Docket Nos. 11-0210/11-0211 (Cons.)
ICC Staff Exhibit 6.0

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY
OF

DR. JAMES ZOLNIEREK

TELECOMMUNICATIONS DIVISION

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF GENESEO TELEPHONE COMPANY, CAMBRIDGE
TELEPHONE COMPANY AND HENRY COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY
PETITION FOR UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT AND
ILLINOIS INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION PETITION TO UPDATE
THE SECTION 13-301(1)(D) ILLINOIS UNIVERSAL SERVICE FUND AND TO
IMPLEMENT INTRASTATE SWITCHED ACCESS CHARGE REFORM AS

DESCRIBED HEREIN AND FOR OTHER RELIEF

DOCKET NOS. 11-0210/11-0211 (Consolidated)

May 25, 2011



Docket Nos. 11-0210/11-0211 (Cons.)

ICC Staff Exhibit 6.0
TABLE OF CONTENTS

OVERVIEW ...ttt e e et e e e e e e e e nnbba e ee e s 3
HAI COST MODEL ...ttt ettt a e e e 3
EXHIBIT 1.01 REVENUE ISSUES ...t 11
HCL AJUSTMENTS ...ttt et be e be e sreens 11
Affordable Rate AJUSTMENTS .........cuiiiiiiiiiiiiiee s 15
LSS, ICLS, and Safety Net AdJUSTMENTS .........ccooveeiieiieiie e 16
ACCESS Charge REAUCTIONS ........cviiiiiieieiie e 17



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Docket Nos. 11-0210/11-0211 (Cons.)
ICC Staff Exhibit 6.0

Please state your name and business address.

A. My name is James Zolnierek and my business address is 527 East Capitol
Avenue, Springfield, lllinois 62701.

Q. Are you the same James Zolnierek that filed direct testimony in this
case?

A. Yes.

Overview

What is the purpose of your testimony?

| review the HAI cost model related adjustments submitted by the
companies seeking funding in this proceeding and make
recommendations with respect to those adjustments. | also review the
revenue figures included within the companies rate of return based need
analyses and make recommendations regarding adjustments to the

revenue figures submitted by the companies.

HAI Cost Model

Q.

Mr. Schoonmaker asserts that the HAI model estimates submitted in

the initial presentation made by IITA were, as a result of a structure
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issue, understated.! What do you understand his argument to be?

As | understand it, the costs per line that were developed in the HAI cost
model were developed based upon access line counts that exceed the
actual number of access lines that the companies actually served in
2009.2 Because the HAI cost model generates lower per-line costs for
more dense networks, the use of more lines than the Companies actually

provided in 2009 yields per-line costs that, all else equal, are overstated.?

Is Mr. Schoonmaker’s characterization of the model consistent with
your general understanding of the model?

Yes. It is my understanding that, in general, more lines were used to
calculate the HAI cost model estimates than each company actually
served in 2009. Furthermore, it is my understanding and belief that, all
else equal, modeling more lines than actually were served in a study area

will inflate per-line costs produced by the HAI cost model.

What modification does Mr. Schoonmaker propose to correct for the
cost understatement associated with using more lines in the HAI
cost model than were actually served in 20097

| understand that Mr. Schoonmaker proposes to multiply the per-line cost
produced by the HAI cost model (estimated based upon the inflated line

counts) by the number of lines (again, using the inflated line counts). The

[ITA Exhibit 3.0 at 15-16.
Id. at 16.
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product of these two values produces the total (rather than per-line) cost
associated with serving the inflated number of line counts for each study
area. Mr. Schoonmaker then proposes to subtract revenues from
affordable rates and federal high cost universal service receipts to obtain

HAI cost model based lllinois high cost universal service need.’

This methodology is equivalent to performing a per-line analysis based
upon the per-line costs calculated by computing the total (rather than per-
line) cost associated with serving the inflated number of line counts for
each study area and dividing these total costs by the lower number of
lines served by each company in 2009. For the companies seeking
funding that are included in Mr. Schoonmakers schedules,® the
adjustment increases the average per-line monthly HAI cost model
estimate from $90.35 per month to $104.68 per month (an approximate

16% increase).

Will the methodology proposed by Mr. Schoonmaker correct for the
understatement caused by using per line cost estimates generated
by an HAI cost model with more lines input into the model than
companies actually served in 2009?

Yes. However, this methodology will overcorrect and produce per-line

cost estimates that are greater than those for serving only the number of

Id.
Id.
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lines that the companies actually served in 2009.

Can you explain how such methodology will produce cost estimates
that are greater than those for serving only the number of lines that
the companies actually served in 20097

Yes. Total costs are the costs that a company would incur in aggregate to
build out a network to serve a given number of access lines. Because
adding another access line to the network will always require more
equipment, all else equal, total costs will increase with the number of lines
that are to be served. Per-line costs are equal to total costs divided by the
number of access lines to be served. Because more lines allow for more
sharing of transport and other equipment, the incremental cost associated
with adding lines generally gets smaller as each additional line is added.
Thus, while total costs increase in the number of lines served, per-line (or

average) costs tend to decrease in the number of lines served.

In using more lines per study area than actually were served in 2009, the
HAI cost model estimates produced higher total costs, but lower per line
costs than would have been produced using lines served in 2009. To
correct this, one would create model estimates based upon actual lines
served in 2009. This would decrease total costs, but increase per line
costs. Mr. Schoonmaker asserts, however, that the changes necessary to

produce HAI cost model estimates based on actual 2009 line counts are

[ITA Exhibit 1.07 Modified 2012-3-23 to IITA Exhibit 3.0.
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infeasible to make.®

As an alternative, as noted above, Mr. Schoonmaker uses a hybrid
methodology. This methodology uses the total costs produced by the HAI
cost model with the inflated line counts, but divides these total costs by
actual line counts in 2009. The reason that this method overstates costs
is because the total cost for the network with the inflated number of lines is
higher than would be the total cost for the network with the actual 2009
line counts. As a result, the per-line costs produced under this
methodology will exceed what would be produced if total costs estimated

using 2009 line counts were divided by 2009 line counts.

Do you agree with Mr. Schoonmaker that his proposed correction is
appropriate in light of the companies’ carrier-of-last-resort
obligations?’

| do not dispute that the companies may likely need to maintain telephone
facilities beyond that necessary to serve only those actual customers that
they serve at any point in time in order to efficiently meet carrier-of-last-
resort obligations. However, there is no evidence that building a network
to meet a prior period’s demand would produce the same costs as building

a network to efficiently meet carrier-of-last-resort obligations.

[ITA Exhibit 3.0 at 18.
Id. at 17.
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Do all companies seeking funding in this proceeding argue that it is
infeasible to change line inputs in the HAI cost model?

No. Mr. Schoonmaker states “The HAI model also develops the clusters in
a pre-processing environment. Changes in the number of lines in an area
could change the number of clusters that would be needed, but the
preprocessing programs which produce the clusters are not available
publicly so this can be done.”® Mr. Blessing, however, testifies on behalf
of Shawnee Telephone Company that he updated “the current demand for
the Shawnee Scenario to include the demand reflected in Schoonmaker
Exhibit 1.07 by modifying the HM50.mdb Access Database for the HAI
5.0a model” and further that “[ijln the HM50.mdb Access Database both
the Cluster and CBG tables are updated to reflect the current Shawnee
demand in the HAI 5.0a model.”® Mr. Blessing makes similar corrections
on behalf of Moultrie Independent Telephone Company and Leaf River
Telephone Company.' Given this conflicting testimony, it is unclear
whether the companies are able, could have, or appropriately adjusted the
HAI cost model directly in order to correct for any inflation of per-line costs
resulting from the inflated company line counts included within the initial

HAI cost model runs.

What is your overall assessment of the corrections proposed by the

Id. at 18.

Shawnee Telephone Company Exhibit 3.01 at 19.

Moultrie Independent Telephone Company Exhibit 3.01 at 19 and Leaf River Telephone
Company Exhibit 3.01 at 18.
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companies in order to adjust for understatement of cost resulting
from initial use of inflated line counts?

| do not disagree with the argument that using systemically high line
counts produced systematically inflated per-line cost estimates in initial
runs of the model. Nevertheless, | cannot assess, and there is no
concrete and consistent evidence to suggest the degree to which using
inflated line counts overstated the initial cost estimates or, conversely, the
degree to which the methodologies used to correct these adjustments
yield overstatements of costs. For the companies seeking funding that are
included in Mr. Schoonmakers schedules,’”” Mr. Schoonmaker's
adjustments result in a yearly per line cost difference of $171.96 per line
and an annual aggregate difference for all companies of over $10 million.
While | do not recommend that the Commission reject Mr. Schoonmaker’s
proposed adjustments, it is my opinion that these differences serve to
underscore the limited usefulness of the HAI cost model in this

proceeding.

