-

=l

-y

e BE 1097-081

i

m MM KET N0

D—-—- L e S — —_—
I

P[0 the Matterof _ IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY

o STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS,

> INC. FOR DESIGNATION AS AN

et ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS

CARRIER

Public U ll]ilill"\ ( ommission nf lhl: State uf '-mulh I}.ils.ul.i

(LEN )] LR R R L

----- -
&/f.:, 77 stk y

é/f/.ﬁ.,éac/‘z&&j e

L1997, TL Fay Yulorg, |

.-‘ff,f'r' 77 L.d,l’ AL J ety .J«/:'f" -f/IH}fL L

/—(’I";': ,;.f't"cc"" f“’"f _.“("f F;f, TLEL et Jf.s’l.f-"','/'i
'f.“ P T dendi /"Ju: 4 ur.::.cf.u.-f ¢ '{Ju L '_.1(1‘-.'-_-,,f.;-'a-f:.;,.;,é:“..a."rl
.'.,:' ‘,!’* f(’( i -r.l"n.“"- ; :

f'—..f.,'.--.;-',’;*. afehe e drd Tk |

VEdr. ¥rL .."fff‘{’e‘fl e

-



ek Do TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

State {‘lpitﬂl 50 E. CIPHU] These are the lelecommunications service Alings thal the Commission has recetved lor the pariod of:

Picrre, SD  57501-5070 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

Phone: (82C) 332-1782 .
L you need a complele copy of a filing lazed, overnigh! expressed, or mailed Lo you, please conlact Delsine Kolbo wilhin five days of this filing
Fax: (625) 773-3809

NONBER TITLE/STAFFISYNOPSIS ALED | " DEADUNE
REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY
T087.076 Apphcabon by Journey Telecom International, Inc. for a Certificate of Authorty to operate as a telecommunicabons company 06/13/97 070797

within the state of South Dakota. (Staff TS/T2Z)

Application by Calis for Less. Inc. d/b/a CIL for a Certficate of Authonty o operate as a lelecommunications company within

TCo7.001 | [he state of South Dakota. (Staff: TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to onginate and terminale “intrastate, intraLATA and | o 5 oo 970797
£ intetLATA calis of business and residential customers to operate as a Travel and Debd (Prepard Caling) Card resellar, and k ddath
to provide COCQT/COPT senvice.”
Apphcaton by Crystal Communications, Inc. for a Certificate of Authority (o operale as a lelecommunicabions company within
TC87-102 the state of South Dakota (Stalf TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority lo prowde local telecommunications senaces and 06/19/97 07/07/87

interexchange telecommunications services. The Applicant will not offer any local lelecommunications senaces within a Rural
Telephone Company service area without seeking separale Commission authonty

Apphcadon by Quintelco, Inc for a Certficate of Authonty lo operate as a telecommunications company within the siate of South
Dakota. (Staff TS/TZ) Applicant “intends to subscnbe to and resell all forms of inter-exchange and intra-exchange
TC97-104 | telecommunicatons senices in the state of South Dakota, including local dial tone services, Message Telephone Service. Wide | 06719/97 ovoTer
Area Telephon s Serice, WATS-ke sarvces, foreign exchange service, privale lines, be hnes, access senace, cellular senice
lacal switched sanvice and other senvices and faciliies of communications commen caimers and othe entities *

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

intrastate Telephone Company, Inc pursuantto 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
lelecommunicabons cammet within the local exchange areas that consttute its senvice area in South Dakota [Intrastate
Telephone Company is the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently provading local exchange telecommiinications
TCO7.077 | senaces in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Bradiey (784), Castiewood (783). Clark (532), Florence (758), Hayt (783), | 06/13/97 o7Q7eT
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (947). Webster {345), Wiiow Laoke (625) and Bryant (628) Intrastate Telephone Company. 1o
s knowledge, s the only camer today provding local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the above identfied axchange
arens. (Statt HBKC)
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TCe7-078

interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion
as an elgble telecommunications camer withun the local exchange areas thal constitule s senice area in South Dakota
interstate Telecommunicatons Coopefative is the facilities-based local exchange carmer presently prowvding local exchange
telecommunecations seraces in the lollowang exchanges in South Dakota: Goocwan (795), Clear Lake (874) Gary (272)
Esteline (873), Brand! (876), Astona (832). Toromo (T84). Wes! Hendricks (478), Elkdon (542), White (§28), Brookings Rural
(693). Sinal (826). Nunda/Rutland (S86). Wentworth (483) and Chester (489) Interstate Telecommunicaions Cooperative
1o s knowiedge, s the only camner today prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the above dentified
exchange areas (Stalf HB/KC)
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TC&7-080

West Rver Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as
an eligible telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that constiute s serice area in South Dakota. West
Aiver Telephone & the IaclSes-based local exchange carner presently providing local exchange telecommumnications seraces
in the following exchanges Bmon (244) Buffalo (375), Camp Crook (605-787) and (406.972), Meadow (788) and Sorum (B86)
West River Telephone, to s knovdedge, s the only carmer today providing local exchange lelecommunicabons senaces in the
above dentfied exchange areas (Stall. HBXC)

TCo7-081

Stateline Telecommunicatons, Inc pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an elgible
lelecommunications caimer within the local exchange areas thal constitute s service area in South Dakola Statelne s the
facilibes-based local sxchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the following
exchanges. Newell (456), Nsland (257) and Lemmon (605-374) and (701-376). Stateline, to its knowledge. i the only carmer
loday prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the above identfied exchange areas (Staft. HB/KC)

1697

Accenl Communicalions, Inc. pursuani to 47T US C 214(e} and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an ebgible
lelecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal constiule s serice area Accent is the facildies-based
exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunecabons senaces in the lolloweng exchanges Brstol (492)
Daoland (835), Fredenck (329) Hecla (984), North Hecla (T01-992) and Mellefle (B87) Accent 1o s knowledge s the only
carnes ioday pronding local eschange telecommunications senaces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft HBICH)

TCO7-084

James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuant o 4T U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designatior
as an ehgible telecommunicabons carmar within the local exchange areas thal constitule its senace area in South Dakota
James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company s the facibes-based exchange carmer presently prowding local eschange
telecommuncabons senaces in the followang exchanges in South Dakota. Andover (208), Claremont (294), Columisa (396)
Conde (182), Ferney (395), Grolon (397), Houghlon (88%) and Turton (897} James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company
1o s knowledge, i the only camer today prowding local exchange lelecommumcatons sences in the above dentfhed
exchange areas (Stall HB/CH)

06

Heartland Communications, Inc pursuant 1o 47 U S C 214(e=} and 47 CFR 54 201 herelry seeks designabon as an ebgible
telacommunicabions camer within the local exchange areas thatl constiute ds senace area n South Dakota Hearttand
Communecatons s the faciibes-based local e hange came! presently prongng local eschange lelecommunsc abons senices
in the following exchanges in South Darota Platte'Geddes (117) Hearmland Communications to s knawledge s the only
camet today prowding local exchange telecommurec ations ssnaces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft HBTH)

07/07/97
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TC97-086

Midstale Telephone Company, Inc pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an eligible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that consitute #s sonice area in South Dakota Midstate Telephone
Company s the faciites-based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange telecommunications senices in the
followang exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (7286), Delmont (778), Ft. Thompson (245), Gann Valley (283), Kimball (778)
New Holland (243), Pukwana (884). Stckney (732) and White Lake (249). Midstaie Telephone Company. to its knowledge
s the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft
HB/CH)

TCO7-087

Baltic Telecom Cooperabive pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an eligible
lelecommunicabons camer wsthen the local exchange areas thal consttute s service area. Baltic Telecom Cooperatve & the
facilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the lollowing
exchanges: Baltc (529) and Crooks (S43). Baltic Telecom Cooperative, 1o its knowledge. is the only carmer today prowding
local exchange telecommunicalions senvices in the above identfied exchange sreas (Staff HBXC)

070787

TCo7-088

East Plains Telecom, Inc. pursuant 1o 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its senice area  East Plains Telecom. Inc. is the
facilities-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the following
exchanges Alcester (934). Hudson (984), and East Hudson (712-882). East Plains Telecom, Inc, to its knowledge, i the only
carner today prowding local exchange telecommunications senvices in the above identfied exchange areas (Stall. HBKC)

