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APPLICATION FOR REHEARING OF GENESEO TELEPHONE 
 COMPANY, CAMBRIDGE TELEPHONE COMPANY AND  

HENRY COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 
 

Geneseo Telephone Company (“Geneseo”), Cambridge Telephone Company 

(“Cambridge”) and Henry County Telephone Company (“Henry County”) (together “GCHC,” 

“Geneseo” or “Geneseo Companies”), by their counsel, pursuant to 220 ILCS 5/10-113(a), 83 Ill. 

Adm. Code § 200.880, and other applicable law, submit this Application for Rehearing (the 

“Application”) with respect to the Illinois Commerce Commission’s (the “Commission”) final 

Order dated March 6, 2013 (the “Order”), which was served on the parties via electronic mail on 

March 7, 2013. 

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY 

 The Order denied the Geneseo Companies’ Petition to update the list of Illinois supported 

telecommunications services that constitute “universal service” in the state if Illinois to include 

Access to Broadband Services and provide an alternative funding mechanism based on the actual 
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costs of putting in place the infrastructure needed to provide Broadband to Illinois 

telecommunications customers.  At the same time, the Order granted the Petition filed by the 

Illinois Independent Telephone Company (the “IITA”) that, based on a stipulation with 

intervenor Illinois Bell Telephone Company (“AT&T Illinois”), implemented Intrastate Switched 

Access Charge reform and updated the Illinois Universal Service Fund (“IUSF”), resulting in an 

increase of annual IUSF funding from $9.921 million to $18.984 million to fund traditional 

landline services. 

 While the Geneseo Companies do not necessarily agree with the Order’s approval of the 

IITA’s petition, this Application does not ask the Commission to reconsider that issue.  Rather, 

in this Application, the Geneseo Companies urge the Commission to rehear and reconsider its 

decision to reject their proposal to add Access to Broadband Services to the list of supported 

telecommunications services.  A review of the comments made by the Commission during the 

March 6, 2013 Bench Session while deliberating on this issue indicates that while the 

Commission believes Access to Broadband Services should be part of universal service in 

Illinois, the Commission was under the assumption that “the state of the law . . . really doesn’t 

allow us to do that right now.”  3/6/2013 Bench Session Tr. at 23-27.  The Geneseo Companies 

request rehearing because the Commission’s assumption concerning the state of the law is 

incorrect.   

 The Analysis and Conclusion section of the Order (at pp. 69-70) concerning the Geneseo 

Companies’ proposal focuses solely on the fact that the Federal Communications Commission 

(“FCC”) did not name Broadband in its rule listing supported services for purposes of federal 

universal service.  Adopting the myopic approach of the IITA, AT&T Illinois and Staff, the 

Order fails to address the impact of the Supreme Court of Illinois’ directive in Harrisonville 

Telephone Co. v. Illinois Commerce Comm’n, 212 Ill. 2d 237, 249-252 (2004), that the 
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Commission must make the group of Illinois supported telecommunications services at a 

minimum be at least as broad as how the FCC defines universal service, and that this definition is 

not constrained only to the words in the FCC’s rule.  As the Geneseo Companies explained in 

their earlier briefs, Harrisonville Telephone Co. requires that the Commission go beyond the 

FCC’s “list” of supported services to ensure that Illinois universal service is at least as expansive 

as federal universal service.  The FCC’s landmark November 18, 2011 order1 overhauling the 

federal Universal Service Fund made it clear that federal universal service does include Access 

to Broadband Services.  Under, Harrisonville Telephone Co., therefore, Illinois universal service 

must do the same. 

 Moreover, the Order fails to consider the second legal ground presented by the Geneseo 

Companies for adding Access to Broadband Services to the list of supported telecommunications 

services:  that the Commission may add services beyond those listed by the FCC in its rule to the 

group of Illinois supported telecommunications services under Section 13-301(2)(a) of the 

Illinois Public Utilities Act (the “PUA”).  Section 13-301(2)(a) expressly states that the FCC’s 

list is only a “minimum,”  and provides that in addition to automatically including the FCC list of 

supported services as the floor for Illinois universal service, the Commission also must consider 

“the range of services currently offered by telecommunications carriers offering local exchange 

telecommunications service, the existing rate structures for the supported telecommunications 

services, and the telecommunications needs of Illinois consumers.”  Further, Section 13-

301(2)(a) directs that when reviewing the group of Illinois supported telecommunications 

services the Commission, if appropriate, is to revise the group “to reflect changes or 

enhancements in telecommunications needs, technologies, and available services.”  The record 

                     
1 In re Connect America Fund, et al., FCC 11-161, Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(Nov. 18, 2011) (hereinafter referred to as “FCC/USF Order” or “FCC Transformational Order,” entered into the 
record in these dockets as GCHC Exhibit 3.2).  
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contains substantial evidence that would allow the Commission to add Access to Broadband 

Services to the group of Illinois supported telecommunications services upon these grounds, as 

well.  Unfortunately, the Order appears to fail in even considering these grounds in its Analysis 

and Conclusion denying the Geneseo Companies’ petition.  (Order at pp. 69-70). 

