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Aristotle 
Dear Broadband Manager, 

Please find below Aristotle’s comments to the proposed rules for the ARC Grant Program. I raised this in 

our in-person meeting before the holidays, but I wanted to submit them in writing as well. 

First, as discussed, we urge you to add to the financial vetting provisions a fourth category that allows 

those companies which have already been vetted and approved by a Federal agency, such as the FCC 

and/or the USDA, to bypass the other financial baseline requirements.  This would alleviate workload for 

both the ISP and the ASBO in that financial disclosure statements would not need to be recreated for 

the ARC grant.  It is also our position that once a Federal agency has vetted an ISP, that ISP has passed 

the bar as to whether it is a going concern, so no additional financial assessment should be necessary. 

Second, Aristotle is concerned that the language pertaining to project closure is vague in that it implies 

that should the service become obsolete or unnecessary, the municipality could still elect at its 

discretion to penalize the ISP.  While I do understand that this was not the intent of this provision and 

that the intent was in fact to allow the ISP and municipality jointly to determine that the project should 

be terminated where no longer needed or obsolete, thus alleviating reporting requirements, and any 

penalties waived.  I believe it is also the intent that should the municipality elect not to move forward 

for any reason, the penalties would be waived if the ISP had performed in its obligations.  If the language 

in the rule could be modified to make clear that penalties should not be assessed in the case where the 

ISP has met its obligations but the service is nonetheless no longer needed or wanted, that would help 

to make this language clearer. 

Finally, I understand that in the public meeting this morning, comments were made that advocated for a 

minimum speed of 1 gig and a preference for fiber to the home. These requirements would effectively 

gut the ARC program given the expense of fiber technologies and would effectively eliminate 

participation from companies utilizing other technologies and/or hybrid solutions.  Obviously, the ARC 

grant should be technology neutral, and the money from those grants will extend to more areas than if 

fiber to the home is the sole technological choice.  For example, the State of New York ran an initial 

$400 million broadband grant program with an absolute preference for fiber, but they quickly learned 

that the expense meant that only 10% of the state would receive coverage. In the second round of the 

New York broadband grant program, New York allowed other technologies to be utilized. The State was 

able to award grants to the remaining 90% of the State with the same amount of money.  Additionally, 

while the FCC and other federal agencies do encourage deployments at higher speeds than 25/3, there 

is a 25/3 tier in all federal programs.  The current structure of the ARC program will enable more 

Arkansans to receive high-speed service and more quickly than would be possible with a fiber-to-the-

home-only solution.  As such, it should be left as it is. 

I appreciate your consideration of these comments. 

Best regards, 

Elizabeth 
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L. Elizabeth Bowles 

President & CEO 

Aristotle Unified Communications, LLC 

2100 Broadway 

Little Rock, AR 72206 

Tel:  (501) 374-4638 

Cel: (501) 551-6086 

ebowles@aristotle.net 
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CenturyLink 
 

Dear Ms. Smith,  

 

Attached are CenturyLink’s comments to the updated Arkansas Rural Connect Broadband Grant 

Program draft rule.   As always, please do not hesitate to contact us should you have any 

questions or need further information regarding the attached.   

 

Sincerely,  

 

Brook Landry Villa 

Associate General Counsel 

CenturyLink 
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Attachment from CenturyLink, Round 2 
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John Duncan 
In an e-mail received on December 6, 2019: 
 
Allow Hot Springs Village to participate in the grant.  We are larger than many towns. 
 
John Duncan 
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Arkansas Rural Broadband Association 
The below comment was physically submitted at the public hearing on January 9th by Julie Mullienix on 

behalf of the Arkansas Rural Broadband ASssociation. 
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