TC97-089

Western Telephone Company pursuan! to 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunicabons camer within the local exchange areas thal consitute s service area in South Dakota. Western Telephone
s the faciies-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senices in the following

exchanges. Cresbard (324), Faulkton (598) and Onent (392). Western Telephona, to its knowledge, is the only carrier today
prowding local exchange lelecommunications serices in the above identified exchange areas. (Siaff. HB/KC)

TCo7-080

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant to 47 USC_214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an eligible telecommumcations carner within the local exchange areas tha! constitute its senace area in South Dakota
Stockholm = the facides-based local exchange camer presently prowiding local exchange lelecommunications senices in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Stockholm-Strandburg (876, Rewillo (623) and South Shore (756). Stockholm, to its
knowledge, is the only carner today providing local exchange felecommunications senices in the above identified exchange
areas. (Staft. HB/XC)

TCo7-092

Kennebec Telephone Co pursuant to 47 USC 214(e} and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks desgnabion as an ehgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal consttute s sepvce area in South Dakola. Kennebec
Teluphone Co. s the facities-based local exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senvices
in the following exchanges Kennebec (865) and Presho (895). Kennebec Telephore Co., to *= knowledge. is the only carner
loday prowding local exchange lelecommumicabons services in the above identified exchange areas. (Stafi: HB/CH)

TCe7-083

Jafferson Telephone Co, Inc pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ebgible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttule its service area in South Dakota. Jefferson
Telephone Co., Inc. is the facilties-based local exchange camer presantly prowding local exchange telecommunications
serices in the following exchange: Jefferson (966). Jefferson Telephone Co., Inc.. lo its knowledge, s the only carmer today
provding local exchange telecommunications sendces in the above identified sxchange arsas (Stalf' HB/CH)
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TCOT.004

Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuant lo 47 U S C, 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an
eligible lelecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constitute its sennce area  Sully Buttes Telephone s
the laciities-based local exchange camer presenlly prowding local exchange telecommumcabons serices in the following
exchanges Wost Onda (264), Htchcock (266), Seneca (436), Tolstoy (442), Onaka (447) Wessington (458), Langford (483)
Rosholt (537), Tulare (596), Highmore (852), Harold (875), Ree Heghts (943) Hoven (948), Blunt (982) and East Onida (873)
Sully Buttes Telephone, to s knowledge. i the only carrier loday provading local exchange telecominumncations senasces in the
above dentfied exchange ateas (Stafl HB/CH)

Venture Communications, Inc pursuant to 4T US.C 214{e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunications camer within the local exschange areas the! constitute its senice area. Venture Communicabions s the
faciiies-based local exchange carmer presently provading local eachange telecommunicabons sernces mn the followng
exchanges Onsda (258) Bowdle [285), Roscoe (287), Pierpont (325), Britton (448), Britton, ND (701-443). Rosiyn (486)
Wessington Spnngs (519), Selby (648), Geftysburg (T85) and Lebanon (T68) Venture Communcatons, to its knowledge s
the only carner loday prowding local exchange lelecommumcations sencces in the above dentified exchange areas  (Statt
HB/CH)

TCO7.008

SANCOM inc pursuanito 47 USC 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an ehgdde telecommunications
carmaer within the local exchange areas thal consttute fts senice area in South Dakota. SANCOM & the faciibes-based local
exchange camer presently provadng local exchange lelecommunications senices in the followang exchanges in South Dakota
Wolsey (B83), Parkston (928) and Tnpp (835) SANCOM. 1o its knowledge, is the only carrier today providing local eschange
telecommuniCalions senaces in the above lentfied exchange areas (Stalf HB/CH)

Sanborn Telephone Cooperative pursuan] o 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designabion as an elgibie
lelecommunicabions camer within the local exchange areas thal consttute #s service area in South Dakota  Sanbor
Ta-la-;-hr.lm 5 he Inclibes-Dased sl o hange caitier presently provwding local eschange lelecommumnc abons semnces n the
following exchanges in South Dakota. Ethan (227) M Vernon (238), Letcher (248) Forestburg (485) Anesian (527
Woonsocket (T08) and Alpena (849) Sanbom Telephone 10 ds knowledge o the only carmet 1oday provwdng local eschange

telecommunications seraces in the above dlentfied echange areas (Stafl HB/.CH

Bereslord Muncipal Telephone Co pursuant lo 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desugnabion as an ehgible
lelecommunic abons carme! withan 2 @ local exchange ateas tha! consitute s seniCe area in South Dakota Beresford Tel
= the lacities based local exchange carmer presently prowding local eschange telecommunscabons seraces in the followng
eichange. Beresford (763) Berestord Tel, 1o ts knowiedge = the only camer oday prowding local eschange
telecommunicabons senices in the above identfled sxchange areas (Staft HBMC)

Roberts County Telephone Cooperabve Associaton pursuantio d7 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 5S4 201 hereby seehs desagnabor
as an elgible telecommunications camer withen the local eschange areas tha! consttute ts senice atea Hoberts County
11--r;4!1'r1r C:Jupr-r..hn Associabon = the lackbes based local exchange camer piesently piowding local eschange
telacomimurecatons senscos i the loflowng exchanges North New Effington ND (TO1-814) New Effington (837) and Clave
City (652) Roberts Counly Telephone Cooperative Association. o its knowledge & the only carmer today provding loca
erchange lelscommunicabons seraces in the above enbfied exchange areas (Stan HB 'h‘_{",_-_
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TC97-100

RC Communications, Inc. pursuant lo 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that consttute #s senvice area. RC Communications is the faciities-
based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senvices in the folloming exchanges
North Veblen, NO (701-634), Wilmat (938), Peever (832), Veblen (738) and Summit (398). RC Communications, 1o s
knowledge. is the only carner today providing local exchange telecommunicabions services in the above dentfied eachange
areas. (Statl: HBKC)

TCS7-101

Splitrock Properties, Inc. pursuant to 47 U SC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heieby seeks designation as an eklgble
telecommunicabons carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitule s serwce area in South Dakota. Sphtrock
Propertes. Inc._ is the facilies-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommumicabons sennces
in the foliowing exchanges in South Dakota: HowardiCarthage (772) and Oldham/Ramona (482). Spitrock Properties. Inc
to its knowledge. is the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identfied
exchange areas. (Stafl. HBKC)

o7rore7

TC97-102

Spitrock Telecom Cooperatve, inc. pursuant to 47 U.S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an eligible
telecommunications carmmier wihin the local exchange areas that constitute its service area. Splitrock Telecom Cooperative
inc s the facilties-based local exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange telecommunications services in the
following exchanges. Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-584) and (S07-587). Spitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc , 1o is
knowledge, is the only carner today providing local exchange telecommunications senices in the above identfied exchange
areas_ (Stafl: HBKC)

TCo7-105

Tri-County Telecom. Inc. pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitute its senice area in South Dakota Tn-County
Telecom, Inc. is the faciliies-based local exchange carmier presently prowiding local exchange lelecommunications services
in the following exchanges In South Dakota: Clayton (825) and Emery (443). Tn-County Telecom, Inc . to its knowiedge. is
the only carner today prowiding local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas (Staft
HB/CH)

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TCe7-079

U S WEST Communications, Inc_ filed for approval by the Commission the Type 1 Paging Agreement between KJAM Mobile
Paging and U S WEST. "This Agreement was reached through voluntary negotiations without resor to mediabion or arbitration
and Is submitted for approval pursuant to Section 252(e) of the Communicabons Act of 1934, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, _KJAM Mobile Paging and U S WEST further request thal the Commission approve this
Agreement without a hearing and without allowing the intervention of other parbes. Because this Agresment was rearhad
through voluntary negobatons, f does nol raise ssues requiring a hearing and does not concern other parbes not a part of the
negotiations Expeditous approval would further the public inlerest.”