 The Geneseo Companies appreciate the Commission’s statements supporting workshops 

being held to investigate how to support and ensure access to Broadband in Illinois made during 

the March 6, 2013 Bench Session, and Commission Staff’s actions quickly thereafter to begin the 

process of initiating workshops to address the future of IUSF, including broadband.  There is no 

assurance, however, that the result of these workshops will be the rightful inclusion of Access to 

Broadband Services as a component of Illinois universal service.  Accordingly, the Geneseo 

Companies request that the Commission grant rehearing and approve their request that Access to 

Broadband Services be added to the group of Illinois supported services that constitute universal 

service in the state of Illinois, as well as the Geneseo Companies’ request for funding. 

ARGUMENT IN SUPPORT OF  
APPLICATION FOR REHEARING 

I. ADDING ACCESS TO BROADBAND SERVICES AS A SUPPORTED 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE 

 The Order’s failure to adopt Access to Broadband Services as a supported 

telecommunications service pursuant to Section 13-301(2)(a) of the PUA is incorrect for two 

reasons.  First, the Order wrongly concludes that the addition of Access to Broadband Services 

as a supported telecommunications is not compelled by the FCC’s actions in the FCC/USF 

Order under the Supreme Court of Illinois’ ruling in Harrisonville Telephone Co..  Second the 

Order does not address or consider the evidence presented in the record demonstrating that even 

if the addition of Access to Broadband Services was not mandated by the FCC/USF Order and 

Harrisonville Telephone Co., the Commission still has the authority to adopt Access to 
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Broadband Services as a supported telecommunications service under Section 13-301(2)(a).  For 

both of these reasons, the Commission should grant rehearing on this issue. 

A. The FCC/USF Order Makes Access to Broadband Services a Component of 
Federal Universal Service, Thereby Requiring That It Be Added to the 
Group of Illinois Supported Telecommunications Services 

 In denying the Geneseo Companies’ proposal, the Order (at p. 69) concludes that because 

the FCC “declined to identify broadband as a supported telecommunication service by rule [(47 

C.F.R. § 54.101(a))], . . . the Commission is not bound to do so by operation of Section 13-

301(d)(2)(a).”  With due respect, this analysis and conclusion wrongfully ignores the Supreme 

Court of Illinois’ holding in Harrisonville Telephone Co., upon which the Geneseo Companies 

relied. 

 There is no dispute that the FCC chose not to include the term “broadband” or 

“broadband service” in the language of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a).  But this misses the point of the 

Geneseo Companies’ argument.  Section 13-301(a)(2) provides that “at a minimum,” the group 

of supported telecommunications services constituting universal service “shall . . . include those 

services defined by the [FCC] and as from time to time amended.”  Nowhere in the language of 

Section 13-301(2)(a), however, is the phrase “those services as defined by the [FCC]” tied or 

limited only to the particular language of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a).  Indeed, the Supreme Court of 

Illinois in Harrisonville Telephone Co. held that Section 13-301(2)(a) requires that “universal 

service” in Illinois encompass more than the mere “words” of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a).   

 In Harrisonville Telephone Co., the Supreme Court of Illinois reviewed the 

Commission’s decision to limit IUSF support for the nine services listed in 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a) 

(1998) to only a single residential or business line.  212 Ill. 2d at 239-241.  The Commission 

acknowledged that the FCC determined support based on all access lines, but argued that Section 

13-301 simply indicated that the Illinois list of supported services should be no smaller than the 
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federal list and did not require the Commission to “walk in lock step with the FCC” on the 

inclusion of all access lines to determine the amount of support.  Id. at 241.  The Supreme Court 

of Illinois rejected the Commission’s position.  In doing so, the Court went beyond the mere 

language of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a) (1998) and examined the FCC’s order establishing federal 

USF to determine that the FCC deemed “universal service” to include support for all access 

lines.  The Court thus concluded that the Commission must do the same in establishing what 

minimum “universal service” is for Illinois under Section 13-301.  Id. at 249-252.  The Supreme 

Court of Illinois stated that “[u]niversal service means universal service,” reasoning that it would 

be “incongruous to suggest that the legislature wanted the [Commission] to follow the FCC’s 

words but not its deeds . . . .”  Id. at 251. 

