
Janice Badal

Donna Daniele
Kitty J. Craemer
Virgil Barnard

John Francis
Jennifer Dwan

Jean Parker
Matthew Ford

Leo Garza

Launa Waller

James Boyd Evans
Janice Ono

Juan Saenz

Mark Lammert
Matejka Santillanes
Wayne Gibson
Maria Sanchez
Allison Bloom
Dale Snider
Christopher Collins
Javier Rodriguez
Steven D. Metts
Joan Ellis-PRC
Eugene Evans-PRC
Russell Fisk-PRC
Ken Smith-PRC
Mark Cessarich-PRC
Mike Ripperger-PRC
Georgette Ramie-PRC
Hank Adair

Richard Matzke
Brad Ellsworth

Ed Serna

Michael Ruziska
Kyle J. Smith

gcookman(@granitenet.com;
kdawson@icsolutions.com;
george.thomson(@fir.com;
trudy.longnecker({@ren.net;
rcowley(@ingts.com;
corporate(@teledias.com;
bgilbert@cellularoneaz.com;
cnicolaou(@sacred-wind.com;
sporter@powernetco.com;
rmonto(@neutraltandem.com;
troy.judd@vtc.net;
vwilliams@iwirelesshome.com;
williamp.hunt@dish.com;
jcbadal@sacred-wind.com;
dgl612(@att.com;
kitty.craemer(@tanagertel.com;
virgil.barnard@vtc.net;
jfrancis@wnmt.com;
jdwan@cedarnetworks.com;
iparker@credomobile.com;
matt. ford@spok.com;
nmaarp{@aarp.org;
Iwaller(@plateautel.com;
iboyde@yuccatelecom.com;
janice.ono(@att.com;
info@losalamosnetwork.com;
mark@csilongwood.com
matejkaray@yahoo.com;
wgibson{@atni.com;
Mariar.sanchez@state.nm.us;
abloom@ldxx.com;
dsnider(@leaco.org;
Christopher.collins(@state.nm.us;
ir1515(@att.com;
steven.metts(@vtc.net;
Joan.ellis(@state.nm.us;
Eugene.Evans(@state.nm.us;
Russell.fisk(@state.nm.us;
Ken.Smith1@state.nm.us;
Mark.Cessarich(@state.nm.us;
Mike.ripperger@state.nm.us;
Georgette.Ramie(@state.nm.us;
hadair@fmtn.org;
rmatzke@gallup.nm;
bellsworth@bloomfieldnm.com;
ed.serna@charter.com;
regulatory(@entelegent.com;
kyle.smith124.civi@mail.mil;




Accessline Comms. Corp

Access Point, Inc.

ACN Comas. Services, Inc.
Affinity Network, Inc.
Airnex Communications, Inc.
Adjrespring, Inc.

Alltell Coms., LL.C
American Telecom. Systems
AmeriVision Comms., Inc.

Verizon Long Distance
Broadwing Coms., LLC.
Buehner-Fry, Inc.

Bullseye Telecom., Inc.

Business Ntwk Long Distance
Business Telecom., E.1.C
Cincinnati Bell Any Distance
Communications Network Billing
Comtech 21, LLC
Convergia, Inc.

Custom Teleconnect, Inc.
Delcom, Inc.

Easton Telecom., LLC
Electric Lightwave, LLC
Encompass Comm., LLC
Enhanced Comms. Grp, LLC

Enhanced Comm. Newtork, Inc.

Securus Technologies, Inc.

Operator Service Co., LLC
OPEX Communications, Inc.
Pactec Comms.,/USLEC iTel
PNG Telecom,, Inc.

PTUS, inc,

Public Com. Services, Inc.

Quantumshift Comms., Inc.

CenturyLink Comms., LLC
Reduced Rate Long Distance
Reliant Comms., Inc.

800 Response Information
Services LLC
Sierra Communications, Inc.

SBC Long Distance, LLC
Sprint Coms. Ce. LP
CenturyLink Public Comms.