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TC97-082

U S WEST Communications filed tanff sheels that remove references to exchanges thal have been sold by U S WEST. The
sale was effective June 1, 1887, In addition, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up tems U 5 WEST has
requested an effective date of Juna 1, 1887, for this filing_(Stafl. DJ/CH)
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

M I East Plains Telecom_lnc on June 13 1897 [ MA i MA
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Souttt Datota
Public Utilities Commission

State Capito] Building, 300 East Capiiol Avenue, Prerre, South Dakota 37561-5070

Octobar 1, 1997

Mr. Richard D Cont
Executive Direclor
SDITC

P O. Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE cligible Telecommunicatrons Camer application TCS7-081
Stateline Telecommunications, Inc

Dear Mr Coil

The above-referenced applicalion has been reviewed by the staffl of the Public Utilities
Commission. The following additional information is needed in order for the Commission 1o
consider this application

1 Pursuant lo 47 CF R. 54.101(a)(4), single-party survice or its funciional equivalent must
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunicalions Camer (ETC) to receive universal
service support mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this service?

2 Pursuant lo 47 CF R 54 405 and 54.411, Lifeline and Link Up services musi be made
available by an ETC to gualifinng low-income consumers, Does the applican! company, as
referenced above, make these services available lo qualifying consumers?

3. Please provide a venfication by an authonzed officer, under oath, to the Commission in
whuch the applicant represents to the Commission that the facts slated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response to dala request nos. 1 and 2, above, are truthful

Please respend by October 14, 1997, Upon receipt of this information, it will be evaluated by
siafl and the malter will be scheduled for consideration by the Commussion. Thank you for
yiar attention to this matter

PLEASE NOTE THAT STAFF'S POSITION IS THAT THE COMMISSION CAN ONLY MAKE
AN ETC DESIGNATION FOR THOSE EXCHANGES WHICH ARE LOCATED IN SOUTH
DAKOTA
Sincerely,

Hein

Karen Cremer
Staff Atlormey

cc  Harian Besl




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CARRIERS:

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC,

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC.

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC,

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

)
)
)
)
)

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE
CF HEARING

TC97-070

TCS7-071

TC97-073

TCS7-074

TC97-075

TCe7-077

TC97-078

TCoT-080

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE

COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,

INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC,

TC97-084

TC97-085

TC97-087

TC97-089

TC97-092

TCS7-093

TC97-095




SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE

COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC.

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC.

TRI-=COUNTY TELECOM, INC.

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE
COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TCe7-097

TC97-098

TC87-099

TC87-100

TC87-101

TCa7-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC97-114

TCO7-115

TCOT-117

TCa97-121



BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/BIA ) TC97-130

HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A ) TCO7-131

MCCOOK TELECOM )

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-154

COOPERATIVE )

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155
)

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-163
)

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167

)

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) received requests from
the above captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as eligible
telecommunications carriers

The Commussion electromically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines to interested individuals and entities On June 27, 1997, the Commission
received a Petiton 1o Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc (DTS) and
Dakola Telecom, Inc (DTI1) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TC97-075) On July 15, 1997, at its regularly scheduled meeling, the Commission granted

intervention 1o DTS and DTI in Docket TC97-075 No other Pelitions to Inlervene were
filed

The Commussion has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26
and 49-31, including 1-26-18, 1-26-15, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49-31-11_and 47
USC §214{a)(1) through (5)

The 1ssues al the hearing shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned
telecommumications compames should be granted designation as eligible

telecommunications carmers, and (2) what service areas shall be eslablished by the
Commission




hde Cd A =D
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A heanng shall be heid at 1.30 P.M , on Wednesday, November 19, 1997, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to te present and to be
represented by an attorney  These nghts and other due process nghts shall be forfeited
if nol exercised at the heanng  If you or your representative fail to appear at the time and
place set for the hearing, the Final Decision will be based solely on the lestimony and
evidence provided, if any, duning the heanng or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant lo SOCL 1-26-20 After the heanng the Commission will consider all evidence
and lestimony that was presented at the heanng The Commssion will then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this
heanng, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above
captioned telecommunications companies reguesting designation as an eligible
telecommumnications camer, and the Commussion shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommumnications camers. The Commission’s decision may be appealed by the parties
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law. It is therefore

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the time and place specified above on
the 1ssues of whether the above caplioned telecommunications companies should be
granted designation as eligible telecommunications carriers, and the Commission shall
eslablish service areas for eligible telecommunications carriers

Pursuant 1o the Amerncans with Disabilities Act, this hearing 1s being held in a
physically accessible location Please contact the Public Utilities Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at least 48 hours pnor to the heaning if you have special needs so arrangements
can be made o accommodate you

A

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _ 7 day of November, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned herety cortifes that ths BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
O T e e apa Commissioners Burg, Nelson and
service WL by Lac vamite of by hist clads mad, n Schoenfelder

properly addressed eveelopes, wih Charges

prepaid thermon. D

f WILLIAM BULLARD, JR
ome: [/ /'__}j_ :// Executive Director

{OFFICIAL SEAL)




THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

RECEIVED

DEC 02 1997

BOUTH DAKOTA, PUBLIC
JUTILITIES COMMISSION

)
IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE )
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS }
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATIOMN AS
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS:

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUMICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE

ASSOCIATES, INC,.

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY
MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC,
ARCCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC
| MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC
BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
]
)
]
)
)
)
1
)
)
]
)
]
!
|
i
]
|

)
}
)
|

TC97-068

TC97-069

TC97-070

TC97-071

TC%7-073
TC97-074
TC37-075

TC97-077

TC97-078

TC97-C8B0

TC97-081
TCS7-0B13

TC97-




WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHOKE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,

INC,

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
SANCOM, INC.

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

| SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC
SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE. INC.
:TEI-CCUNTY TELECOM, INC.

l?ﬁETH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

{ ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE

COMPANY

| BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
| TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNIOCN TELEPHONE COMPANRY

MCCOOK COOPERATI!VE TELEPHONI

| COMPARNY

EADOKEARA TELEF MPANY
BR KINI MU FrAl. TELEPHONE

[ b - L 5" ] L T B ® "
M : ol _l'_‘ . i ._!’_‘!h

e e S S Sl Sl S S

TC97-089
TC97-090
TC97-092
TC97-093
TCS7-094
TC97-095
TC97-0986
TC97-097

TCS7-0%98

TCS7-099

TC97-100
TC97-101
TC97-102

TC97-105%5

TC97-113
1 - | 114
TCS9 115
] 17
- =
TC9 y.
TCS7 10
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6 1 | HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

q 2 | HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A TC97-131

| MCCOOK TELEC-OM
|

| WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS
4 | COOPERATIVE

TC97-154

5 | MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. TCS7-155

6 | U 58 WEST COMMUNICATIONS, 1INC. ) TC97-163
)
7 | THREE RIVER TELCO ] TC97-167
)
B | g e e A i S NG e et e g e
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11
12 |*'ﬁ” E 1G5 November 1%, 1997
1:30 P.M.
13 Room 412, Capitol Building
| Pierre, South Dakota
14 |
IC C ISSION; Jim Burg, Chairman
1é Laska Schoenfelder, Commissioner
Fam Nelson, Commissioner
17
ig | €
PRESENT: Rolayne Ailts Wiest
19 | Camron Hoseck
Karen Cremer
20 Harlan Best
Beb Knadle
21 | Gregory A. Rislov
| David Jacobson
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PR OCEEDINGS
CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. l go ahead and
started. I'll begin the hearing for the dockets
relating to the eligible telecommunications carriers
designation. The time 18 approximately
is November : 997; and the location

is Room 412, S e Capitol, Pie:

Commissioners I K ) and Pam Nelson are

also present. m presiding over this hearing. The

!
1

hearing was noticed pursuant to the Commissicon's Order
For and Notice o i issued November 7, 1997.

The t i hearing shall be as
follaows: Cne, | requesting
telecommunicatic ompany should be granted
designation as eligible telecommunications carriers:
and, two, what \ l be established by

the Com

© be represented by an

estifying will be sworn in and subject to

ross-examination by the parties. The Commission‘s

inal decision may be appealed by the parties to the
State Circuit Court and the State Supreme Court.

Rolayne Wiest will act as Commission
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CREMER:

.=

HO

MS.

these d kers

parties want

Why don

-~y Y

- -

MR.

have an opening s

exhibits

there’s alsoc been

that we would lik

on

the ETC

is the

designation, and

of Fort Randall
believe, (o] <
don‘t know

IDENTI

have been marked

E

WIEST:

&
.

o - Sure,

that we would like to admit.

gquestions.

application of Fort

tc a data reguest

Karen Cremer, Commission staff.