Should the Commission be concerned with other adjustments
proposed by companies to their HAI cost model estimates?

Yes. Three companies submit dramatic changes to the HAI cost model
estimates initially submitted on their behalf in this proceeding. Leaf River
Telephone Company, Moultrie Independent Telephone Company, and

Shawnee Telephone Company include revisions that increase the HAI
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cost model monthly estimated cost from $116.36 to $300.54, from $81.46
to $166.52, and from $105.48 to $233.95, respectively.'’? These are
changes in the estimates submitted between their initial filings and the
most recent submissions by witnesses on behalf of the companies
themselves. These changes are not changes that respond to any change
in law, rule, regulation, but rather changes made by these individual
Companies in order to alter their own select cost estimates, suggesting
that the HAl model is very sensitive to input manipulation. As noted by Mr.
Blessing, testifying on behalf of these companies:

... it has never been accepted that the HAI model accurately

estimates the forward-looking cost of an individual small,

rural telephone company and the ability of the model to do

so is further compromised because the model isn’t designed

to cost out a modern network and because many of the cost

inputs are well over a decade old."
Again, this evidence demonstrates, the HAI cost model results should be
considered only rough approximations of the companies’ economic costs.
| recommend that the Commission, consistent with Mr. Hoagg's
recommendation, rely on these estimates only on an interim basis and
only in conjunction with additional earnings based assessments that serve

to limit the potential for misallocation of state high cost universal service

funding.

1"
12

13

[ITA Exhibit 1.07 Modified 2012-3-23 to IITA Exhibit 3.0.

Leaf River Telephone Company Exhibit 3.01 at 19, Moultrie Independent Telephone
Company Exhibit 3.01 at 19, and Shawnee Telephone Company Exhibit 3.01 at 19-20.
Leaf River Telephone Company Exhibit 3.01 at 5, Moultrie Independent Telephone

Company Exhibit 3.01 at 5, and Shawnee Telephone Company Exhibit 3.01 at 5.
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Exhibit 1.01 Revenue Issues

HCL Adjustments

Mr. Schoonmaker specifies that the companies requesting funding
have updated their high cost loop Federal universal service receipts
to reflect 2011 USF receipts.’* Have you reviewed these changes?

Yes.

Did all of the companies requesting funding make this change?

No. It does not appear that Adams Telephone Co-Operative (“Adams”)
made this change. Adams did not specify any such adjustment in the
Description of Adjustments document included in its Exhibit 1.01 filing."
Furthermore, in response to a Staff Data Request, Adams provided
detailed information on the adjustments it made to its Exhibit 1.01 filing

and this information indicates that no adjustment was made for either a

“2010 HCL USF Adjustment” or a “2011 HCL USF Adjustment.”*®

Did Adam’s high cost loop Federal universal service receipts change

from 2009 to 20117

15

[ITA Exhibit 3.0 at 2.
Adams Telephone Co-Operative Exhibit 1.01 (as revised 3/23/12) attached to Adams
Telephone Co-Operative, Exhibit 3.0 (corrected) at page 4 of 4.

11
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Yes. As reported by the Universal Service Administration Company
(“USAC”), Adams high cost loop Federal universal service receipts
increased from $374,244 in 2009 to $546,828 in 2011, an increase of

$172,584."7

Are you recommending that Adam’s Exhibit 1.01 be adjusted to
account for the high cost loop Federal universal service receipts
change from 2009 to 20117

Yes. | do not recommend, however, that Adam’s Total Operating
Revenues be adjusted by the entire $172,584 increase in high cost loop
Federal universal service receipts. The reason | do not recommend the
full adjustment is because the base amount of high cost loop Federal
universal service amount reported in Adam’s Exhibit 1.01 was actually
higher than the amount that USAC reported distributing to Adams for
2009. In particular, Adams included $408,503 of “Federal High Cost
Loop” in its Exhibit 1.01, a figure $34,259 greater than the amount
reported by USAC for 2009."® Thus, in order for Adam’s Exhibit 1.01 to
reflect high cost loop Federal universal service amounts distributed to it in
2011, Adams total operating revenues should be adjusted by the

difference between the base amount it included in its Exhibit 1.01 for high

Adams Telephone Co-Operative Response to DR JZ 4.01, attached as ICC Staff Exhibit
6.01.

Universal Service Administrative Company High Cost Disbursement Data, attached as
ICC Staff Exhibit 6.02.

Adams Telephone Co-Operative Exhibit 1.01 (as revised 3/23/12) attached to Adams
Telephone Co-Operative, Exhibit 3.0 (corrected) at page 3 of 4.

12
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cost loop Federal universal service receipts, or $408,503, and the high
cost loop Federal universal service receipts it received in 2011, or
$546,828. Thus, in order to properly reflect Adams 2011 high cost loop
Federal universal service receipts, Adams total operating revenues should

be increased through an upward adjustment of $138,325.

Do you have any other recommended adjustments with respect to
high cost loop Federal universal service receipts?
Yes. In two cases, companies made adjustments that are internally

inconsistent within their Exhibit 1.01 schedules.

Madison Telephone Company (“Madison”) made an adjustment to reduce
its total operating revenues by the difference between “USF HCL 2009” of
$1,258,180 and “USF HCL 2011” of $951,372."° This reduced the
Madison total operating revenue by $306,808. These figures are
consistent with what USAC reported distributing to Madison in 2009 and
2011.2°  However, the base amount that Madison actually uses in its
Exhibit 1.01, or $1,225,620, is less than the figure USAC reported
distributing in 2009.2" Thus, to properly reflect 2011 high cost loop

Federal universal service receipts, Madison should have reduced

20

21

Madison Telephone Company Exhibit .1.01 (as revised 3/23/12) attached to Madison
Telephone Company Exhibit 3.0 at page 4 of 4.

Universal Service Administrative Company High Cost Disbursement Data, attached as
ICC Staff Exhibit 6.02.

Madison Telephone Company Exhibit .1.01 (as revised 3/23/12) attached to Madison
Telephone Company Exhibit 3.0 at page 3 of 4.

13
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revenues by the difference between the base amount included in its
Exhibit 1.01, or $1,225,620, and what USAC distributed to it in 2011, or
$951,372. The proper reduction would thus have been equal to $274,248,
which is a smaller reduction than Madison actually made. Thus, in order
to properly reflect Madison’s 2011 high cost loop Federal universal service
receipts, Madison’s total operating revenues should be increased through

an additional upward adjustment of $32,560.

McDonough Telephone Co-Operative (McDonough) made a similar error.
McDonough made an adjustment to increase its total operating revenues
by the difference between “USF HCL 2009” of $1,791,600 and “USF HCL
2011” of $1,910,964.% This increased the McDonough total operating
revenue by $119,364. These figures are consistent with what USAC
reported distributing to McDonough in 2009 and 2011.2> However, the
base amount that McDonough actually uses in its Exhibit 1.01, or
$1,756,062, is less than the figure USAC reported distributing in 2009.%
Thus, to properly reflect 2011 high cost loop Federal universal service
receipts, McDonough should have adjusted revenues by the difference
between the base amount included in its Exhibit 1.01, or $1,225,620, and

what USAC distributed to it in 2011, or $1,910,964. The proper increase

22

23

24

McDonough Telephone Cooperative Exhibit .1.01 (as revised 3/23/12) attached to
McDonough Telephone Cooperative Exhibit 3.0 at page 4 of 4.
Universal Service Administrative Company High Cost Disbursement Data, attached as
ICC Staff Exhibit 6.02.
McDonough Telephone Cooperative Exhibit .1.01 (as revised 3/23/12) attached to
McDonough Telephone Cooperative Exhibit 3.0 at page 3 of 4.

14
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in revenues would thus have been equal to $154,902, which is a bigger
increase than McDonough actually made. Thus, in order to properly
reflect McDonough’s 2011 high cost loop Federal universal service
receipts, McDonough’s total operating revenues should be increased

through an additional upward adjustment of $35,538.

Did the Frontier companies that are seeking funding in this
proceeding adjust their Exhibit 1.01 analyses to account for any
changes in high cost loop Federal universal service receipts change
from 2009 to 20117

No. No such change was necessary as these companies did not receive

high cost loop Federal universal service receipts in 2009 or 2011.

Affordable Rate Adjustments

In your Direct Testimony, you recommended two affordable rate
adjustments to Exhibits 1.01 — one for Home Telephone Company
(“Home”) and one for Montrose Mutual Telephone Company
(“Montrose”).” Have these proposed adjustments been addressed?