Kirsten. Felgate@avalara.com;

mark@esilongwood.com;
tking@tminc.com;
jrenneker@nos.com;
arnold(@airnex.net;
cat(@airespring.com;
steve.delgado@verizon,.com;
myra(@ats-firsteall.com;
maskew@affinity4.com;

verizonlongdistance@vz-1d.com;
Cathryn.smith@level3.com;
mark@csilongwood.com;
jhornkohl@buliseyetelecom.com;

atreder@bossys.com,

cbad.regulaterycompliance@cinbeti.com;
atreder@bossys.com;
L.Esposito@Profitecinc.com;
FutureSales Tax@future.ca;
bperna@customteleconnect.com;
ruben@dellcity.com;
bstewart@eastontelecom.com;
sydney.olderbak@@integratelecom.cony;
Lluna@eclic.com;
mark@csilongwood.com;
Kenneth Leong@ey.com;

cmoore2@securustechnologies.com;

jriley@telecompliance.net;
regulatory@opexid.com;
tracey.l.giles@windstiream.com;
nmallev@eztax.com;
elena.thomasson{@birch.com;
bhackett@gtl.net;

jbrown@vcomsolutions.com;

donnie.aultman@@centurylink.com;
regdbg@dominionbusinessgroup.com;

regdbg@dominionbusinessgroup.com;

sperrotte{@800response.com;

kimbvt@bacavalley.cotr;
TM5886{att.com;
al.b.clark@sprint.com;

donnie.aultman(@centurylink.com;
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Global Connection Inc. of America
Global Tel*Link Corp.

Total Holdings, Inc/GTC Comun,
iLOKA, Inc/New Cloud Ntwrks
Inmate Calling Solutions, LLC
Intellicall Operator Services, Inc,
Western Interactive Networks
International Telcom. Litd.

Mitel NetSolutions, Iinc

West Telecom Services, LLC

LCR Telecom. L1.C
Legacy Long Distance Intf’ Inc.
Level 3 Communications, LLC

Mescalero Apache Telecom.
Long Distance
Matrix Telecom, LLC

McGraw Communications, Inc.
McLeod USA Telecomm. Sves.
Metropolitan Telecoms. of NM
National Access Long Distance
National Directory Assistance
Network Billing Systems, LL.C
Network Comms. Int'l Corp.
Network Service Billing, Inc.
NetworkIP, LLC

EarthLink Business, LLC
NobelTel, LLC

NOS Communications, Inc.
NOSVA Limited Partnership

NTS Communications, Inc.

Working Assets Funding Service
X0 Coms. Services, Inc.
X2Comm, Inc.

Yucca Coms. Systems L D
ANPI Business, LLC

Alltel Comms. of the SW

Holdings, Inc.
Smith Bagley/Cellular One NE AZ

PVT Wireless Limited Partnership
Northern New Mexico, LP
T-Mobile West LLC

CommNet Cellular Inc,

New Mexico RSA No. 5 LP
New Mexico RSA 6-1 Partnership
Verizon Wireless (VAW) LLC

abriggs@gcioa.com;
bhackett@gtl.net;
legal@mygtc.com;
sdonner@microtech-tel.com;
kdawson@icsolutions.com;
m.pokorny@ildmail.com;
jfrancis@@gilanet.com;
mark@csilongwood.com,
paul.ciaramitaro@mitel.com;
jdietzel@rbm.com;

atreder@bossys.com,
rquinto@legacyinmate.com,
Cathryn.smith@@level3.com;
ssaenzig@matinetworks.net;

Idellaero@matrixbt.com;
smendez@megrawcon.net;
tracey.l.giles@windstream.com;
rdichy@mettel.net;
atreder@bossys.com;
barbarahoard{@nationalda.com;
KBelhumer@fusionconnect.com;
Stephanie Jackson@neic.com;
atreder@bossys.com;
regulatory@networkip net;
tkooistrai@corp.earthiink.com;
colleen.guffey@nobelbiz.com;
jrenncker@nos.com;
jrenneker@nos.com;

jessica.salazar@ntscomn.com;

rsemyono@wafs.com;

Kelly. Faul@xo.com;

tinaf@@x2comm.com;
luther@yucca,net;
mary.buley@inteliquent.com;
steve,delgado(@verizot.com;

maustin@cellularoneaz.com;
dgarcia@PVT.com;
steve,delgado@verizon.com;
Amy Ray@T-Mobile.com;

steve.delgado@verizon.com;
steve.delgado(@verizon.com;
steve.delgado@verizon.com;

steve.delgado@verizon.com;




Telecom Management, Inc.
Telmex USA, LLC

Telrite Corporation
Touchtone Conumns., Inc,
TTI National, Inc.
Tularosa Coms,, Inc.
inContact, dba UCN, Inc.
13.8. South Comms., Inc.
USA Digital Comms., [ne.
Value-Added Comms., Inc.