CK: Camron Hoseck, Commission

We have had a reguest ¢t take

rat and that's TC97-075. Do any

i

-

.
-

© make an opening stateme
't you proceed with 075 then.

that's fine.

I really dcn'ﬂ

tatement. There are a couple of |

And I understand
some letters sent to the Commission

e to admit into the record as evidence|

And that would ke Exhibit Number

Randall for ETC

Exhibit No. 2, which is the

response

£

from staff, dated, 1I

18t And there are two letters.

marked those yet.

MARKED FOR

WERE

exhibics

Kathy Marmet, 8

the letter.

Exhibit is the rtter of

-
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Dakota.

So the Exhibit 3 is

to the Commission,

Bradley

ST: What's the date of

the letter from Bradley?

MR. COIT: November 18th.

MS. WIEST: Because I have one
i8th and one the 19th.

MR.

(5]
-

think

50.

l9cth? Okay. I

that was dated yesterday, but the ones we
for admission today, I believe both the

MS WIEST 50 the letter from
dated the och?

MR. EODIT Yes Sorry about t

MS WIEST And that's Exhibirt

MR ~a 1T i1 don't know why th
iifferently The 19th is the one we're
idmission on, 1 believe Yes, they are
we're gseeking admission of the 19th ettt

MS. WIEST I think they‘'re n
identical but we'll go with the 19th
letter from Dakota? I don‘t believe we

and Exhibit 4

oL

Cou
Oou L

the lecter

to the Commission.

that letcter

dated

have marked

letters are

Bradley

gat

N

ey're dated
seeking

"
.
T
|
"
ks
N
o
e

(1]
"

exactly
d 3

got copies of

18

November

18

see the




that one. (Pause.) So at this time

Exhibics 1, 2, 3 and 47

MR. COIT: Yes, that's

correct
MS. WIEST: 1 there any object
ibits being admict

1| T«

of

regues

apout

e they sa

his Bervi

I guess that

Berve as a wi

_—
i i - I concer

ieed addressed, I to say

re were some guest

not a witnéss here Lo answer

tions could be dealt with between

now







manner.
CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine.
MS. WIEST: Let's just go through them and

have Harlan as the witness. Let’s go back

Does anyone have any questions on

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a clarification. Wwhat
data request response is thia?

MS. WIEST Yes, That would be in that

Is there a chance that we could

with these &n mass as Mr. Hoseck has

I'd rather not just because on a
couple gquestions on some of them.

Should I go ahead and

COIT: With respect to Docket TC97-068

there are twoc exhibits Exhibit No. 1 is the actual

ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company. And

Exhibit No. 1s the response of Vivian Telephone

Company to a data request from Commission staff.
would move the admission of those exhibits I do

have the dates. I @ t have them here with




it

[ ¥)

&

rr— e
;:ha}. Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No. 1 is 6-1997,
;dnd the date on the response to the data reguest is
10-14-97
{
CHAIRMAN BURG 6-9; right, not 6-19?
[
MR COIT 6-19 6-9, excuse me
M5. WIEST Okay Is there any objection to
admitting Exhibits 1 and 2 in 06872 I1f not, they’'ve
been admitted Again, Rich, on Exhibit 2, the first
guestion it says we provide single party service
throughout I guess I°'1l]l assume that means all
ustomers?
MR. COIT I would call Don Lee Don Lee is
here representing Vivian as well as some of the other
ompanies Don Lee, do you want to take a seat?
DON LEE,
i.led as a witness, being first duly sworn,
was examined and testified as follows
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. IT
0 -ould you respond t >mmission counsel’'s
gquesaticon please
A Yes The answer to your question is, yes it
ice indicate that they provide service private line
throughout the study area.
MS. WIEST Single party to all customers?




customers?

0
o
-
-

| It's available ¢t

3 MS. WIEST: Thank you. That's the only
1
1 1
. " . X Noan nvbody 1 3 .- : iana . |
4 gquestion 1 have. Does anybody else have any questions |
5 for this witness for OBE? If not, thank you. I did |
£ admit Exhibit 1 and 2 0EYS. ‘
!
7 ME CO1T We would move the admission of |

o
m
o
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application dated 6-5-97 and response

Any objection?

he Lifeline, Link Up
data request? 1I'm sorry
ut I did not have that an

his company is doing Lifelir

need to -- whether you

ed by 1-1

1e Vivian Telephone
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in their original applications.

MR. COIT: I was at the conclusion of goi

[
o
u3

through, I guess, the gquestions and so forth, I was

basically -- before the Commission acts on any of
these, going to restate the request. But if the
Commission has questions cof Mr. Lee with respect to
certain aspects of prowviding it, I would -- yeah, I

would suggest you go ahead and ask it.

CHAIRMAN EBURG: No, I don‘t have a proble

¥ ]

long as we know all of them that's going to apply ¢t
In other words, if it applies to every one cof them,
then the statement at the end saying it applies on all
£ them is adeguate for me. Or if you have some that

already could do the toll control, we need to know

that. I doubt if there are any at this time,
MR. COIT: No, we don’'t. And the waiver
request 1s includecd in all the applications. But just

Lo make sure it was ruled on, I was intending on

bringing it up again at the end
CHAIRMAN BURG Okay That's fine with me
MS. WIEST: Any other questions of this
witness regarding 068 and 0697 If not, we will go to

MR. COIT: Again, I would move for rhe

admission of two exhibits in TC97-070, and that is the

a
']
m
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20

21

22

—

|

to TC97-074. [
MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-12-97 !
and Exfiibit No. 2, response to staff data request dated

-97.

10-3

(=

MS5. WIEST: Are there any objections? If
not, 1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any
questions concerning 0747 I have the same guestion on

this one, Rich, with respect to the data request number

one.
MR. COIT: Would an affidavit be adequate?
MS5. WIEST: Yeah, as far as all customers.
MR. COIT: Okay. I will make sure thac gecs
filed.
MS. WIEST: Any questions on 0747 If not,

let’'s go to TC97-077.

-

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request and that’'s
dated 6-13-57. Also move for admission of Exhibit No.
2, which is a response to data request dated 10-9-97_
And there is also an Exhibit No. 3 in this docket, a
supplemental response to staff data regquest. It's
dated 10-28-97, We move the admission of all three

exhibits.

MS. WIEST: Any objection? 1If not, those




three | } admitted. Are there any

docket?

I believe Mr. Lee is representing

That's right.
Okay. Let's go to TC97-078.
We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-13-97
and move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
to staff data request dated 10-9-97.
WIEST: Any objection to those exhibits?
they've been admitted. Any gquestions
Let's go to TC97-080.
We move for the admission of
i1s the ETC reguest dated 6-16-97,
admission of response
which is dated 10-

ny objection to
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MS. WIEST: Are there any objections to

(8]
o
[
ey
2
0]
'l
-
e

hey‘ve been admitted. Any questions
do

regarding this cket? So,., Rich, with respect to this

b

one, you will be asking at the end about the waiver for
the single party and all the other waivers; is that

right?

MR. COIT: Is there a waiver reguest in the
Stateline on the single party issue? ,
MS. WIEST: Yes.

4

MR.

p)

OIT: I wasn't aware of that 1

understood there were some companies that had purchased

U 5 West exchanges that were still in the process of

converting some party lines. But, yes, if they need a
waiver, I guess so. I'll renew that reguest. I den't
have any factual information I can provide I don't |
E
pelieve, Mr Lee, are you here representing Stateline? |
MR. LEE: I am nd in conversations with |
|
|
Stateline management yesterday, they indicarted that
|
they would likely need a waiver request until March, i
1
April time frame when they can finish the construction
: : |
Lo provide all One party service |
MS. WIEST And in their application they’'re
|
actually asking for a one-year waiver; correct] |
|
MR. LEE But they’re willing to shorten it |
1
ap. |
e it e J




So you probably just need a

waiver

That would be adequate.

June 1st?