 The Order here is guilty of the same problem identified by the Supreme Court of Illinois 

in Harrisonville Telephone Co.: limiting the scope of Illinois universal service by looking only at 

the language of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a) and putting on blinders as to the what the FCC actually did 

in its order with respect to defining what universal service means and includes.  As explained by 

the Geneseo Companies in their previous briefing, the FCC/USF Order requires that rate-of 

return carriers receiving USF funds now “use their support in a manner consistent with achieving 

universal availability of voice and broadband.”  (GCHC Ex. 3.2 at ¶ 205, emphasis added)  The 

FCC stated in the FCC/USF Order: “While continuing to require that all eligible 

telecommunications carriers (ETCs) offer voice services, we now require that they also offer 

broadband services.” (Id. at ¶ 19, emphasis added)  Although the FCC did not amend 47 C.F.R. 

§ 54.101(a) to include the word “broadband,” the FCC did amend 47 C.F.R. § 54.7(b) so that 

federal USF support may be used on “plant that can, either as built or with the addition of plant 

elements, when available, provide access to advanced telecommunications and information 

services.”  Further, the FCC established that one of the goals of universal service funding is to 
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“ensure universal availability of modern networks capable of providing voice and broadband 

service to homes, businesses, and community anchor institutions.”  (Id. at ¶ 17, emphasis added; 

see also id. at ¶¶ 48, 51) 

 Based on the FCC’s actions in the FCC/USF Order, therefore, universal service now 

means both voice and broadband service.  While the FCC did not accomplish this by adding 

“broadband” to the text of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a), just as with the number of access lines 

addressed by the Supreme Court of Illinois in Harrisonville Telephone Co. this fact is irrelevant.  

As the Supreme Court of Illinois stated in Harrisonville Telephone Co., “[u]niversal service 

means universal service,” and based on the FCC/USF Order, the FCC clearly has defined 

universal service to now include broadband service.  Under Harrisonville Telephone Co., the 

Commission must do the same with respect to the group of Illinois supported 

telecommunications services under Section 13-301(2)(a) of the PUA. 

 The Geneseo Companies incorporate their past briefing of this subject and the underlying 

evidentiary record referenced in those briefs.  GCHC Brief on Exceptions at pages 1-13; GCHC 

Reply Brief on Exceptions at pages 1-3; GCHC Initial Brief at pages 1-6, 10-14; GCHC Reply 

Brief at pages 1-11. 

B. Access to Broadband Services Should be Added to the Group of Illinois 
Supported Telecommunications Services Based on the Other Factors Set 
Forth in Section 13-301(2)(a) of the Act 

 In deliberating on the Order before voting, the Commission indicated a desire to support 

universal access to broadband regardless of what the FCC does or has done.  One commissioner 

stated: 

So we really need to not wait for the FCC to figure this out.  We 
need to figure out how we do it in our state and how do we incent 
that and actually pay for it . . . . 

3/6/2013 Bench Memo Tr. at 27:14-17.  In adopting the Order as proposed from the 
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Administrative Law Judge, however, the Commission overlooked the fact that it does have the 

authority to add Access to Broadband Services to the group of Illinois supported 

telecommunications services independently from and regardless of the actions of the FCC.   

 The FCC’s definition of universal service is only the beginning of the Commission’s 

inquiry as to what services should be supported by the IUSF.  Section 13-301(2)(a) provides that 

the FCC’s definition of “universal service” is only the “minimum” of what must be included by 

the Commission in the group of Illinois supported telecommunications services.  In other words, 

while the FCC’s actions establish a floor for Illinois universal service, they by no means are 

meant to be the ceiling.  Section 13-301(2)(a) provides that in addition to automatically including 

the FCC’s definition of universal service, the Commission also must consider “the range of 

services currently offered by telecommunications carriers offering local exchange 

telecommunications service, the existing rate structures for the supported telecommunications 

services, and the telecommunications needs of Illinois consumers.”  Further, Section 13-

301(2)(a) directs that when reviewing the group of Illinois supported telecommunications 

services the Commission, if appropriate, is to revise the group “to reflect changes or 

enhancements in telecommunications needs, technologies, and available services.” 