Verizon Select Services, Inc.

Voicecom Telecom., LLC
WDT World Discount Telecom.
Westel, Inc.

Wholesale Carrier Services

Leaco Rural Telephone
Coop(Wireless )
Navajo Comms. Co., Inc.

Roosevelt County Rural
Telephone Coop.
Valley Telephone Cooperative

Western New Mexico Tel.Co.
Valor Telecom. of Texas, LP
Spok, Inc.

Frontier Comms. of America
DeltaCom, LLC

BCN Telecom Inc

Dallas MTA LP

Broadband Dynamics, LLC
Plateau Telecom- NM RSA 2
Plateau Telecom., Inc

Plateau Telecom., RSA 4
Plateau Telecom. Long Distance

Yucca Telecom. Systems
(CLEC)

Cyber Mesa Computer
Systems Inc

Valu Tef Coms., Inc.

Preferred Long Distance
Windstream Coms.

TW Telecom of New Mexico
Conectado, Inc,

Nationwide Long Distance Svice

American Messaging Services

mark@csilongwood.corm,
usarcgulatory@telmex.com;
michael.geolfroy@telrite.com;
manzalone(@touchtone.net;
eugene.c.wu@verizon.com;
jbeug@tbte.net;
kimm.partridge@incontact.corm;
rmadley@incommi.com,
ceckroat@usad.com;
bhackett@gtl.net;

robert.mutzenback@verizon.com;

Lisa. Affolter@Intelliverse.com,
beth@gsaudits.com;
thelma.harkrider@westel.net;
mark@ecsilongwood.com;

dsnider@leaco.org;

jessica.matushek@dir.com;

luther@yucca.net,

sharma.purcell@vte.net;
bstroman@wnmt.com;
tracey.lLgiles@windstream.com;
matt. ford@spok.com;
Jjessica.matushek@fir.com;
mark@csilongwood.com;
kgorey@bcntele.com;
steve.delgado@verizon.com;
grodham@broadbanddynamics.com;
alanh(@plateautel.com;
alanh@plateautel.con;
alanh@plateautel.com;
alanh@plateautel.com;

futher@yucca.net;

fana(@cybermesa.com;

tim@vcimail.com;
preferred@aol.com;
tracey.l.giles@windsiteam.com,;

Tim.Goodwin@CenturyLink.com;

atredes(@bossys.com;

atreder@bossys.com;

Linda.parks(@americanmessaging.net;
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Sprint Spectrum LP {Sprint PCS)
Qwest Corporation

MCI Communications Services
MClImetro Access Trans. Services
Tularosa Basin Telephone Co.
Penasco Valley Telephone Coop.
New Cingular Wireless PCS
Dell Telephone Cooperative, Inc,
PVT Networks, [nc

Lalicarita Rural Telephone Coop.

Mescalero Apache Telcom, Inc.
Mescalero Apache Telcom, Inc.
Baca Valley Telephone Company

Centurytel of the Southwest-NM
Big River Telephone Company
ENMR Telephone Coop., Inc
Leaco Rural Telephone (CLEC)

AT&T Corp.
Spectrotel, Inc.

BT Comms. Sales, LLC
Telmate, LLC

Q Link Wireless

iCore Networks, Inc.
nexVortex, Inc.

VolIP Street, Inc./VoIP Innovations
Intermedia Voice Services, Inc,
Truphone, Inc.

Velocity, Greatest Phone Co.
Axia Technology Partners, LLC
CTC Communications Corp
Callcatchers Inc/Freedom Voice
Windstream NuVox, lnc.

Apptix, Inc.
Globat Crossing Telecom, Inc

Puretalk Holdings, LLC
IDT America Corp

Chit Chat Mobile 1L.LC
Voice Runner. Inc.