Yes. First, Home has accepted my proposed adjustment and included it in
its Exhibit 1.01.%° Second, as noted by Mr. Schoonmaker, | overlooked the

fact that Montrose did make an affordable rate adjustment in their Exhibit

25
26

ICC Staff Exhibit 3.05 to ICC Staff Exhibit 3.0.
Home Telephone Co. Exhibit 3.0 at 3.
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1.01.2  While Montrose’s initial adjustment differed slightly from the
adjustment | recommended, Montrose reviewed its calculations, agrees
with the adjustment value | proposed, and has included my recommended

adjustment in its Exhibit 1.01.%

LSS, ICLS, and Safety Net Adjustments

In your Direct Testimony, you recommended several Exhibit 1.01
adjustments related to apparent inconsistencies between interstate
switched access revenues and certain components of those
revenues including Local Switching Support (“LSS”), Interstate
Common Line Support (“ILCS”), and Safety Net support.?® Similarly,
you recommended several Exhibit 1.01 adjustments related to
apparent inconsistencies between LSS, ILCS, and Safety Net support
values reported by the companies and values for those same
programs reported by the FCC.*® Have these proposed adjustments
been addressed?

Yes. Mr. Schoonmaker explains at length the complexities associated
with both measuring individual company receipts from these programs and
matching any identifiable receipts with costs from any particular time

period and why this explains discrepancies between figures that the FCC

27
28
29
30

[ITA Exhibit 3.0 at 29.

Montrose Mutual Telephone Company Exhibit 3.0 at 3.
ICC Staff Exhibit 3.03 to ICC Staff Exhibit 3.0.

ICC Staff Exhibit 3.04 to ICC Staff Exhibit 3.0.
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reports and the figures included in the companies filings.>' He explains
that several companies misunderstood Staff data requests regarding such
receipts, which caused them to provide information that was not
responsive to the Staff data requests and that has now been corrected.>?
Upon consideration of Mr. Schoonmaker’s analysis, | concur that the
adjustments | proposed with respect to these issues, do not remedy errors
in the companies’ filings. | am, therefore, no longer recommending any
particular revenue adjustments beyond those made by the companies

themselves with respect to my prior concerns.

Access Charge Reductions

In your Direct Testimony, you recommended that, in order to
appropriately account for the elimination of intrastate switched
access cross subsidies, companies should adjust their Schedule
1.01 analyses so that they reflect expected switched access
revenues (after rates have been reduced to their interstate levels).*
Have these proposed adjustments been addressed?

Yes. Rather than creating a separate access element, the Companies

have agreed to follow the administrative procedure | recommended.®*

31
32
33
34

[ITA Exhibit 3.0 at 21 — 29.
Id. at 27.

ICC Staff Exhibit 3.0 at 21.
[ITA Exhibit 3.0 at 21.
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You further recommended that companies estimate access
reductions based upon 2009 access rates and 2009 access demand
rather than based upon 2009 access rates and 2008 access
demand.® Have these proposed adjustments been addressed?

Yes. The Companies have calculated access rate reductions based upon

2009 access demand.>®

Does this conclude your rebuttal testimony?

Yes.

35

ICC Staff Exhibit 3.0 at 18-19.
IITA Exhibit 3.0 at 21-22.

18



Adams Telephone Co-Operative
Response to DR #JZ 4.01

1 Total Operating Revenues (Unadjusted)
(Form 1.01, Line 14, "Amount” column}

2 Revenue Adjustments: (Excluding Access Adj.)
3 2010 HCL USF Adjustment
4 2011 HCL USF Adjustment
5 CCL True-up
6 TS True-up
7 Prior Period ISCECA Pool Adjustment
8 Additional Revenues Cost Conversion
9 Local Affordable Rate Adjustment
10
11 Sub-Total (Excluding Access Adj.)
12 2009 Access Revenue Adjustment - [ITA Exhibit 3.5

13 Total Operating Revenues (Adjusted)

( Should Match Form 1.01, Line 14, " Adjusted Amount” column)

Original Filing - Rebuttal Filing -
03/023/2012

05/05/2011

Docket Nos. 11-0210/11-0211 (Cons.)
ICC Staff Exhibit 6.01
Page 1 of 1

Difference -

Rebuttal to
Original  Comments

$ 5694539 $ 5694539 $

5 - % - 8 -

$ - 8 - 8 -

$ (11,340) § - - $ 11,340
$ 41,852 § - 8 (41,852)
$ (18,845) $ - 3 18,945
$ 1,238,780 § 758,935 §  (480,855) Actual investment versus projected
] 7,386 § 7386 $ -

$ - % - § -

$ 60953282 § 6460860 §  (492422)
$ - $  (3400998) §  (340,998)
$ 6953282 3 6119862 5  (833,420)
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Funding Disbursement Search - Disbursement Data - High Cost Program - USAC.org Page 1 of 3

Contributors | Service Praviders | Subscribe | Contact Us

E-FILE | MAKING PAYMENTS | FORMS | TOOLS
USAC Home | High Cost Program { Search Tools | Funding Disbursement Search

FUNDING DISBURSEMENT SEARCH RESULTS

USAC

SPIN=Service Provider ID Number; HCL=High Cost Loop; HCM=High Cost Model; IAS=Interstate Access Support; ICLS=Interstate Common Line Support;
LSS=Local Switching Support; LTS=Long Term Support; StA=Safety Net Additive Support; SVS=Safety Valve Support.

High Cost Disbursement Data (Spin = ALL , Sac = 340976 , San = ALL , Year = ALL, Month = ALL , State = IL )
This disbursement tool cantains data from Jan 2003 through Mar 2012,

State Spin stugydArea Study Area Name HCL JHCM IAS§ ICLE LSS LTS SNA sv§ FHCSg Yean Month
ofe

IL | 143001857 340976 AE)AMS TEL COOP $34,803 50 $0, §56,808 5;1.324 30, .JW“&) ‘ $0,  $0,20t2 Mar

- 1L | 143003857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $34.603 30; $0, $56,806, ---;11,324 S0, 80, $0  $0,2012 Feb
i | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $35.167 30, 30 356808 §$1.324 S0 &0 $0  S0.2012 Jal:lu
IL | 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $45.255, $0) $0 862402 $i1.324 30 $0) 30 $0/20%1] Dec |
L | 143004857 340076 ADAMS TEL COQP $45,2550 301 30, $62.402 $11,324 $0; $0] $0; 802011 Nov
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $44,8320 30, 30, $62402 $11,324 30 $0; $0  $0201H Oct
e | 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP 346,302 30] 50, $62,402 $11,324 50 0 S0 S0 20ttt Sep
1L | 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $45302 30, 30, §62402 $i1,324 50 0 $0 8020t Aug
IL | 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP $45.182) 00 30, §62402 §11,324 50 801 $0  $020%4 Jul
IL | 143007857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP 53745735; - -i$0 $0; $55,087: §11.324 50 50 30 S0 20t% Jun)
IL | 143007857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP T é4;,352 $0, $0, $55087, §i1,324 50 50; 30 $0, 201/1. . May
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $45920 50 $0| $55.087 ($32,596) $0 30 $¢ S0 201{ :;:
IL | 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP $46,244) 30/ 30 355,087 §$11,324 30, 301 G $0/2014 Mar
IL | 143G01857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP . $46,244)  30] $0 355.087 é1 1,324 30 0 $6  $0/2011] Feb
IL | 143601857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $46,628 30, 30, $55.087 $11,324 $0 0; 0 B02011 dan
IL | 143601857 340976 ADAMS TEECOOP $20,086 $0] 30, 354,480 §11,236) $0 80 $07 $0, 2010} Dec
L | 143001857 340076 AE;;\_MS TEL COOP $20,006 80, $0, $54.480; $11,236) 5(; o éO 3G 80 2090] Nov
IL | 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $32,032 30 30 $34.480  $11.236) 500 S0 ‘$0 $0, 2010 Oct
IL | 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP $29,07% $0; 30, $54,480; $11.236) 30 $G $0  $0 2040} Sep
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $29,07¢ 30, 30, $54,480, $11,236 $0 §0] $G  $0:2010| Aug
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $20,130  30) 30 $54,480 $11,236 $0 $0 0 302010 Jul
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $20,0BY $0] 30 $38,504] $11,236 $0, S0 0 302010 Jun
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL GOOP $20,081] 30 30, $38,504) $11,236 $0 $0 ;0 $0:2010] May