 The Order fails to reflect any analysis or consideration of the record evidence presented 

on these factors.  This evidence, which was discussed in detail in the Geneseo Companies’ 

previous briefs, includes but is not limited to: 

• The dramatic change that has occurred in the over ten years since 
the Commission established the group of Illinois supported 
telecommunications services in the Second Interim IUSF Order 
with respect to technology, the available services offered by LECs, 
and the needs of Illinois telecommunications customers.  (See 
Rubins Dir., GCHC Ex. 1.0, 5:97-111; Rubins Supp. Dir. and Reb., 
GCHC Ex. 3.0, 7:130 – 8:153)  As the IITA’s witness Mr. 
Schoonmaker himself testified:  “During the past ten years there 
has been considerable change in the industry . . . .”  (Schoonmaker 
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Dir., IITA Ex. 1.0, 12:220-221)  The record evidence shows that 
over the last decade, customers have steadily been moving away 
from traditional landline voice grade access to advanced services, 
such as VoIP, that require access to broadband services.  (Rubins 
Dir., GCHC Ex. 1.0, 5:97-111)  

• When Section 13-517 of the PUA was enacted in 2001, “advanced 
telecommunications services” were defined as services capable of 
supporting, in at least one direction, a speed in excess of 200 
kilobits per second.  220 ILCS 5/13-517(c) (2001).  By contrast, 
the minimum broadband speed that rate-of return carriers are now 
required by the FCC to provide, upon reasonable request, is 20 
times that rate – 4 Mbps downstream and 1 Mbps upstream.  
(Rubins Supp. Dir. and Reb., GCHC Ex. 3.0, 11:232 –12:243)  
This is the level of broadband service that the FCC has found to 
“have become crucial to our nation’s economic growth, global 
competitiveness, and civic life” for business, job growth, education 
and health care.  (FCC/USF Order, GCHC Ex. 3.2 at ¶ 3)   

• “[C]ommon applications” needed by today’s telecommunications 
customers include “distance learning, remote health monitoring, 
VoIP, two way high quality video conferencing, Web Browsing, 
and email.”  (See GCHC Ex. 3.1, page 2)  Thus, as found by the 
FCC, “[n]etworks that provide only voice service . . . are no longer 
adequate for the country’s communication needs.”  (FCC/USF 
Order, GCHC Ex. 3.2 at ¶ 2)  Access to broadband services is 
required for customers to meet these needs.  (See Rubins Dir., 
GCHC Ex. 1.0, 5:97-111) 

 Indeed, the Commission itself recognized in its deliberations that the needs of Illinois 

telecommunications customers include Access to Broadband Services, citing educational issues 

as an example of the need for all Illinoisans to have Access to Broadband Services.  The 

Commission identified access to online courses offered by community colleges and universities, 

and the fact that the assessment system for K through 12 programs will be online throughout the 

entire state as reasons for this need.  3/6/2013 Bench Session Tr. at 24:18 – 25:2. 

   Thus, the record evidence establishes that under the factors enumerated in Section 13-

301(2)(a), the Commission should add Access to Broadband Services to the group of Illinois 

supported telecommunications services whether or not the FCC expressly made “broadband” a 
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“supported service” for federal USF purposes.  This argument presented by the Geneseo 

Companies was not discussed or considered in the Order’s Commission Analysis and Conclusion 

section (at pp. 69-70).  Accordingly, the Commission should grant rehearing to consider whether 

to add Access to Broadband Services under the authority granted to it by Section 13-301(2)(a) of 

the PUA separate and apart from the FCC’s actions. 

 The Geneseo Companies incorporate their past briefing of this subject and the underlying 

evidentiary record referenced in those briefs.  GCHC Brief on Exceptions at pages 13-16; GCHC 

Reply Brief on Exceptions at pages 1-3; GCHC Initial Brief at pages 14-19; GCHC Reply Brief 

at pages 9-11. 

II. THE ORDER REACHES AN INCORRECT CONCLUSION CONCERNING THE 
DEFINITION FOR ACCESS TO BROADBAND SERVICES 

 The Order also wrongly concludes that the Geneseo Companies’ definition of Access to 

Broadband Services was improper because it was “not based on what service is provided to end-

users, as is required by statute, but what facilities GCHC builds to provide them.”  (Order at p. 