GC Pivotal, LLC

365 Wireless, LLC
Flash Wireless, LLC

AlB.Clark@sprint.com;
donnie.auftman@centurylink.com;
eugene.c.wi@verizon.com;
gugene.c.wu@verizon.com;
jbeug@tbtc.net;
dgarcia@pvt.com;
ngdC92(@att.com;
ruben@dellcity.com;
dgarcia@pvt.com;
dgray@lajicarita.com;

gentadyv@matinetworks.net;
apmpaidapmpa.com;
kimbvt@bacavalley.com;

donnie.aultman@Centurylink.com;
mdiebold{@bigrivertelephone.com;
alanh@plateautel.com;

dsnider@leaco.org;

rc2167(@att.com;
mark{@csilongwood.com;

linda.cicco@bt.com;
compliance@telmate.com;
reg@qlinkwireless.com;
Brian.Spencer@vonage.com,
Fred@nexvortex.com,
mark@csilongwood.com;
runderwood@intermedia.net;
james. wild@truphone.com;
jrabip@fastekteam.com;
Jjason@axiatp.com;

Becky. West@windstream.com;
Compliance@freedomyvoice.com,
tracey.l.giles@windstream.com;

dhutchinsi@fusionconnect.com;
Cathryn.Smith@FLevel3.com;

kelly jesel@telrite.com;
carl.billek@corp.idt.net;
hdevaney@chitchatusa.com;
carol.owen@voicerunner.com;
mark@esilongwood.com;
jrabig@fastekicam.com,;
tking(@tminc.com;




Virgin Mobile USA, LL.C
CCI Network Services, LL.C
TerraCom, Inc.
Bandwidth.com CLEC, LLC
TerraCom, Inc.

Zayo Group, LLC
Zayo Group, LLC.
Transtelco, Inc.

Pay Tel Communications Inc.
Network Services Solutions

MJ2IP, LLC/City Hosted
Solutions
Commnet Wireless, LLC

Ting, Inc.

Ready Wireless, LLC
Tanager Telecoms. NM LLC
UVNV, Inc.

Cricket Wireless, LL.C

TWC Digital Phone LLC
Digium Cloud Services, LLC
Conterra Ultra Broadband
Jive Communications, Inc.
NetFortis Acquistion Co., Inc.
S-Net Communications, Inc.
Pulsar360, Inc.

Thinking Phone Networks, Inc.

Valley Connections LLC
TDS Metrocom LLC

Metro Optical Solutions, Inc.
Stream Coms., LLC

Magna3 fka X5 OPCO LLC
MegaPath Cloud Co., LLC
Peerless Network, Inc.
Integrated Services, Inc

West Safety Coms., Inc.
(Intrado)

Windstream Southwest Long
Distance, LP

Airus, Inc.

Nextiva, Inc.

DSI-ITL LLC
TracFone Wireless, Inc.
WiMacTel, Inc.

ALB.Clark@sprint.com;
taxes(@ccicom.com;
jriley@telecompliance.net;
lifreeman@bandwidth.com;
jriley@telecompliance.net;

trenton.labore@zayo.com;
Charles.forst@zayo.com;
jip@transtelco.net;

tsmith@paytel.com;
jennysmith@networkservices.org;

johnc@citycommunications.com;

Rranaraja@atni.com;
cmeyering@tucows.com;
skokotan@readywireless.com;
brian.adams(@tanagertel.com;

gerinham@ultira.me;

ngd4692(@att.com;

bduffey@digium.com;
sturley@conterra.com;
msharp@getjive.com;
cneeld@tminc.com;
mark@csilongwood.com;
jswanson@pulsar360.com,;
george@thinkingphones.com;
sharma.purcell@vtc.net;
michael.ebaugh@tdstelecom.com;
jasonh@metrooptical.com;
renee.hornbaker(@streamenergy.net;
regulatory@magnaSglobal.com;
Harout.yenikomshian@megapatch.com;
jbarnicle@peerlessnetwork.com;
atreder@bossys.com;

regulatory@intrado.com;
tracey.l.giles@windstream.com;
joost@peerless.com;

mark@scilongwood.com;
bhackett@gtl.net;
CDillon@TracFone.com;

jmackenzie@viiz.com;
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Broadsoft Adaption, Inc.
Mobilitie, LLC

EnTelegent Solutions, Inc.
Cebridge Acquisition LP
First Contact Comm., LLC
Go Solo Tech. of Florida One

YMax Communications
Globalstar USA LLC
Sacred Wind Comms., Inc

Multiline Long Distance, Inc

Stratus Networks, Inc.