_TL i 143601857 340976 ;DAMS TEL COOP $27,6805 $0; 30, $38,504] ($15,452) w$6 $0; SOl $0:2010{ Apr
iL | 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $20,608 30, $0; $38,504] $11,236 $0 $0; $D[ $0 2010] Mar
iL | 143001867 340976 ADAMS TEL COGP $20,606 30 $0 $38,504  $11.236 $0, S0 $C  $0 2010 Feb
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $29,785 30, 30 $38,504 $11,236 30, $0 $C  $0.2040| Jan
iL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COGP $31,125, 30, 30 347412 $19.701 %0 S0 30 $0 2008 Dec
IL | 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP §31,125 $C $C 47412 $19.701 $0 $0 $0  $0,2008 Nov
. | 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP 531,614 $C, 3¢ $47.414  $19,701 30 30 SOl $0;2008) Oct |
It | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $31,104  $C 30 $47.414  $19,701 30 30 525 $0, 20080 Sep
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e 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $31 0532‘ $0J $0 $47.414  $19.701 $OE ) SOt i 502009 Augr
L 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $30.822 30 $0] 347414 $19.71 30; 30, S0 $0:2009  Jul
It 143001857 340976” ADAMS TEL COOP T ;31,151 30 $0. $46,840, $19,701 305 S0, %0 $0: 2009, Jun”
L 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEE COOP $31,151 30 $0] $46,840 $19,:f;1‘ o $0 30, S0 $0-2009; Ma;:
”l‘L’ i 1‘4(;0;)1857 V 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP R 20,228 30 $0. 546,840, .$21 17 50 $0 . s0 30 2669 :Qp;
: -|L 1430601857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $31,852 30, 30, 346.846" $19,701 $0: 30 301 736 é009 Mar
IL ] 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL C‘,OOP $31,852, 36 -$0i ;-;16.2%40 $19,701: $0: %0 B 7'5;0( $0 2009 Féhi
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COGP N $32,188 $0 30, $46,840. 819,701 $0; S0 $0 $0. 2009 Jan
I 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $65,384 §0 80; $42,688 $20,229 $0; 80, %0 302008} De¢
I 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $64,704 30 $0: $4268% $20,229 $0: 30 %0 §0,2008] Nov
L 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $65,494. %0, $0 $42,689; $20,229 SO0: 3 2008] Oct
L 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $66.4241 $0 $C $42,689; $20,229 $0: 2008] Sep
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $65.400 30 S0 $42,689 $20,229 SO 2008 Aug
L 43001857 340978 ADAM;‘;TEL COO0OP $65.490 QO ) $‘l; 7“3‘42,639 $20,229 $0: 2008 Jut
£ 143001857 340976 AD;‘\;\A&TEL COOP $65,397 . “5(3 30| $45,002 820,229 30 2008 Jun
|3 143001857 340076 AISXMS TEL COOP $65, 44;1 i H$‘O $0, 345,002  $20,229 . 30 20081 May
It 143001857 340076 F‘;I;AMS TEL COOP ;53.9;9 B $0; $0; $45,002 ($85551) 30 2008, Apr
I | t43001857 340076 | ADAMS TEL COOP 556043 90 0| $45.002 $20220  $0  $0 $0 502008 War
1L 143004857 340076 A&AMS TEL COOP $66,0430 30 $0; $45,092 $20,229 30 o .$0 $0: 50:2008| Feb
iL | 143001867 3400976 ADAMS TEL COOP $65,851 $0 $0{ $45002 $20,220 $0 - “$0 $G 502008 Jan
L 1430601857 340976 ‘/‘\-bAMS TEL COOP $66,0821 80, $0; $34,954] $24,845 $0 $0 SO $0 2007 Dec
L | 14300857 | 340076 | ADAMS TEL COOP $66.962 S0 80| 534954 s21848 50 90 S0 502007 Wov
18 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $65,843 80 $07 $34,954: §24,045 30 3¢ %0 $0 20077 Oct
[N 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COCP $66,033 %0, $0; $34,954 §24,045 30 ’ “éﬂ 30 $0,2007; Sep
L 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $65.355 $0. $0; $34,054! $24,045 30 o 3¢ S0 $0 2007; Aug
1L 143001857 -(5;10976 ADAMS TEL COOP $64.365 $0;, $0; $34,954] $24,845 30 34 50 $0: 2007 Jut
L 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $66.200 $0; 80: $45.045 $24.845 30 ‘ 80 5O $0. 2007 Jun
IL 143001887 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $66.200 30 30 $45045 $24,845 30 807 30 $0 2007 May
IL 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $65,018: 30 SO $45,045 $235,733 30 $0. $0 $0,2007] Apr
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $66.646  $0; 30. 345,045 §24,845 30 80 $0, $0;:2007| Mar
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $66,646 $0 50, $45,045 $24,845 %0 E $0; $0,2007| Feb
IL 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $67,006: $0; $0. $45,045 $24,845 30 300 30 $0/2007 Jan
IL 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $46,605  $O0 S0 $41,397 §30.114 $0 01 $0; §0,2006] Dec
IL 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $46,505] 0 $0. $41,397] $30,114 30 50 $0| $0/2005; Nov
IL | 143001857 349976 ADAMS TEL COOP $4.?'.235 501 300 $41,397,  $30,114 50 3 $0: 012005 Cct
IL | 143004857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $46,635 $0 $0 $41.397  $30.114 $0; $0; $0| §0, 2008 Sep
. | 143001857 340076 h ADAMS TEL COOP 346,6‘-3-5 $0;, $0 $41.397 $30,114 %0 $0/ <$0i $0,2008 Aug
IL | 143001857 340976 . ADAMS TEL COOP $45.045 $0 30 $41,397] $30.114 30 - $0 S0 $0: 2008 Jul
L.} 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP $46,750, $0 30, $54.475 530.114 50} 3 $0 $0: 2006 Jun
. | 143001857 3400976 ADAMS TEL COOP $46,750, $0 30 $54.475 §30.114 50} E: $0 $0:20068] May
I 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP $44.968 $0 30 $54.475 $329,466 50} B $0 $0. 2008 Apr
R | 143001857 340976 ADF\;/‘\MSA}EL COoOopP $47,344]  $0 $0; $54.475 $30.114 350 B $0 B $0.2008] Mar
It 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $47.344] 8§06, $0; $54.475 $30.114 $0 30| 0 $0/2006] Feb
e 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP 347,344 V $6 30, $54.475 $30.114 $0 o $0 - .sli' ’ $0 2006} Jan
It} 143001857 340976 ADA‘I’MS TEL COCP $37,432i J;O 30, $53.432 $8,126! 30 30/ %0 $0: 2005] Dec
I | 143001857 340976 Alﬁ;\‘MS TEL COOP $37,4322 30, 30 $53,432) $8,126 30 30 3:‘0 h $0, 2005{ Nov
(% 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $39,520. 306! 30, $53,432 $8,126: 30 $0; $0‘ ) $0 2005 Oct
IE 143001857 340978 ADAMS TEL COOP SST.ZUD; ;0 30, $53,432 $8,126 80 $0 $0T $0] 2005] Sep
| .
i 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP SST.ZOG; $0| 30 $53,437% $8,126; $0; 30 30 §0]2005] Aug
L 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP 537.284% $0| $0} $53,432 $8,126 $0 0 30 $0/2005!  Jul
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B IL 7153}001 857 ) 8409764 ) AP&MS TJEL COOS? $37,152, 30 SO 551.‘8{34 $8,126: $0 0 200? “Jlfl? -
IL | 143001857 340978 ADAMS TEL COOP $37,152 80, S0 $51.882 $8,126; $0; § 2005, May
: IL | 14300718577” ;;(33:76 AI&I-;MS;EL—GOOP $33,837 $0 $0 $51.882; (éébZ.ATO) $0 8 2005 Apr |
fL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL’COOP o $38,213 S0 $0 $51.882 $8,126 o $0: 8 2005 Mar
iL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP ) $38213 $0 $0 5$51.882 $8,126 o 30 $0, 2005 Feb
iL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP ‘éi‘i7,361 $0. $0 351,882 $8,126 7 “éﬂ o 750 $O  §0,2005) Jan
’ L | 143001 85_7 340978 ADAMS TEL COOP N -536,78 $0: 50[ $50,887 $8,902 o VS;) ) SO $0 $0,2004] Dec
IL | 143001857 340076 |ADAMS TEL GOOP g;aﬁ,654 %0, 50! $60,087 $8,902 o $o SO‘ $0 %0 2004] Nov
1L | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $16,143 $0, 0, $50,987 $8,902 36 B G0 $0 '""50 2004] Oct
H]L_m 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $37.317, %0, SO $50.QB7 $8,902 30 $0 $0  $0 2004 Se;i
IL § 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP §37.317, $0 S0 $50,987 $8,902; $0 30 $[)i $0:2004] Aug
IL } 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $34.767, $0, $0 $50,987; $8,902 $0[ $0, $O: $0.2004] Jul 7
IL | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $37.742  §0. 30, $36.414 $6,802 $1G.230’ $0, 50; 50 2004] Jun
IL ;;1;0101;357 340976 © | ADAMS TEL COOP ) 75;7»._742 $0. $0 $38,414 $8.902/$16,230, ) 80, $l5 50/ 2004 May
IL 143001857 340876 ADAMS TEL COOP $34.2‘26 $0; 30 $36.414, (37.783) $16,230 WSO $0 $0| 2004 Apr
) I[‘ 14:;061857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP ) 83;35114 $0! $0, $36.414 $8,902 $16,230 $0 %0 $0 éOOA Mar
) ILﬁ 1430[’)1857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP ) 3738;14 $0; 30, $36.414 $8,902; $16,230, 80 50 ;0 é004 Fety
iL | 143001887 | - 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP ;38;31:1 $0; $0 $36,414 $8,802;$16,230 80 S0 0
L 1430[)1857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP $38,011 $0; $0| $36,028 $31,700.816,048 80 S0 56 2003] Det
1L 14300%85’7" N “‘.340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $37,283 30, 30, $36,028 $31,700:316,048 80 S0 $0; 2()05 MN;vv
Adl‘Lm w143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP ;-;;.01 1 %0 $0, $36,028 $31,700 $16,048 30, %0 $0;2003| Oct
L} 143001857 340076 ADAMS TEL COOP 3“31715 $0. $0; $36,028  $31,700 $16,048 50 $0 >$>0 2003| Sep
IL 143(;01857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP 338;;8 $0. $0, $36,028 $31,700. 816,048 30 $ $0; 2003 Aug
IL 143661857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $38,798  $0| $0 $36,028) $31,700 $16,048: $0 $0 $0: 2603 Jul
IL 1430018577 B w340976 ADAMS TEL COOP $38,798 30, %0 $32,620; $31,700 $16,048: 30 B $0) 2603 i :lu:1
IL 14300185»7“ B 3;09767 ADAMS TEL COOP $38,798  $0; ;(] $32,621)  $31,700 $16,048; $0 $0  $0: 2003 M;y
I 14300185"]}» 340976 ADAMS TEL COGP $36,077  $0, $D $32,621) $39,606 $16,048 S0 0 B0 2003 A:)r-
I | 143001857 340976 ADAMS TEL COOP 839,705 $0 $0; $32,62% $31,700 $i6,048; é;“ 86 $0{2003] Mar
;‘IE 143001857 340978 ADAMS TEL COOP §39,705! 30, 30 $32,62% $31 ,7001516,048 $0; $C  $0:2003 Feb
IL | 143004857 340078 ADAMS TEL COOP $39,705 $0 30 $32621 §31 ,700:$1B,048 80, $G  $02003 .Jan
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FUNDING DISBURSEMENT SEARCH RESULTS