Do we need to act an the

Do you want a

The thing
to also need
the toll

doing any of those motions

to go --

t up here now and

respect to

concerning single




[ 8]
[

]

1 ‘Farty service to all customers, and the second waiver

3

on toll control for one year -- one year from what

3 1da:-. Rich? |

) 1 MR. COIT: I think I would guess that that
L !uﬁuld be from the date of the order.
& ! MS. WIEST: Okay.
7 i MR. COIT: On the tell control? You're
|
8 | speaking to the toll control; correct? :
9 | MS. WIEST: Yes, toll control,.
10 : COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a guestion|
11 ‘aﬁ long as we're talking about the waivers both on tulﬂ
1
12 iccntrol and on the single party service. RAs long as
13 iyeu'rﬁ asking for waivers, let‘s make sure it‘'s done
14 Ep:opﬂrly and that we're not back here in two months
15 idsk1ng for more waivers, I would hate to go through
16 | this process, or would not like to go through this
17 | process again. I think we need to be accurate when !
18 we're doing it I also have a question about what i
19 | meetn the requirements of the Act? How much of a
2C waiver can we give? I don't know as I know the answer
21 I'_: t hat.
22 MS. WIEST: Right. The time actually in the:

23 FCC ©O

Lo

der is not specified. But it does say in

24 | paragraph 89, I believe, that the Commission must,

{8 ]
u

a finding of exceptional circumstances, you can make a
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waiver for single party services for a specified period
of time. And also on the tecll limitation the company
must also show exceptional circumstances exist and need
for additional time to upgrade. They should have to

show individual hardship, individualized hardship or

inequity warrants additiconal time to comply and that

| would better serve the public interest that is in

t adherence to the time period and it should
| extend only as long as the exceptional circumstances
exist.
would note that in the
ve requested a year, we've also |
time we would file
indicating, you
available
and Mr.
of
aced with a
just not available.

now, from our perspective we

really didn't know when it would be available and

that's why we reguested a year. But if there’'s better
informaticon on that, maybe the time period can be

;
i1fferent But right now we really don't know when the
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' |

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to beiabcﬁ
the point, and I know everyone wants to get through
this, but to me it’s very important that we do it
right. And so if it means that we need to answer the
| question when we grant these waivers and we send these,
| or you send them to the FCC, we need to be sure that
you have spelled ocut why these companies -- at least
this is what I'm understanding -- why these companies

an‘t do toll control and why it’'s going to take that
ong of a period of time to do single party service.
| And so I think that should be in the application
somewhere, or at least in our motion as we approve it,
or we should have something on the record to support
where we’'re going,

MS. WIEST: They do explain the reasons in
their application, their original application, with
respect to toll contr

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Ckay.

WIEST: ut if there are any further

that the Commission would like to ask at this
time, if you need more information on that. we could do
ithat now.

COMMISSIONER CHOENFELDER: I would like to

know -- and this probably isn’t true of all

| But of the ones you're testifying for at least,
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been perceived that

I might respond to

specif

c

gquestions, 1'd be happy to do that. But the issue of
toll limitation, which I believe under the FCC’s
description identifies a toll restriction and a toll
control, and the issue at hand is in the toll :cn:rcl.|
which my understanding is to indicate that the end user
subscriber is to be able to control the amount of ite l
monthly bill, at which time a restriction automatically|
kicks in and disallows access to the long distance
network To my knowledge, there is no switch vendeor in
the United States today who provides that capability
withir t swlitch I know that the vendors are working
on it I could not sit here with a clear conscience

|
and indicate that on X date that I would expect it will|
be available Given my honest opinion, I would doubt |
that it‘s available to the general population within a
year’s time pericd. And therein is the reason I
believe that SDITC members ask for the one-year perzod!
because we don’'t anticipate it being available.
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ed the FCC for clarification, that
d as far as I know, you might have
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|
available, it is in the public intere t and would be i
2 | very supportive of that concept. E
3 | CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'1]1 move that we

4 | grant the one-year waiver on toll -- what is it

5 | called? Tecll limitation? Toll control?

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second.

T 1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to
8 | concur with that as long as the motion is understood

9 | that there will be some formal way to limit toll for

10 | these customers just so that everybody understands the

11 motion.

12 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I think in every application

13 | you agreed that you can do toll restriction --

14 | MR. LEE: Right.

15 | CHAIRMAN BURG: -~ if I remember reading the
applications, and that to me is satisfactory.

MR. LEE: Thank you.

ig | CHAIRMAN BURG: Do you want them as a

19 | separate motion? Okay. I'll also move -- which cne do
20 éan need on this one?

21 i MS. WIEST: The single party service until

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant a

24 waiver in TC97-081 in the single Party reguirement
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c il
1 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: !'d second

i
2 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur

MS. WIEST: Any other questicons in 081

Yyou want to go back now?

Fa

0
o
-]
n
-

5 CHAIRMAN BURG: It might be easier to g

g l M5. WIEST: We'll go back to 068, and the

9 | motion in 068 will be for the one-year waiver on toll
10 ontrol

11 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant the i
12 waiver of tell contrel in TC97-075.

.
o
L )
Q
=
L}
n
i
L}

ONER NELSON: I‘'d second.

14 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur. |
1% M5 WIEST 068 I
- - - ey - # el - - . B | !
16 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the toll |
17 I mean 1°11 move we grant the waiver for tol
;"' +dMicacion
!
19 M: WIEST Tell control. I'm sorry, we ."..a‘.'ei
|
r be accurate because what th FCC did is they all it

H
C
.

23 CHAIRMAN BURG I‘'ll move we grant the

walver




COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST: For one year?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes,

M5. WIEST: 069,

vt
|
|
|
1
!
|
f
[
|
|

CHAIRMAN BURG:

move we grant the toll

COMMISSIONER

NELESON:
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

M5 WIEST: D70.

CHAIRMAN BURG:

in TC97-070 for one year, th

SSIONER NELSON:

.OMMISSTONER SCHOENFELDER:

Second

Concur

Seconded.

Concur.

waiver

it.

Concur.

1l move thart

caontrol,

MMISSIONER NELSON:

OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MSs. 073.

CHAIRMAN BURG:

T * 1
I%11

toll control in

OMMISSIONER NELSON:

Seconded.

Cancur.

move we grant
IC97-073 for one year.

Seconded.

I'll move that we grant

L1
1

toll

for one

the

waiver
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MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of

the ETC request filed by Accent, dated 6-17-97, and

ia dated 10 97

m

2
3 | Exhibit No. 2, the response to staff data request which|
|
|
(|
|

5 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, 1 and 2 i
6 have been adm.tted Any questions regarding J83 |
|
|
7 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1‘'l] move we grant the toll
| . i
8 | the waiver for toll control in TC97-083 for one year

]
o

9 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. ]
| COMMISSIONER S“HOENFELDER: Concur. .
1 1

1

11 MS. WIEST: TC97-084. i
12 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of the |
13 | ETC request dated 6-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.

4 |1, and we move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, the

15 | response to staff data request dated 10-8-97

18 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'l]l move we grant the uazweﬁ
19 for toll control in TC97-084 for one year

2 "OMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded

21 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: 1°11 concur.

22 | Does this have a single party question on this cne?