70)  This conclusion is wrong as a matter of Illinois law.  Section 13-301 of the PUA does not 

contain any requirement that a “supported telecommunications service” be defined in terms of 

what end-users receive.  Moreover, GCHC’s definition of Access to Broadband Service is based 

on the FCC’s regulation governing how federal USF funds may be used and is consistent with 

the PUA’s definition of “telecommunication service.” 

 GCHC’s proposed definition adopts the FCC/USF Order’s amendment to 47 C.F.R. § 

54.7, which governs the use of federal USF support, by defining “Access to Broadband Services” 

as “plant that can, either as built or with the addition of plant elements, when available, provide 

access to advanced telecommunications and information services.”  (Rubins Supp. Dir. and Reb., 

GCHC Ex. 3.0, 10:206-210; Rubins Add’l Reb., GCHC Ex. 4.0, 4:73-78; Rubins Sur., GCHC 
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Ex. 5.0, 8:171-186)  Thus, the Geneseo Companies proposed that “Access to Broadband 

Services” mean all plant and facilities that by themselves or in connection with other plant and/or 

facilities, provide access to “broadband service” as defined by the FCC for rate-of return carriers 

– i.e., broadband service at speeds of at least 4 Mbps downstream and 1 Mbps upstream with 

latency suitable for real-time applications, such as VoIP, upon reasonable request.  (See GCHC 

Ex. 3.2 at ¶ 206; Rubins Sur., GCHC Ex. 5.0, 7:152-164; Schoonmaker Furth. Reb., IITA Ex. 

4.0, 6:87-92)  In other words, the infrastructure necessary for end-users to receive broadband 

services. 

 This is consistent with how the FCC made access to broadband services a part of federal 

universal service in the FCC/USF Order.  Indeed, as noted in the Order (at p. 69), the FCC 

approach is to “requir[e] carriers receiving high-cost federal support to make investments in 

voice facilities that are broadband-capable, such as fiber-optic networks . . . .”  As discussed 

above, this is the mechanism by which the FCC intends to “ensure universal availability of 

modern networks capable of providing voice and broadband service to homes, businesses, and 

community anchor institutions.”  (GCHC Ex. 3.2 at ¶ 17, emphasis added)  Therefore, under the 

principles established by the Supreme Court of Illinois in Harrisonville Telephone Co. as to how, 

at a minimum, the Commission must make Illinois universal service consistent with federal 

universal service, the Geneseo Companies’ definition of Access to Broadband Services is right in 

step with both federal and state policy. 

 Furthermore, the PUA’s definition of “telecommunications service” in Section 13-203 

includes plant and facilities: 

the provision or offering for rent, sale or lease, or in exchange for other 
value received, of the transmittal of information, by means of 
electromagnetic, including light . . . including all instrumentalities, 
facilities, apparatus, and services (including the collection, storage, 
forwarding, switching, and delivery of such information) used to provide 
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such transmission . . . . 

220 ILCS 5/13-203 (emphasis added).  GCHC’s definition of Access to Broadband Services in 

terms of plant and facilities used for the transmittal of information, therefore, is fully consistent 

with the Illinois definition of  “telecommunications service” under the PUA.2  Also, contrary to 

the Order, the definition of “telecommunications service” in Section 13-203 does not incorporate 

the need for an “end user” to be included in the definition.3   

 The Geneseo Companies’ proposed definition of Access to Broadband Services, 

therefore, complies with the definition of “telecommunications services” under Illinois law, and 

is not “at odds” with either state or federal policy.  The Commission should thus order rehearing 

on this issue, as well. 

 The Geneseo Companies incorporate their past briefing of this subject and the underlying 

evidentiary record referenced in those briefs.  GCHC Brief on Exceptions at pages 16-19; GCHC 

Reply Brief on Exceptions at pages 3-5; GCHC Initial Brief at pages 6-10; GCHC Reply Brief at 

pages 11-13. 

III. THE RECORD EVIDENCE SUPPORTS USING ACTUAL INVOICED  
COSTS AS THE PROXY FOR “ECONOMIC COSTS” 

 While the Order did not add Access to Broadband Services to the group of Illinois 

supported telecommunications services, and thus did not need to reach a determination as to the 