Consumer Cellular Inc

First Communications, LLC
New Horizons Comms. Corp.

Leaco Rural Telephone Coop
ILEC Division
Comcast Phone of New Mexico

Cause Based Commerce, Inc
Granite Telecommunications
OnStar LLC

i-wireless, LLC

GreatCall, Inc

Norstar Telecom., LLC

Sage Telecom, Inc
Broadview Networks, Inc
Total Call Mobile, Inc

First Choice Technology, Inc
Transworld Network, Corp.
Kajeet, Inc

Network Innovations, Inc.

iNetworks Group, Inc

dishNET Wireline L.L.C.
Alliance Global Networks LLC

Interface Security Systems, LLC

Long Distance Consolidated
Billing Co.
Skype Comm US Corporation

CampusTVS, Inc.
Dialpad, Inc.

Momentum Telecom, Inc.

sfine@broadsoft.com;
kmh@CommplianceGroup.com;
kseefus@rtcteam.net;
Dennis.Moffit@alticeusa.com;
chad@firstcontactvoip.com;

mark(@csilongwood.com;

cfiola@tminc.com;
erwin.wilson@globalstar.com;
ap@sacred-wind.com;

atreder@bossys.com;

jpetrakis@acc2go.com;

jilll@consumercellular.com;

dant(@salestaxassociates.com;
gnelson@nhcgrp.com;
dsnider@leaco.org;

amee_hartman(@cable.comcast.com
mark@csilongwood.com;
taxdept(@granitenet.com;
OnStar_Tax@gm.com;
vwilliams@iwirelesshome.com;
mark@csilongwood.com;
shaun@norstartelecom.com;
taxdept@sagetelecom.net;

Jarrod Harper@windstream.com,
tamarag@locus.net;
showsare@firstchoicetele.com;
compliance@epowerc.com;
patrick@crockerlawfirm.com;
jriley@telecompliance.net;

tludy@ingts.com;

tina.sylvester@dish.com;

mok(@alliancegrp.com;
taxcompliance@interfacesys.com;
acopeman(@ldcb.net;

james.lamoureux(@microsoft.com;
maryanne(@campustvs.com;

steve(@dialpad.com;

lara.nelson@momentumtelecom.com;



Vonage America, Inc

Netwolves Network Services
LLC
TeleQuality Coms., Inc.

Crexendo Business Solutions
Flat Wireless, LLC

GreenFly Networks Inc dba
Clearfly Comunications
MFG Services, Inc.

Residential Long Distance, Inc

West I[P Communications
Phone.com, Inc.

Cintex Wireless

Talton Communications, Inc.
Tonex Comms. North, Inc.
COMM-CORE, LLC
WaveNation, LLC

Select Communications, LLC
Bandwidth.com, Inc.

Google North America Inc.
dba Project Fi by Google
Talk America Services, LLC

The People's Operator USA
Patriot Mobile, LLC

Vivint Wireless, Inc.

M5 Networks, LLC
Vodafone US Inc.
DentalTek, LLC

Sagenet LLC

Comcast OTR], LLC
Cable One

Netcom Systems Group, LLC
Encartele, Inc.