23 MS. WIEST No They said in their original
24 | application that they are offering single party service




[+ ] o @
o -l [+ . v | = w4
o - x ¥ L+ - o F=
~ = L] < o 2] ) w4 - ~ . bda n
- vy = a (7] b+ il Ll ™ & -] i = =
U b - o W L7 = L] b= o (]
i . 1] i b1 b 0 s i o i v b 0] L]
ol = = ol 2] = th o i i ad A =~ -
4] m w1 i 0 3 o ] p | 0 ot - -
w c - b o - @ i o . & ) ©u
ﬁ L] 0 Q = LL s i » 4 t 1] [# 9 c
(] - 0 0 Sy b i O al O b 4] n ] 0
) L] m m b i 1] . ] b o) Q= 1] e o L) -
o O -4 [ = 3 ks 0 o . | o g ¢ 2 0 - " ba it |
m ¥ ki -4 = L] = L] = [ = il o .- m ] ] |
L O o Q. 2 N -4 L ] ] . O e —t - O V]
_ L - a -4 - = Q . il D 0 o v '8 | a ol
1 7] ¥ - 1] b O ¢ - b . ] b .8 [
I & =] 0 = — - 4 r- il " i =] m al o | |
as il i i m . “ M [ h 7] 7] . L] 4] L] & [E
o o i L] i o o Q o ' LY i q = ] E
1] [ =4 = £ 5 . LT Y] L - = o 3 e} a o o]
a i~ ol oL e a - | m i | i oy ] o - o o 1] [ ]
- i o " i ’ b ' o il - 2
fal = [ 7] - al 1] Ley =1 o g ks ¥ L1 = £ > ] o
fa. m b - . be v ] e ls. 0 i LY E - 0 v = m e
Z - [ 7] [ = i 1] ‘ ¥ A - g L] ~ L] [ = o L] I ] .
) (¥ 4 O - i g ¥ | - = Ll a 1] el edl o o = -] @ =4 s
o] = o a 0 [~ o =] o A - ol 2 L v L o il . 4
e o] . [T & i O | hi i = =4 . L g o) L1 b m ad o= 5 m
L = £ [ 1 —4 Ve v o ) k & - L -l " =
un Q [ M @ LY} A3 e = (%) ¥ L b *, K : w4
= [ 3 3 0 = | = [0 = i == '} ba % e b o -}
o e o 1] 0 3 1] i s K 1 W m 1] - | = - 0 L]
| [1H L] L] - al I v " fad =] ] - i L o = 4] —
£z > [ x ¥ 1 F " T ] ” - : 1
. : L - £2 o
L




A
@

[ 8]

(=)

h

wn

o

un

customers?

scaf
10-1

‘5.4

AS B

eqguest, E

| docker? 1

f data

-97,

(=]
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MS5. WIEST: Single party was offered to all

Any other questions concerning this

8 there a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move that we gr

toll control to TC97-C89 for one

COMMISSICNER NELSON: 1'd pecond ict.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST: 0BE, I believe.

CHATRMAN BURG: Excuse me,

M5. WIEST: TC97-086.

i
ant the j
f Year. |
|
|
Concur. !
{
;
i
B5. |
|
of ETC

MR. COIT: We move for the admission

requests, Exhibit No. 2, which is dated

xhibit No. 1, dated 6-17-57, and response to
{
!
|

MS5S. WIEST:

Any objections?

Same gquestion, can

1f not,

Lee?
MR. LEE: I'm sorry, I don't have the
companies with the exhibit numbers,

¢ weg referring to?
MR. COIT: Midstate

MR. LEE:

MR. 0IT: Single party; correct?

=
n
X
[

1
n
3

Single party to all

They are currently all private

Customers?

they

|
YOou answer i
]

-
-
2
m
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Correct. |

2 MS. WIEST Any other questions in this .
L iq:rkﬂt?
4 i CHAIRMAN BURG: 1‘'ll move we grant the toll |
5 !control waiver in TC97-086 for one year
[ COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
7 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
8 | MS. WIEST: TC97-087.
|
9 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of |
0 | Exhibit No 1, ETC request, dated 6-17-97, and Exhibit |
| No P. response to staff data request, dated 10-16-97,.
13 MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, Exhibits
13 1 and 2 have been admitted. :
14 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant toll ;
ntrol waiver in TC97-087 for one year. i
1€ "OMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. I
"OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
18 Mt WIEST Again I have a question on
y |t ne, Rich
|
: MR 01T M: Lee 18 representing altic as
. Ap i
r i MRE. LEE Baltic is currently all private |
23 line 1'm sorry, single party. I should use the right
4 term single party ervice |
- MS WIEST 1 all customers?




L
un

1 MR. LEE: Correct. [
2 MS. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-08B8.
3 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

i iExhibi: No. 1, ETC request dated 6-17-97, and response
|

5 |to staff data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is
€ | dated 10-17-97, |
7 MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, Exhibits

I

8 El and 2 have been admitted,
|
]

9 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
10 | on toll control in TC97-088 for one year.
11 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1‘'d second ict.
12 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
13 i MS. WIEST: Can you answer my question on
14 ::his ocne, Mr. Lee?
15 | MR. LEE: Company name, please?
1E i MS. WIEST: East Plains,
17 i MR. LEE: Currently is all single party
18 fsrerv:CE

l

15 | MS. WIEST: Thank you.
2 MS. WIEST: TC97-089,
21 ; MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
<2 | Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-17-%7
213 Eund the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is a response
24 | to staff data request, dated 10-21-957.
25 i MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they've
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-092.

MR. CDIT: We move for the admission of

1Ethbit No. 1, which is the ETC request of Kennebec

Telephone Company dated 6-18-37, and move for the
ibit No. 2, which is the response Lo
dated 10-10-97. And 1 would note
is here to respond to any guestio
Commissioners or staff may have concerning
request.
MS. WIEST: Any questions concerning this
do you have a motion?
BURG: Did we admit both those?
sorry, 1 did not. I will
admit Exhibit Numbers

CHAIRMAN BURG: cthat we grant a

TC97-093.
would move for the admission
Exhibit No. which is the ETC request of Jefferson
Telephone Company, dated 6-18-97, and move also for
admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data

request, which is dated 10-10-97. And I would note

-

-
-

8

of

he
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Dick Connors is available to answer any

Lonse

they've been admitted.
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18e to data regquest dated 10-15-97.

concerning the Jefferson request.
MS., WIEST: Any objection to the exhibits?

Any guestions

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'l]l move we grant a waiver
ontrol in TC97-093 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I‘d second it.
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HOENFELDER: Concur.

We*d move for the admission of
i, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97,
cr the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is

Any objection to Exhibits 1 and

those exhibits have been admitted. Do you
itnesses for this one?
ME COIT M Lee i available for borth
es and Venturs« !
{
MS. WIEST I jJust had a question, I guess, |
single party service because in this one it
nould facilities pnot allow immediate single
ice, Sully Buttes may offer multi-parcy
til the facilities are restored or installed

>r single party service. Has that occurred E




in the past?

A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no
multi-line. The fact is all single party service. 1
think they added that language such that if there were
a disaster that they had to respond to, they wanted to
::eserve the right to ofifier party line under the
emergency basis only. But they have for a number of
years been all single party service.

MS. WIEST: Any other questions?
I‘'ll move we grant a waiver
for TC97-0%4 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, 1°11
concur.
TC97-095.

We would move for the admission of

and admission of

case ag well
ight. At this time

any ol hibi 1 and 27 ] they've

| been admitted. Yes. And it would appear they would

| need a waiver. And my question for apparently they
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SON: I would second that.
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admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data request

dated 10-10-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, they've
bean admitted. Any questions concerning this docket?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
on toll control in TC97-096 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second .t.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-097.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, ETC regquest, dated 6-1%-97, and Exhibit
No. 2, response to data regquest dated 10-10-57.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? I1f not, they've
been admitted. Does anybody have any gquestions
concerning this docket?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'l1l] move we grant a waiver

for toll control in TCS%7-097 for cone year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it,

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-098.,

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
regquest dated 6-19-97, which is marked Exhibit No. 1,
and admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response

tc data request dated 10-14-57.

M5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and




not, they’'ve been admitted.

tions concernin this docketr?

CHAIRMAN BURG:

ra Y

I'l]l move

waiver for toll on 1

in TC97-058

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd

+

COMMI IONER SCHOENFELDER:

1C927-099.

5T: Any objection?

i1 have the same quest

e

have single par

probably

idavic.

are we talking about

County.

from ancother

Are there

any

BE&CON(

Concur.

on

Y service,

for

Roberts

Roberts

source other
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota

Association of Telephone Co-ops and th,

we've

single party service

if that will suffice

MS

MS.

MS.

CHAIRMAN BURG:

for

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

MS.

MR.

and admission

1'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
WIEST: TC97-100.
COIT We move for the admission o
which is the ETC request dated &-
of Exhibit No. 2, response to data
request dated 10-5-957

MS5. WIEST Any objection 1f not th
been admitted Same question on this one.

ME LEE : don't know the answer.

ME COIT There 1ig - Mr ee 18 not
representing R mmunications today, so I Buspe
we'll have t Seal With that with a late-filed a
i nat's ckay

MS WIEST Kay

had there

toll concrol

that

fo
WIEST: I
CREMER:
WIEST: )

in TCS

they

do, in fact, provide a

throughout Roberts County Co-op,

r your information here.

