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)
)
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)
)

O  R  D  E  R

On March 7, 2005, the applicant submitted a motion to certify the division of the 

rural study area of Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc. – London (“Kentucky ALLTEL”) and to vacate 

the procedural order and cause the case to be submitted as ripe for decision.  It states 

in its motion that the Commission and the Federal Communications Commission

(“FCC”) may redefine the service area of Kentucky ALLTEL so that as a competitive 

eligible telecommunications carrier (“ETC”) it may serve those areas that are identical to 

its service area. It also states in the motion that it has met the requirements to be 

designated as an ETC and that BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., the only 

intervener, does not oppose the motion. It also states that it would be in the best interest 

of consumers for the applicant to begin immediately receiving funding from the 

Universal Service Fund (“USF”).

The Commission denies the motions.  The Commission has the ultimate 

responsibility to determine which carriers should be designated as ETCs and in doing 

so has the responsibility to collect and assess all information available to it to make that 

determination.   The Commission finds that the record is not sufficient at this time upon 

which the Commission may base a decision.  
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that:

1. The Applicant’s motion is denied.

2. The Applicant shall file with the Commission responses to the data 

requests and interrogatories, attached as Appendix A, according to the procedural 

schedule established in this case.

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 17th day of March, 2005

By the Commission

Commissioner W. Gregory Coker did not participate in the deliberations or 
decision concerning this case.



APPENDIX A

APPENDIX TO AN ORDER OF THE KENTUCKY PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION IN CASE NO. 2005-00017 DATED March 17, 2005

1. Describe in detail the relationship between Bluegrass Wireless, Kentucky 

RSA #3 Cellular General Partnership, Kentucky RSA #4 Cellular General Partnership, 

and Cumberland Cellular Partnership.  Include information about common ownership, 

operating management, and operating name.

2. Identify areas in which the application seeks designation as an ETC where 

there is more than one carrier designated as an ETC.

3. Of those areas in which there is more than one ETC already designated,

provide an explanation of the additional benefits that will accrue to customers in those 

areas.

4. Identify those facilities that the applicant will use that are leased from other 

carriers. (Application at 5.)

5. Provide a list of and description of the service offerings of the applicant, 

including number of minutes of use, rates and calling scope.

6. Provide a service coverage map (39 dbu contours) for the applicant’s 

serving area.

7. Identify any gaps (areas where wireless phone service is unavailable) in 

any of the areas in which the applicant seeks ETC designation.

8. How does the applicant intend to provide toll limitation service for Lifeline 

customers?

9. How does the applicant intend to provide Lifeline and Link-up services?
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10. For each rural telephone company serving area in which the applicant 

seeks ETC designation, identify the number of customers currently served by the 

applicant.

11. Are there any areas in which the applicant serves in which the applicant 

does not provide 911 Service?  If yes, identify the areas and the reason(s) why.

12. Are there any areas in which the applicant serves in which the applicant 

does not provide E911 Service?  If yes, identify the areas and the reason(s) why.

13. On February 28, 2005, the FCC issued a press release summarizing the 

FCC’s adoption of additional requirements for ETCs proceedings. (See Appendix B.)

The FCC has encouraged states to adopt these same requirements.  As described in 

the press release, provide the information described in (1) Eligibility Requirements.

14. With regard to Item (2), Public Interest Determinations, describe how the 

applicant will meet the public interest standards.

15. Describe the steps the applicant will take when a customer requests 

service and the request cannot be served by existing network facilities.

16. Describe and estimate the amount of USF support that the applicant 

expects to receive on an annual basis. 

17. Describe how those funds will be used to maintain or upgrade the 

applicant’s network.
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