LSS=Local Switching Support; LTS=Long Term Support; SNA=Safety Net Additive Support; SVS=Safety Valve Support.

High Cost Disbursement Data (Spin = ALL, Sac = 341049 , San = ALL, Year = ALL , Month = ALL , State = IL )
This disbursement teol contains data from lan 2003 through Mar 2012;

State|  Spin | . Study Area Study Area Name et Jwem EA}; dois | iss | urs | na |svs|etecs ] vear| Mantn
Cord
) li._ 143001 896 ' 341049 MADISON TEL CO B ; 388.431] 30] $0| $E32.737| $33,195 $6 $0; S0 5012012 Mar
II.___;A;&D{; gQO —‘"1;1_1(;:1‘9 B .HA'DrEON TEL [¢le) $88.431| 30{ $0| 3432737 $33,196 $0 $0| 80 $012012| Feb 7
L 143001880 WZ;;;KO‘;‘J""." MADISON TEL COV o . T $88860| SOf $0| $1827371 $33.195 $0 $0| $0 $6(2012 Jan
i L 143001880 341049 - MADISON TEL CO’ $79,168| S0§ $0| $132,2001 $33,195 $0| . 50| so §0)2011 Decw
L 143001880 341049 MADISON TELCO ) 579‘168 $03 $0f $130.030f $33,195 $0 $0| $0 $0(20111 Nov i
iL 143001890 341049 i MADISON TELCO $78,997| %0 “55 MSi;ZHZOO ‘h$33 195 $0 §0| s¢ $0(2011) Qct
) iL 143001890 | 534%049 E&bISON i’EL 60 o ) $72.187| 807 $0§ $132.200 333.195 o -SD | §01 §0 $Q(201%| Sep ]
iL 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO 579,187 80| §O| $132200] §33,195 50 0] 80 $0|2011} Aug
iL 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO §79,145 S0) $O| $132200) §33,195 50 £0) $0 $0(2011} Jul
143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO 679200 S0 $0| $59,708| $33.195 50 0 80 50(201%; Jun
143001880 341048 MADISON TEL CO $70.200 $O| 80| 59,708 $33,195 50 $0: 80 50(2011, May
143001880 341048 MADISON TEL CO $70.347 $0| $0] §59.708|($520.481) S0 (82.130); 80 502011 Apr
18 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO $79571 $O| 80| $59708| §33,195 50 $0; 80 802041 Mar
18 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL GO $79.571( $0| §0| §58,708( 833,195 301 30] 80 5012041 Feb
_IL 143001830 341048 MADISON TEL CO $79631f SO| $0| 59,708 8§33,195 30, 0! 80 $0}2011; Jan
It 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $69,785] SO| $0| s$83821 872,053 80 $2687] 30 $012010) Dec
1N 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO 359,765 $0[ $0| 63821 $72,063 $0 §2,687| $0 $012010| -Nov
. 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL GG 3709261 30| $O| $63.821| . $72,053 $0 $1378) 30 80120107 Qet
n 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $69.7771 $0| SO| $B3821§. $72,063 50 §2.710; $0 $012010] Sep
I8 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL GO N 2&;,777 $0( S0 342487 $§72,063 £0 82,710 $0 8012010 Aug
L 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO 369,798 S0 SO| $289,420) §72,083 80 82710 $0 $012010|  Jut
IL 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO Sé;,778 $0; $0[ $144,062| §72,063 $0 $2,710| $0 $0|2010| Jun
L 143001850 341049 MADISON TEL GO $69,778| S0 S0} $144,082| §72.053 $0 $2,710f 50 $0|2010[ May
IL 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO $69,066| §0| S0} $144,062|(5701,575) €0 $2,710f 80 $0| 2010 Ap:
IL 14300‘1890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $70,034] SO 50} $144,062| §72.058 $0 82710t 50 $0|2010} Mar
L 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO $70,034| SO S0} $144.062| §72.058 $0 $2.710) 50 $0|2010] Feb
iL 143001;90 341048 MADISON TEL CO h $70,004| 80| 50 $144062| §72.058 $0 $2.710f 0 50| 2010 Ian )
fL 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO $102,113( 80j $0O7 $102.902| $103.863 $0 $2.710} $0 $0|2009} Dec
I 143001850 341049 MADISON TEL CO $102,143 80| $0; $102.802| $103.863 30 $2.710] $0 $0|2008| Nov
i 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $102,203( SO $0. $102,805| $103,863 30 $2,710; S0 $0|2009| Ocl
L 1430018850 341049 MADISON TEL CO $102,105( S0} $0} $102,805| $103,863 30 $2710¢ $0 $0|2009| Sep
—-"["” 143001850 341048 MADISON TEL CO $102,068( $O0| $0} $102805| $103,863; ~ $0 $2.710] $0 $0|2009| Aug
L 143001800 341048 MADISON TEL CO $101,607( S0 $0) $102905| $103,863 0 $27100 $0 3$0(2008; Jul
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L 143001820 MADISON TEL CO $102,123| S0{ 307 §145580] $103.863 30 $2.710: 80 $0{2008| Jun
IL 141;601890 v ”;;11‘0-497“ MADISON TEL}:E) $102,123| 80] $0] $145580! $103.863 $0 $2.710; 50 $0|2008! May