§ that sufficient?
That's sufficient.
kay.

T*1l

move we grant

7-099 for one year.

daily reguests

a waiver

11

*
-

19=-97,
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'1]l move we grant a waiver

(=]

2 | for toll control in TC97-100 for one year.

3 COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.
4 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
5 MS. WIEST: TC97-101.

= MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

7 | Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dacted 6-19-97,

B | and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request dated

b ;,‘ 14 37 |
l
1 MS. WIEST Any cbjection? If not, they've l
11 been admitted ARy gQuestions oncerning this docketr?
. iAIRMAN BURG I1'll move we grant waiver fo:
3 t ntz in T 1 for one year
3 MMISSIONER NELSCON 1‘d se 3 it
MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Toncuzx
i e W T i 7T-102
V& & T Wge BOoVe L0 The acdmission H
- x - - . L = :-‘ :j--.' L= = i'-‘l
xnibit ? - A Tesponse ¢ dgata reguest
|
- . |
2 ™ WIEST A objectionsa? If not 1 and Zl
g i been admitrted ANlY Questions concerning this
i Ket
24 HAIRMAN BUERG I'll move we grant a waiver
25 for tell control in TC97-102 for one year.




COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second i{t.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TCS7-105.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

reguest, Exhibit No. 1, : and admission of

| Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated 10-14-97.
i
i

MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, E
1 and 2 have been admitted. Any guestions
this docketr?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-105 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1’'d second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-108.
MR. COIT: We move for the admissi

reques 1, dated 6-23-9%7, and th

2, response to staff
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provide that wvia affidavirt.
MS. WIEST: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move we grant a waiver

-
o
La |
e
o
n
"
b |
‘&
La |
o
i

in TC97-108 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NEL

i

ON: I'd second ic.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

Ewh i oo e ia - c_a .
Exhibit No. 1, I'C request dated 6-25-97, and Exhibit

No. 2. response to data requests dated 10-9.97

MS. WIEST Any objection? If not, they’ve
been admitced. I have the same question on this one

MR COEIT This is Armour Bill Haugen can
respond t your guestior

MR iAUGEN fes i1 can answer that

BILL HAUGEN, JR.,
aliled a A witness, being first duly sworn
w3 xamined and testified as follows:

{AUGEN H i afternoon
MS WIEST And I would just like to ask you
if I current.y provide single party service to all of
ir customers in your area

is

4
L}
pa
3
[
L
M
n
"
b
(Te]
bt
1]
0
=]
"
r
-
n
1]
La |
(3]
w

ivailaple to all of our customers in Armou: Independent




Telephone Company service area. It has been since
late seventies,

MS. WIEST: Are there any ovhers questions of

| this witness? Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-113 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd secon

CCYMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-114.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,
which is dated 6-25-97, cthat’s Exhibit No. 1. And also
move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
response to data requests of staff dated 10-9-97. And
Mr. Haugen is here as well to respond to any questions
in this docket,

MS. WIEST: First of all, any objection to

1 and 2? 1If not, they’ve been admitted. And
would ask the same gquestion.
MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is
lable to all the

| Bridgewater-Canistota

MS




COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
M5. WIEST: TC97-105.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

recuest, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission of

Exhibit No. 2, respcnse to data request dated 10-14-97.
WIEST: Any objection? If

Any gquestion

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll] move we grant a waiver
control in TC97-105 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-108.
move for the admission
regquest, t T dated 6-23-97, and th

admissi i xXxhibit . 2, response to staff dar
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Telephone Company service area. It has been since the
late seventies,

MS. WIEST: Are there any o*hers questicons of
this witness? Thank vyou.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘'ll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-113 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second.

CCMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TCe7=114.

MR. COIT: We move for the admissicn of ETC

request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,

which is dated 6-25-97, that's Exhibit No. 1. And also

move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
regponse to data requests of staftf dated 10-9-97. And
Mr. Haugen is here as well to respond toc any questions
in this docket.

MS. WIEST: First of all, any objection t

O

Exhibits 1 and 27 If not, they've been admitted. And

I would ask the same guestion.

e
=

MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is

| available to all the customers in the

Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges.
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for toll control in TC97-114 for one year.

l COMMISSIONER NELSON: iI'd second it.
| COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
|

MR COIT: We would move the admission of

-
o
m
bi
=
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o
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a
m
-
M
"
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£
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of Union Telephone
| ~

ompany, dated 6-25-97, and Exhibit No. 2, response to

data

equest which is dated 10-9-57,

-
oy

MS. WIEST: Any objection? not, Exhibits

-

1 and 2 have been admitted And I would ask the same

guestion in this docket
|
MR. HAUGEN Single party service is
available to all the customers in the Union Telephone I
mpany Sservice area, Harctford and Wall Lake Exchanges,|
AgAalr nhas been since late seventies |
|
MS WIEST Thank you Any other guestions
1
£ 1 w L eB= i
"iF R T DN R AT - . ¥ a N % Ui il I
Ha.ifan BUXO i 41 MOVe wWe grant a waiver
for toll restriction in TCH97-115 for one year |
|
MMISSIONER NELSON I'd second it |
|
DMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur
|
rrrrr - - - - |
MS. WIEST hank you rcs7-11 {
MH 1T We move for the admission of
: - o

Exhibit No 1, ETC request dated 6-30-97, and Exhibit

N 2, response to data request dated 10-14-97,.
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MS. WIEST: Any objection? not, Exhibits
1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning
this docket?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l]l move we grant a waiver

rontrol in TC97-117 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST:

We move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request of XKadoka, dated 7-3-97,

and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data
requests dated 10-28-97,
Any objections to Exhibits 1 and
been admitted. Any guestions
docket?
BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

)1 in TC97-121 for one year.

ISSIONER NELSON: 1 1
S5I0NER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
TC87-125.

We'd move for the admission of
request, Exhibit - 1, dated 7-7-97, and Exhibit No.
2, response to data reqguest of staff, which is dated
10-29-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1
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Any questions
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the admiss.on
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l]l] move we grant a waiver
control in TC97-131 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-154.,
MR. COIT: We would move into the record
Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request, dated 9-10-97,

Exhibit No. 2, the response to data regquest dated

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit 1 and
If not, they have been admitted. Let's see, on

this one this was one of a couple that no time period

wag requested for the waiver. I assume you sti

he one year?
Barfield is here.

respond. i, Barfield, manager

They reguest a
that didn‘'t ask E«
or any time
there was any diff
being reguested
BOB BARFIELD,
called as W 1€ beiny

was examined and tegtified




EXAMINATION
In response Lo your question,
have a date ar as wve

ide this,

ld you be willing

is being granted

We sure wou
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be renewed
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question with respect to the length of the waiver.

MR. BARFIELD And the response would be the
same We would ask for a year on the waiver

MS5. WIEST: Thank you. Any other guestions?

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'll move that we
grant a waiver on toll control in TC97-155 for one
year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd Becond ict.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I concur.

MS. WIEST: Thank you. Lec's skip to
TC9T7=-1867
OIT: I would just ncse that Three River
sp1Te F

Telco is not an DITC member company, so I'm not really

here today to represent Three River Telco.

MS. WIEST Nobody is here

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any questions on
it, or do we have to have representacion?

M5. WIEST: Somebody needs to move it in.

MR. COIT Well, if you‘re looking for a

body, I guess I can serve as the body.

T

e, 1 can move to admit

=
n
r &
il
m
4
m
o
&)
(o
=
w
"
X
-
w

the two exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97, the reguest for
ETC, and 11-7-97, the amended -- oh, I'm sorry., that’s

U 5 West. Let me LIy

it
g

0-16 of *97 is the

s
[+

iat again.

| request and 11-13-97 is the amended request, and I
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Harlan Best.
And what is your job?
I am deputy director of fixed utilities
Utilities Commission, South Dakota.
And have you been present in the hearing
Yesn.
And have you had the opportunicy to
the caption in the notice of this hearing whi
the cases which are Lefore the Commissicn on

A. Yes.

And are i familiar with the appl

have you rewvi

numbered

an exhibit that you prepared in

es?

explain to the Commiss

T
- L]

room

noon for the hearing on these applications?
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MS. WIEST: I

received this so I have

Can take Mr. Begt’'s wWor

have to do that, I gues

MS. WIEST: D

I den't have any object

will be admitted into all of the dockets tha

MR HOSECK
g Based on the
Nave done and relying t

cr _-'ri-.‘. EKH'I"‘.‘.' q:C -
Statf's nibit No. 1,
the 1=2gquirements of be

telecommunicacions carr
A Yes, they hav

affidavics that will be

Q. And with rega

exchange-wide, do vou h

MR. COIT: My comment would be thar

through to make sure this is all accurate. I guess I

ell, it might take me a while, so

MS. WIEST: Okay. Then Staff Exhibit No. 1

& there any objection?