                     
2 The definition of Access to Broadband Services being based upon plant and facilities likewise is supported by the 
PUA’s definition of “service,” which provides that “Service” is to be “used in its broadest and most inclusive sense, 
and includes not only the use or accommodation afforded consumers or patrons, but also any product or commodity 
furnished by any public utility and the plant, equipment, apparatus, appliances, property and facilities employed by, 
or in connection with, any public utility in performing any service or in furnishing any product or commodity and 
devoted to the purposes in which such public utility is engaged and to the use and accommodation of the public.”  
220 ILCS 5/3-115 (emphasis added). 
3 Section 13-203 of the PUA also clarifies that Section 13-301’s use of the term “supported telecommunication 
services” is compatible with “broadband services,” as the PUA clearly defines “telecommunications services” to be 
the “transmittal of information,” which is exactly what broadband is.  See also Illinois-Indiana Cable Tele. Ass’n v. 
Illinois Commerce Comm’n, 55 Ill. 2d 205, 219 (1973) (distinguishing the difference between the broader term 
“telecommunications service” and the narrower term “telephone service,” suggesting that the term 
“telecommunications service” might be broad enough to encompass cable television whereas the term “telephone 
service” does not). 
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“economic costs” of the Geneseo Companies in providing this service, the Order addressed this 

issue anyway.  In doing so, the Order stated that the Geneseo Companies’ proposal to use actual, 

invoiced costs should not be approved, because it did not provide a better measure of economic 

costs than the incremental or forward-looking costs that the Commission has used in the past.  

(Order at p. 70) 

 In the evidentiary record and in earlier briefing, the Geneseo Companies established that 

actual, invoiced costs are well-suited to be used as a proxy for the “economic costs” of Access to 

Broadband Services as defined in the Geneseo Companies’ proposal.  Because the Commission 

need not reach this issue unless it grants rehearing on making Access to Broadband Services a 

supported telecommunications service, the Geneseo Companies will rely upon the record 

evidence and their arguments in previous briefing on this point.  If, however, the Commission 

does grant rehearing as to making Access to Broadband Services a supported 

telecommunications service, the Commission will need to determine the economic cost issue 

pursuant to Section 13-301(1)(d) of the PUA on rehearing, as well. 

 The Geneseo Companies incorporate their past briefing of this subject and the underlying 

evidentiary record referenced in those briefs.  GCHC Brief on Exceptions at pages 23-30; GCHC 

Reply Brief on Exceptions at pages 6-7; GCHC Initial Brief at pages 22-29; GCHC Reply Brief 

at pages 16-18. 

IV. REHEARING SHOULD BE GRANTED TO DETERMINE THE AFFORDABLE 
RATE FOR ACCESS TO BROADBAND SERVICES 

 Similarly, as acknowledged in the Order (at p. 70), the Commission was not obliged to 

establish an “affordable rate” under Section 13-301(1)(d) because the Order declined to add 

Access to Broadband Services to the group of Illinois supported telecommunications services.  

While the Order opined that the Geneseo Companies’ proposed affordable rate failed to follow 
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the principle of comparability across regions, the Order did not reach any conclusions as to what 

an affordable rate should be for Access to Broadband Services.  Nor did the Order appear to 

consider the Geneseo Companies’ alternative position that the record evidence supported using 

an affordable rate of $41.00 per line per month, which Staff found to be a “reasonably 

comparable” rate based on evidence that this is the average monthly cost for broadband service 

throughout the country.  (See Order at p. 68) 

 Accordingly, if the Commission grants rehearing on adding Access to Broadband 

Services to the group of Illinois supported telecommunications service, the Commission will 

need to determine an affordable rate pursuant to Section 13-301(1)(d) of the PUA on rehearing, 

as well.  While the Geneseo Companies believe that the record evidence supports using either 

their proposed affordable rate of  $15.46 or their alternative proposal of $41.00, the Commission 

may decide that further evidence should be considered on rehearing to determine this issue. 

 The Geneseo Companies incorporate their past briefing of this subject and the underlying 

evidentiary record referenced in those briefs.  GCHC Brief on Exceptions at pages 20-23; GCHC 

Reply Brief on Exceptions at pages 4-5; GCHC Initial Brief at pages 20-22; GCHC Reply Brief 

at pages 13-15. 

V. REHEARING SHOULD BE GRANTED TO APPROVE THE FUNDING 
REQUESTED FOR THE GENESEO COMPANIES 

 In the event that the Commission grants rehearing on the above-listed issues, then the 

Commission also will need to consider, on rehearing, the Geneseo Companies’ plan and request 

for funding.  As this issue is contingent on the Commission’s determinations of economic costs 

and an affordable rate for Access to Broadband Services, the Geneseo Companies will not restate 

their arguments on funding here, but instead rely upon the record evidence and their previous 

briefs addressing this issue.  Moreover, if rehearing is granted, this issue may require further 