71[ o -14;00_1590 I 3411.0-49- o ;\BAE}lSONTEL”C?O 5101,367 50} $0| $145,580{¢3479805) $0 $2.710; 50 $0[2009| Apr
‘[ ’ 142001820 m341049 MADISON T;EL-C& o 5162‘,399 $0] 0! $145580] $103.863 S0 $2.710; %0 $0(20081 Mar
w 143001820 341048 MADISON TEL CO $1aé.399 80} 30! $1455680| $103,863 $0 $2,710; 30 $0(2008| Feb
iL 143001820 341048 MADISON TEL CO o $102,519 - $0 éu A;145.5BH $103,863 $0 $2.710| $0 $0(2009| Jan
iL 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO I g:;e,ésg SO V SD 3137 8?4 N 599585 h éU ‘ $éj71b ' 50 ' $0(2008| Dec
iL 143001890 T 341049 MADISQN TEL CO - $86,045| - $0O| 30| $137814 $00,686 so| ~ s2710; s0 $0(2008; Nov
IL 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO $66,302| SO $0| $137.814 $99,686 $0 £2.710; S0 $0(2008; Qct
IL 143061850 341048 MADISON TEL CO $85,280( $0| $0| $137.814 599,686 $0 $2,710) 50 $0(2008! Sep
IL 143081850 341048 MADISON TEL CO $85,274] $0| $0| $137.814 $99,686 S0 $2,7101 S0 $0(2008| Aug
IL 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO $86,316 S0| 30| $137.814 599,686 $0 $2,740; S0 $0(2008; Jul
NiL 143001898 341048 MADISON TEL CO $85,269 $0| $O( $131.047 599,686 $0 $2,709| S0 $012008| Jun
iL 143001880 341048 MADISON TEL CO $86,293] $0| 30| $131.047 599,686 $0 $2,709| $0 $012008| May
I 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO 585,726 $0| $C| $131,047| ($91,534) $0 $2,700] SO 5072008 Apr
I 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO 885,514 $0| $0i $131,047| $099,686 50 $2,709{ $0 30 2006‘ "A;l.a}m
I 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO $85,614 80| $0] $131,047F 308,686 50 32,708 %0 |
[ 143001890 341049 - MADISON TEL CO $85,442 $0} $0] $131,047 $99,685 $0 $2,709] $0
[N 143001800 341049 MADISON TEL CQ $98,502 $0{ 30] $164,938] $111,080 $0 $2,709] $0 30| 2007 [‘];c )
L 143001800 341049 MADISON TEL CO $98,810| $0] 30! $164,938] $111,080 $0 $2,7091 $0 3$0(2007] Nov
|8 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $98,424 $0i $0{ $184,938] 8111080 $0 $2,814; $0 $0(2007| Oct
L8 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO - | $98,480( $Gi S0/ $164938; $111,080 $0 $2,7041 $0! *- $0(2007| Sep
% 143001890 341049 M}\D)S_ON TEL CO $98,252 $G1 80| $164,938] 3111060 0 $2,704; 0 $0( 2007 Ah;g“
L% 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO 397,874 $07 80 $164.938| $111.080 $0 $2,614| SO S0(2007 | Jut
1% 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $98,553 0| s0| $117,058| $111,080 $0 $2,709, $0 50(2007| Jun
. 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $98.,5563| $0| S0| $117.058| 3111080 80 $2,708) ¢ $0(2007| May
L 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $98,112| &D| 80| $117.058| $231,704 $0 $2.634! $CG $0[2007| Apr
iL 142001890 341049 MADISON TEL CC $98,720; -SO| 80| $117.058| 5111080 $0 $2,7141 §0 $0(2007f Mar
i 142001890 341048 WMADISON TEL CO $08,720f 0| $0| 8117058 5111080 50 $2,7141 $O $012007¢ Feb
1L 142001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO $98,852{ $0| $O| $t17,058| $111.080 50 $2,582; $0 $0}2007§ Jan
IL 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO R 3100568 $0| S0 $67,413] 886,753 50 82,725; &0 50120061 Dec
L 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO $100,508| $0| $0{ 3167413} $88,753 80 $2,725! %0 $012006] Nov
I 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $100,373| $0| $0| $167.413] $88,753 s0| 52,860 $0] $0{2006] Oct
L 143004890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $100623| $0| s0| $167.413] 88,753 so| s$2710] so] so0j2006] Sep
It 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO 5160.523 $0| 30| 8167413 $88,763 S(; a 33,011 $0 $0(2006{ Aug
1% 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $100265| $0| 30| $167.413| $83,753 $0 $2,667| S0 §0 ZOOé - J;H -
IL 143001830 341049 MADISON TEL CO $100,568| $0| $0| $94263 585353 S0 $2,667 |- §0 $0|2006] Jun
IL 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $100,566| $0| $0| $94,263| $88753 S0 $2,667| 80 $0|2008| May
L 143001880 344048 MADISON TEL CO $90,900| $O| $0| $94,263| $86,605 S0 $3.333| S0 $0|2006| Apr
iL 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO $100,788 S0 $0( ©94,283| $88,753 80 $2.445| 80 802006 Mar
L 143001880 341048 MADISON TEE CO $100,788¢ 0| 80| $04,263| 888,753 S0 $2.445| 80 86 é(;% Feb
IL 143001880 341048 MADISON TE—L;}O 8100,788; $0| 50| 9$94,263| 888,753 30 $2.445| 80 SIES 2008 [ Jan
iL 1430011880 341048 MADISON Tél C_C; N o $120,385] $0| $0| $128,538| 593,010 S0 S0 %0 $0(2005} Dec
iL 143001880 341048 MADISON TEL CO o S1203é5 ) ‘3(‘) ‘ $0 5128,538 I $93,010 ) Sﬂ T S:O $0 $0123005[ Nov
IL 143001880 341048 MADISO?IJT[EE(F}EJ- 8121,114 $0| $0| $128,536 593,010 SO 56 $0 $02005f Oct
IL 143001880 341049 MADISON TEL CO o $120,304| $0| $0{ $128.538| §83,010 30 0] %0 $0}2305] Sep
IL 143001820 341049 ’ ;\;ZB‘IS_‘_ON TEL Cd o $120,304 $0t $0] $128,536 593,010 $0 50i $0 $0120057 Aug
IL 143001890“ 341049 MADISON TEL CO o $120,334 $01 $0i $128,507 £03,010 80 30! %0 $0120051 Jul
L 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $120,287 30] $0] $868,625 593,016 $0 $0: %0 $0120061 Jun
I 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $120,287 $0| $0} $86.525 $93,010 $0 $0i %0 $0120057 May
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I 143001880 341049 MADISCN TEL CO $119.150] S0, $0| $86525| $437.566 $0 $0! 80 $0[2005] Apr
) L | 143001890 341049 MADISGN TEL CO $120,654] 50| $0| $88525| 893010 S0 0| 50 90|2005] Mar |
L 143091890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $120,854; 50| 80| §66,525| $93.010 $0 $0{ $0; s0|2005! Feb
L ¢ 143001830 341049 HADISOGN TEL CO $120,366] 50| S0| $88.525 $0 SO} 80  $G|20051 Jan
W 142001850 341049 MADISON TEL CO ’ $111,589 $0| $0 5167,558 w0 $0 sho $6|2004] Dec
T taxoiso0 | saias (MADISONTELCO  [s1nssd] so| so| storoms| swesadr| 86| $0, $o| 80|2004| nov
T 143001850 | 341048 [MADISONTEL CO stoasst] 50| so| swrses| swosaarl s soi 0| s0]2004| om |
’ II: o 143001800 “3;;049 MADISON TEL CO 1767, S0 $0 $157.588 $105.137‘ —;0 $0; %0 $0(2004 Sep
L asess 341049 | MADISON TEL GO $111,767 $0| $0| $107.588| $105,137 $0 $0| $0| $0|2004] Aug
IL | 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $110,915] $0| $0| $107,588| $105,137 $0 $0| $0| s0|2004; Jul
IL ¢ 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $111,900f 50| $0| $45,698| $105137 530,541 S0| s0| $0|2004] Jun
IL | 143001890 341049 MADISGN TEL CO $111,909] 50| $0| $45.698| $105,137|830,541 $0{ $0: $0|2004] May
IL | 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $110,736] 50| $0| $45.698] $540.151$30.541 $0i 8030|2004 Apr
L. 143-0731}39'0 341049 MADISON TEL CO $112,300] 80| $O| $45698] $105.137 530,544 $0] $0 80|2004| Mar
IL | 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $112,300; 0| $0| $45898] $105.137 530,541 80! $0] 80|2004| Fsb
IL | 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $112,300] 80| $0 $45698] 5105137 530,541 30, $0; 80|2004] Jan
L | 143001820 341049 MADISON TEL CO $105975] $0| $0{ $45888] $66,355{930,199 $0] %0, 30|2003| Dec
IL | 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $105681] 50| SO[ $450688] $66,385/$30,199 507 301  $0|2003! Nov
IL | 143001890 341048 MADISON TEL CO $105,075{ $0! $0{ $45688] $46,385|$30,160 $0] 80|  $0|2003 oct |
IL | 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $103,8231 §0] 30| 545688 $66,365|%30,160 30! 30| $0|2003| Sep
L 143001890 ' 341049 MADISON TEL CO $106244] $0| $0| 64588 $66,365$30,169 $0; $0| s0|2003| Aug
L 143001890 1040 MADISON TEL CO $106244] S0 $0| $45,688) 966,205 $30,109 $0; s0!  $0|2003| Jul
L 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $106,244| $0| SO} $40,230| $66,365$30,189 $0| 30| s0(2003| Jun
L 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $106244] $0| SO} $40.230{ $66,355|630,109 $0; $0| 50{2003| May
L 143001890 341049 MADISONTEL CO $105311| $0| 0| $40,230| 5344,176|530.190| (s4.350)] 0| 502003 i ;\;“
L 143001890 341049 MADISON TEL CO $106555| $0| SO| 540,230| $66,365/$30,199| $1450) $0| §0|2003{ Mar
L 143001890 341049 MADISON FEL CO $106555| 80| SO} 540,230| $66,385/$30,199| $1.450| $0| $0|2003] Feb
1L 143001890 2341049 MAD]SOI;TEL co | $106.655| $0] $0| $40.230| $66,365]$30199 $1450| 80| - $0{2003| Jah
Return to Disbursement Data Search
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E-FILE | MAKING PAYMENTS | FORMS | TOOLS
USAC Home | High Cost Programs | Search Tools | Funding Disbursement Search

FUNDING DISBURSEMENT SEARCH RESULTS

15S=Local Switching Support; LTS=Long Term Support; SNA=Safety Net Additive Support; SVS=Safety Valve Support.