Onvoy, LLC

Covoda Comms,, Inc.
OneStream Networks, LLC
PBX-Change/TampaBay DSEL
ISC, Inc./Venture Tech,

Zippy Tech Inc./Cedar Netwks
Tello, LLC

KCast Labs

iTalk Global Comms., Inc.
ROK Mobile, Inc

brendan.kasper@vonage.com,

christopher.denny{@netwolves.com;

jeffi@telequality.com;
scockerham(@fastekteam.com;
djiron@flatwireless.com;
tim.dodge@clearfly.net;

jmlowell@zianet.corm,
atredet(@bossys.com;

Iboone@sinoothstone,com;
taxes@phone.com;
mlubin@tminc.com;
robin@talton.com;
Stephen.Spohrer@birch.com;
mark@ecsilongwood.com;
beth@gsaudifs.com;
jerry@selectconferencing.com;
ljfreeman@bandwidth.com;

andyliao@google.com;

cfiola@tminc.com;
matt@E@ipo.com,
glenn@eoscell.com;
James,Christensen@vivint.com;
salestax(@shoretel.com;
bryan.ganno@vodafoneone.com;
mstrubel@dentalsolutionslic.com;
Andrew RuizdeGamboa(@SageNet.comt;
Gregory Josuweit@comeast.com,

vickie.bailey@cableone.biz;

tyler@netcom-us.com;
don.pecler@encartele.net;
Mary.Buley@inteliquent.com;
mark.suto@tolydigital.net;
ahart@onestreamnetworks.com;
accountspayable@pbx-change.com;
Leonard.Lane@ventech.com;
jedwards@cedarmetworks.com;
jsm@commlawgroup.com;

esears@xcastlabs.com;

bburge@italkglobal.com;
agucich@nationwideregulatoryco

Updated service list 6/11/2018; 3:00 p.m.

TDS Baja Broadband
PanTerra Networks, Inc,

RingCentral, Inc.

Barking Dog Comms. LLC
Plintron Technologies USA LLC
CloudCall, Inc.

iCommerce Services, Inc. dba
Gymphone

Distributed Computing, Inc. dba
Tendpbx.com

Star2Star Comms., LLC

Blue Ocean Technologies

Local Access, LLC

SimpleVoIP, LLC

2Talk, LLC

Affiliated Technology Solutions
Alliant Technologies, LLC
Sangoma .S, Inc.

Earthlink, LLC

STSMedia, Inc. dba FreedomPop

Excellus Comms., LL.C
Magiclack SMB, Inc.
TelAgility Corp

Andrew David Balholm
Hughes Network Systems LLC
Broadsmart Global, Inc.
Republic Wireless, Inc.
Secured Retail Networks, Inc.
Lycamobile USA Inc.

Computer & Network
Paramedics, Inc dba GO2 Tech
Locus Telecomms., LLC

Cytracom, LLC

Access Technologies, Inc.
Lobo Internet Services, Lid
BA Telecom

ITC Global Networks, L1.C
Lunar Labs, Inc.

Zang Inc.

DPAccess, LLC

U.S. TelePacific Corp dba TPx
Communications

noel . hutton@tdstelecom.com;

mark@csilongwood.com;

communicationonlinefiling(@avalara.com;
gregs@bdc-tlc.com;
RichardPelty@plintronamericas.com;

michelle zimmerman@synety.com,
david@icommerceservices.com;
bmuser@distcomp.com;

Tax@Star2Star.com;
bill@blueotech.net;
brussellg@gdmy.com;
jrobs@simplevoip.us;
wayne(@2talk.com;
twelsh@affiliatedinc.net;
glinkel@allianitech.com,
rdube@sangoma.com;
JCui@elnk.com;

mauricio@freedompop.com;

jim.tate@seniortechilc.com;
tina.tecce@magicjack.com;
tiffaney@telagility.biz;
andy(@balholm.com;
jeffrey.ginsburg@hughes.com;
ttecce@broadsmart.com;
dmunise@republicwireless.com;
mcarter@securedretail.com;
Roberta.Kraus@lycamobile.com;

jmoon@Go2tech.com;

njgomezi@locus.net;
tax@cytracom.cotm;
Marybeth.Hale@atisw.com;
carl@@lobo.net;
ggrinham@uitra.me;
pritter(@ironton.com;
michael@joinlunar.com;
jmctiernan{@avaya.com;
tom.buckle@dpaccess.com;
twolford@ipx.com;




ROK Mobile, Inc agucich@nationwideregulatoryco
mpliance.com;
InfoReach dba SendHub MarkH@SendHub.com;

DATED this 16™ day of August 2018.

NEW MEXICO PUBLIC REGULATION COMMISSION
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