High Cost Disbursement Data (Spin = ALL , Sac = 341047, San = ALL, Year = ALL, Month = ALL, State = IL.)
This disbursement teol contains data from Jan 2003 through Mar 2012,

State Spin Study Area Study Area Name hCL HCM|IAS| ICLS LSS LTS SNA SVS| FHCS | Year | Month
Code .

L | 43001888 341047 MGDONOUGH TEL COOP $158.847| $0| 30| s¢Boa52| $7.446 $0 s0| 0| soj2012! Mar
IL | 143001888 adioar MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $158,847| 50| 30| $89.452| $7.448 $0 s0|. so| . -so{2012| Feb
It | 143001888 341047 | MCDONOUGH TEL COOP “lotsoaso| sol so| sssamy| s7a4 50 so| sol  $0/2012; Jan
L | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $158.954| $0] $O| $103.944]  $7.446 $0 s0| $0| 50|2011 Dec
L] 143003888 341047 MCDONGUGH TEL COOP E 51_56954 $0{ $0| $103.944] 7,446 $0 Ts0| so| so|2011] naw
L § 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $156540]  $0| $0| $103,944] 57,446 $0 so} so| sojz011] oOat
iL | 143001888 341047 MCDONDUGH TEL COOP o g159.000 $0| $0| $103,044| 7446 S0 ) ‘so s0|  $0{2011| Sep
L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $160,000 $0| $0| $103.044( $7.446 s 50| "s0|  $0|2091| Aug
L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $168883| 30| 30| $103.044(  $7.446 50 so| so|  $0l2011| Jut

L] +4s001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $150029| $0| $O| $94.634| $7.446 $0 $0[ $0;  $0{2011} Jun
IL | 143001688 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $150,029| 30| $0| $94.634] 7446 $0 so| sel so0{2011] May
L | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $159.567| 30| $O| $94.634] $58,762 S0 sol so| soj201%| Apr
IL | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $159917} $0| $0| $94.534| $7.446 50 $0| so| $0|2011| Mar

WL | 143001208 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $160017. $0| $0| $94.534| $7.446 $0 $0| s0| $0[2011| Feb

L | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $160.181] 50| $0| $94.534| 87.446 $0 50| $0| $0|2011| Jan
L | 1as001888 344047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $148560| SO| $0| $108,356| $17.054 “s0 $0| $0| 502010 Dec
IL [ 143001888 341047 MCDONGUGH TEL COOP 5148.550| S0| 50; $108,358] $17.054 s so| sof $0{2010| Nov
L | 1as00i888 | 241047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $151,408( 50| 50| $108.356| $17.054 so|  sa| so| sole0t0! oot
IL { 143001888 341047 MCDONQUGH TEL COOP $148,531f $0| $0! $108.356( $17.054 30 $0] 30| s0{2010] Sep
fL ] 143001888 341047 MCOONOUGH TEL COOP . §ida531] $0| $o| $108356( $17.054 $0 $6| 30| 50[20%0| Aug
Lo 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGHTELCOOP | $148591] 30| so| $108,356( $17.054 $0 s0| 30| $0[20%0) Jud
IL | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP - $148533] 50| 80| $60.363( $17.054 56 so| $0f $0(2010] Jun
L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $148,583| S0| $0| $69,363| $17.054 50 $0| 30}, $0/2010) May
IL | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL GOOP $146,796| SO Sof $69.363] ($27,862) 50 s0| S0  $0|2010} Apr
IL | 143001888 341047 MCDONQUGH TEL GOOP $149,748 S0] $0| $69,363] $17.054 $0 §0f 80 $0|2010 Mar
IL | 143001888 341047 MCDONQUGH TEL GOOP $149,148| 50| $0f $69,363| $17.054 50 $0] so| so2010] Fen
L { 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TELCOOP $149,292] 50| $0| $60,363| $17.054 30 so| so| soj2010! Jan
iL 1 43001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COGP $148,004] SO| $0| s$o1.47D| $4.253 $0| 85148 0| $0{2009] Dec
IL | 43001888 341047 MGDONOUGH TEL GOOP $148,004] 0| S0 $91.491 $4.253 $0| $6148| 50| $012009] Nov
IL | 143001888 347047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $148,475| S0 $O| $91.483 $4.253 $0{ 85149 $0| $0j2009! Oct
IL | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $147.084| S0 $0| $91483,  $4,253 $0| $5149| S0 $0|2009; Sep
IL i 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $147,800| SO, SO $91483] $4.259 $0] 5149 SO 30|2009: Aug
IL ! 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $147,705| SO| SO $91483] $4.253 $0| $5148) SD|  $0)2000 Jul
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‘ IL 143001888 341047 MCDONOQUGH TEL COOP $148,030] S0| s0| s&&.117 $4,253 0 5,149} 50 012009 Jun
‘} IL 143001888 ‘ 55;!047 MCDONOUGH T;ELCOMéP o $148,030| S0| $0| S$85.M7 $4.253 ’ ;0 $6.149| S0 $0{2009 May
IL 143001888 ;;;047 MCDONOCUGH TEL COOP $146,149| $0| 0| §86.117| $23.237 50 55‘1497 - $0 80 2005 ADJ’ )
7[|:. 1430011885 341947 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP 7 57141 ,315 SO 80} $B5.117 $4,2563 50 $5.149 5(; B ;D 2&79 "M'a'r"
_;i,ﬂ M143001885 341047 o Vl:/iﬁC‘DONOUGH TEL COOP 3144‘1‘,519 50{ S0} $B5.117 34,253 S0 $56.149] s0 $0; 2009 Fﬁbr
'_.l\.i 443001888 341047 B VMCDONOUGH TEL COOP $142,143] S0} €0 5;5.117’ i VV’S”A,ZSS $0 $6,1431 30 S0:20081 Jan
U:’ 143001888 341047 i MCDONOUGH TEL COOF $135,031 50, 30 5151..6?;1“ 7 518736 $0 $5,148] S0 $0:2008: Dec
] ?I:» 143001888 341047 MCOONOUGH TEL COOP $134,461 $0| $0| $101,881 5.18.736 $0 $5,148f %0 80120081 MNov
iL 143001888 341047 MCCONOUGH TEL COOP $135,130| $O( $0| $101,661 $18,736 $0 $5,149] 50 $0j20081 Oct
IL 143001888 349047 MCOONOUGH TEL COOP $135,070| $0| $of $101,661 $18,736 30 $6,149| 50 $0{2008| Sep
IL. 143001888 341047 MCDONOQUGH TEL COOP $135,082| $0O| $0} $101,661 $18,736 $0 $5.149| 50 $032008 Aug
IL 143001688 341047 MCDONOQUGH TEL CQOP $135,142] $0| $0{ $101,661 §18,736 $0 $6,149| SO $0;2008 1 Jul
I 143001888 341047 MCDONCUGH TEL COOP $4350431 .50 $0] 569,011 $18,736 $0 $5,149( s0 ! $0;2008 ljt‘j’;d
IL 143401888 341047 MCDONQUGH TéL-EOOP $135,127 $04 s0| 869,011 $18,736 $0 $5429| SO §012008: May
IL 143601888 341047 MCDONOUGH TE’L‘(‘J};C;; - $133,693 50| so| $69.011 847,872 36 “““ $5,142] 80 $012008: Apr
L 1430601888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL CaVD‘F’MWV $135,665 g0l so| 869,011 818,736 80 '-'é5.142 50 0 2068 Mar
i 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP - $135685| S0| 0| $89011| $18730 ’ $0 ) $5,142| S0 $012008; Feb
IL 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $135485| 80| 0§ $89.011| 818736 S(; “S5:| 42| 80 3012008 Jan
iL 143001868 341047 MCDONOUGH TEE COOP ‘ $129.952| 80| $0{ 587.489| $132,873 30 éa51 42| S0 $({2007 | Dec
IL 143001688 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COGP i $130238) S0F 30] $87.489( $13873 30 $5142| 80 = $6]2007| Nov
I 143001888 " 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COC;.F:M $128,752F SO0 SO S_B]ABQ $13,873 'SU $5901| $0 $012007: Oct
k‘;;.“ 143001828 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOR : $126,020 $0; S0| 387489 $13,873 30 $5,119] $0 $0[ 2007 Sep
It 143001888 341647 MCDONOUGH TEL COOR $120280| $0| $0| $87.489] $13,873 30 $51198 $0 $0[{2007 ] Aug
L 14;&)1888 341647 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $128330| $0| $0| $87.489 $13,873 30 $6,079; $0 $0(20071 Jul
I 143001 B/BB 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $130,004 $0| so| $88275| $13.873 50 $5,087 .“SO— $0|2007{ Jun
I ’ 1’"1300’1’889 341047 MCGDONOUGH TEL COOP - $130,004 $0| S0 $68.275| 813,873 $0 $5087| S0 $0{2007 | May
L ‘1;1;(/)01 E;BS 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP - £1 ;8;;& $0| $0§ $68,275( $27,457 so° ss087| s0 30 2607 Apr
L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $130,6231 $0| S0| $68275F $13.873 %0 $5087| $0 $0|2007 | Mar
e 443001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $130,623; $0| 80| $68.275; $13,873 $0 $6087¢ SO $0|2007} Feb
I 143001888 341047 M_CDONDUGH TEL COOP $130,858| $0| $0| $68275| $13.873 80 85,0871 $0 $0)2007| Jan
. 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $137.771 s0| $0| $108592| $12.985 S0 $6,087] $0 $0,20087 Dec
iL 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $137.771| 80| $0| $106.592| $12,985 80 $5,087| $0 $0{2006] Nov
i 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $137429| $0| s0 $106592 12,985 80 35,087 .SU §0j2008] Oct
L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COCP $137,809] S0 $0| $106.592) $12.985 0 §0/2008| Sep
[N 143001888 341047 MCDONGUGH TEL COOP $137,800] S0 30| $108.592] $12,085 $0 $0]2008! Aug
7 l;.r ’ 1430}!;388 341047 MCDONGUGH TEL COOP T .‘5:1”3:7,149 50| $0| $106592) $i2.985 50 ) §0{2006¢ Jul
MIL 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOR $137,94¢| 30| 30| $69.650| s12.985 30 $012008: Jun
i |LN | —‘1-43001888 241047 MCDONGQUGH TEL COOP $137,91¢| 30| $0| $60.650| $12,985 30 §0{2005; May
7“[” ’ m143001398 341047 McDONOUGH TEL COOP $138,215| 30| $0) $59.550| $29,953 80 45,087 ) $0 §0120087 Apr
L 143001868 341047 MCDONQUGH TEL COOP $1 3B487! SO $0f 505501 512,985 $0 35,087 80 §012008] Mar
L 143(;(;;‘888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $138487| $O| $0{ $59,550! $12986 $0 $5,087( 30 8012006 | Feb
[ 143001888 341047 MCDONOEGH TELEOOP $138.487) SO; SO| $59.5507 $12985 S0 $5,097( $¢ $0|2006| Jan
(R 143001888 341047 MCDDNOUE&}_E‘[COOP $125,362 S0l $0| 71,9881 $13.7¢8 $0 $6,087| $C $0[2009: Dec
L 143001888 341047 MCDONQUGH TEL COK})E ) $125,362 S0| S0| &71.988] $13.796 §0 $6,087| SO $012005: Nov
L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH}EL E)OOP $127.38¢| SO S0 s71.888 51-3‘,779_8" 7 $0 $3,089; $0 $012005: Oct
L 143001888 341047 MCDONS‘:JE%HVTEl EOOP $125.140| SO S0l 871,888 $13.798 0 $5,309| SO 8012005 Sep
iL 143001888 341047 MCDON(‘)UGHT!:L?;(‘)OP $125.140| S0 80F $71.688( §$13.798 0 35,309 S0 $0{2005: Aug
iL 143001888 341047 MCOONQUGH TEL COQP $125224| S$O{ $0§ $71.889| §$13.798 $0 $4,937| SO $0]2005 TJ;I!ﬁA
L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $125004| S0; $0] $58.037( 813,798 80 $5,371( S0 $0|2005, Jun
L 143001Bé8 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COCP $1250%4; SO} $0| S$58,037{ $13,798 80 85371 SO $0]2005| May

http://www.usac.org/hc/tools/disbursements/results.aspx 5/23/2012



Docket Nos. 11-0210/11-0211 (Cons.)
ICC Staff Exhibit 6.02
Page 9 of 9

Funding Disbursement Search - Disbursement Data - High Cost Program - USAC.org Page 3 of 3

L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $121,935¢ 80| 80| §58037] (817.618) 50 88380] S0 $0 2‘0!!5 Apr
ﬁiILi 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL CO_OP $126,107; SO/ $0 ) 858,037| $13.798 $0 754366 ' SG / 80 20;5 Kar
WIL- B ‘1’43001656 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $426,107; SO[ 50| S$58037| $13.798 80 54.388] SG 30 2005 Feb

i (9 14;8;1888 341047 MCDONOQUGH TEL COOP $1252%1 s0| s0; $58,037| $i3.798 50 $4,368] S0 4012005} Jan

Tk tawmotsEs | 341047 |MCDONOUGHTELGOOP  |s1000m0| $0| $0| sdses| sizs0|  so so| so| soi2004| Dec
n 143001888 . ;111).47 MCDONOQUGH TEL COOP R 399;95‘ UU;O $0| $44.885 $12mé2(l 0 30! %0 $012004 | Nov

i [ 143001888 311047 VMCDONOUGH”TEL‘ C;OEP. T VS?Q,’Q’A’B » éO $0 5448&5 $12,520 h Sb $0; 80 $012004 Ocl 1

L 143001888 341047 MGDONQUGH TEL GOOP $100514] SO $0] $44.885] s12.520 $0 30} 80 $0)2004 .Sep

iL 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL GOOP $100514| SO0l $07 844,885 $12.520 $0 30} 50 $012004; Aug

L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $98006| 50| $0§ 844.885[ $12,620 $0 $0| 50| $0{2004! Ju )

IL 443001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL CCOP $100917| $0! 0| 824,523 $12,520i$16,182 - 30| 80 §0:2004: Jun

IL 443001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL CQOP $100,917| 0§ 0| 824,523 $12.520;%16,162 30| s0 $012004; May

IL 43001888 341047 MCOONOUGH TEL CQOP 397,584 80! $0| $24,523| ($51.035)|%16.162 $0| s0 $012004; Apr

IL 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $162,020] 50| $0| 824,523 $12.520]%16,182 $0( SO $0{2004] Mar

L 143001808 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $102,020] 30| $0| $24523 $12,520 MS“IG]‘BZ $0( s0 $0] 2004 F;b’

IL 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $102,029] 30| $0| $24,523| §12,520 51«671' éZ 30| SO 30 2004/ ‘ Jan )

[N 143001868 341047 MCDONGUGH TEE COOP $73636] 30| $0| $24,517) §17,119 516,63;- : $0( s¢ 30 2003‘ ﬁl;;;: ’

L | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $72762| $0| $0| $24517( $17,119]$16,001 $0 ;0 i $0 2003“ Nov i

IL | 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COGP $73636| 80| $0| $24517] $17,119 $16,;01 $0| $0 " $0{2003 nOc\ ’

I8 143001888 341047 MCDONOQUGH TEL COOP $67,500] $0| 80} 624517 $17.119|$16,001 B $0| %0 g0l 20

L 143001888 341047 MCDONQUGH TEL CO0OP $74403| $0O| 80} $24517] $17,119($16,001 $0( €0

L 143001888 341047 MCDONQUGH TEL COCP '15409,456| $0| $0I $24,517| §17,119|$16.001 $0| 0 $0{2003 | Jul

L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $56.451| S0| 80§ $47.000| $17,119|$16,001 $0} S0 $0| 2003 WJun' B

IL 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $56451| S0| $0| $46,999| $17,118|816.001 §0| $0 S(i 2003 | May

iL 143001868 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP ) $53799| SO $0| $46,999| ($60.949): $16.001 st& va'(; i ’”;(’}‘ éOOS Apr

L 143001868 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP §57.335| S0 80| $46.999| $17,118!$16.001 $0| $0 S;) éOOS Mar

L 142001868 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $67.335; SO $0|° 846,999 $17,119$16,001 ) $0| s0 - .SG 2003 Febﬁ

L 143001888 341047 MCDONOUGH TEL COOP $57.335] 80! 80| 546,909 $17,119!$16,001 50 $0 §02003; Jan
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