=
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n‘t had an opportunity to go

d that it is accurate and I°

8. Other than that, I don*

Bt

O Yyou want a' opportunity

mn
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10n.
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whatever extent you may on |

|

3 !

did the applicant companies mee:

ier?

m
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@, with the noted lat

1ad
i.Led |

done in a number of

re
r
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rd to advertising services

ave a recommendation to the




Commissiocn for a provision to be included in an

which would come cut of these proceedings?
A Yes. {'s recommendation for advertising
would be that
at least nce
change, that : n it
does change.
clusion, do you have an opinicn as

applicants contained on Exhibit

beren undertaken,

C tatus.

XAMINATION

ou talked about advertising
rencing the rates just for

are supported by universal




Yes.
MR COIT: No further guestions.
MS. WIEST: Ms. Rogers?
M5. ROGERS: No, no guestions.
MS. WIEST: Mr. Heaston?
MR. HEASTON: No.
CHAIRMAN BURG: The only gquestion
is advertising identified in any way?
any criteria for what advertising means the
Is the methods in the FCC Order as
WIEST: I'm sorry, what was the
question?
CHAIRMAN BURG: The guestion I had for Harlan
or anybody else is, is there a meaning, is there a

description, definition for advertising, what that

| constitutes?

MS. WIEST: Under the statute itse
| 214(e) (1) (B} they must advertise the availability of
| such services and if you‘re referring to the services
| that are supported by federal universal service and the
charges therefore u media of general distribution

- el kb

Ckay. I think that satisfies

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Does that mean for




new

1 |L;felzne
2 | once?
31
i
4 | recommend
|
|
5 | A.
.-- I
|
7 | think it’
[
ol
G :'h:'l"_' Al
[
10 | up on Comm
11 !rvrommend
|
12 |1 believe
13 | applicati

and Link Up, they have to advertise this

MS5. WIEST: That would be under staff’'s
ation, 1 believe.

Yes, once each year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Well, frankly, I don't
& adeguate.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Are you doing
e you to follow up -- excuse me, to follow
missioner Nelson's guestion, are you

ing that they advertise once each year after?

our order said that you have

on to everyone once initially and then to
customer. You’'re requesting this
Lt of Lifeline, Link Up in addition to,
& accurate or not?
ight The Lifeline, Link Up under TC97-1
sued yesterday, states that it shall be
be, or a letter shall be sent to presen
and then this would be an advertisement of
have to do advertisement of this for at
each year
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Ckay. Thank you.
COMMISSIONER NELSON So is the answer to
tiors it's in addition to

to send an

S0,

=




A. Yes.
year after.
MS.
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1 | Venture Communications, TCS97-0957 |
|
2 A Yes
|
3 MS. WIEST: Does the answer tc number four, |
4 single party service, we did grant them a waiver
5 | because currently they do not have single party service
{ apparently t three customers?
2 "",‘ c Yoag
a | MS. WIEST: S50 would that be incorrect there,
!
9 Yyour guesticn there?
1 A It would be a clarification there to it, yes.

o
n
x
e
m
th
)

Okay. Thank you. Do you have

12 anything further, Mr Hoseck?
13 MR HOSECK: Sctaff has nothing further.
14 | Thank you

: intil we g L U S West?
7 ME 01T Wwhen does the Commission are
i - - - > (- | - 1 -
= i going t wait 13 e end te rule on all of these

1?7 | with respect to the actual ETC designation?

20 MS. WIEST That's why we’'re taking a shorc
<1 Dreak

232 AT THIS TIME A SHORT RECESS WAS TAKEN.)

23 MS. WIEST: Let's get started again. And we

- will go L¢ s C27=-163
2 ME HEASTON And I would move admission of
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Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2, which
is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is the

service territory map. That's Exhibit 1, 2 and 3

respectively in the docket.
MS. WIEST: Any cobjection to Exhibits 1, 2
Do ycu have a copy of the service territory
Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 37
they’ve been admitted. You may proceed,
Heaston.

MR. HEASTON: We would also join in the
motion on the toll control. The reason we did not seek
a waiver in the initial application is because as 1
read Paragraph 388 of the Order in the DA 97-157
indicated that toll locking would be sufficient in
meantime and it was dependent upon when you upgraded
switches. And so we do not feel we need a waiver of
toll control, but the common wisdom seems to be there
needs to be a waiver, follow the herd here
and eguest the toll

And we are also one of the parties to the

reconsider the toll

both teoll blocking and

i 1 y -y - 3 = 1Y . -
he implementation is going

te imoact tell control somewhat significantly. And so
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while we agree with Bob Barfield in his observat

ion

that since we don’'t know when it's going to happen,
hat’'s why we wouldn‘t want a time limit on it, but we
are willing to accept the one year with the
underastanding that if there is not the ability to
implement it or if the ability is too expensive to

implement, that we would be able to

Commigssion and seek further

implemen<ing toll control

car

CHAIRMAN BURG I‘1]l move
control for TC97-163 for one year

COMMISSIONER NELSON
second it, but I heard an expansion
waiving in the past from giving them
idea we're going t renew it And ¢
willing to grant it is because techn
there Now, the Act reguires that i
didn't say anything about how much i
didn*'t hear anything about one of the
waiving it in the past was because t

waiver of

Would che

Did we admit

come back to this
that, of

the essential

Commissioners

the exhibits?

that we waive toll

going to
of what we’ve been

the

with

cost.
reascns we were
hat it might be

technelogy wasn't

= =




technology wasn’

Congres

walver

on had

~ . -

It doesn’t

SCHOENFELDER:
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pieces of pap
consolidate 1

suggestions.

MR.
| here, and we
|

cal

was

BY MR. HEASTO

|

| D Mr.
the issue of

|

| to sBingle par

|

| areas. can

|

|Lhnt consiste
application?

! A, Yes

il o WwWeSst 8
: »
CHA
‘rrr
w i Ed
l
»
A AS
A »
d And
DUr Ccontinuin
Eer 108

¥ou update

er., So if we can find way to

Lt at that time, I would welcome any
That’'s all 1 have.

HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner available

do have a couple questions te ask hi

JON LEHNER,

led as a witness, being first duly sworn,
examined and testified as follows:
™ ™ INATT '
N:
Lehner, in our application we described

eliminating multi-party services and going

Ly service throughout U S West service

the Commission on the status of

nt with what we've already put in the

u!
&n
o
iy
)

ictober 31 of this year the

Li-party or two- and four-party customers
terriftory is 612, 612 5
|
IRMAN BURG What was the date on that,
|
|
!
of 1 i-97 f
what an yvou tel the Commission about !
g effor t eliminate the multi-party !
|
— == - e e )
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ibit., Let me just read them off.

; Belle Fourche, s8ix; De Smet,
Lake Preston, one,

COMMISSIONEER HNELSON: Do

A
our; Hure
| Milbank,

Speaa

re a particular reason?
something?
combination of many factors,

he 52 are concerned?

cembination of man factors. We're

eder distribution, we're talking about

PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda
replaced.

REMER: Okay. That's all

CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any
technical solutions other than to a single party
line ex

to provide a single party




© these customers

CHAIRMAN BURG:

Yesn. I hink i8 we are

ey way C LfNll8 Decause 1n

about over

just do

Do the
As opposed to

some

icationi
|

ther.
5 West provide

network to
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eguivalent?
B

A. Yos

MS.

eEmMergency ser
A. Yes
MS.

Serviceg?

I3

interexchange

s
ti-{frequen

And does

Yes .

it provide 1

WIEST: Do you provide dual ¢t
€y signalling or its functiona
WIEST: Do you provide access
vices?

WIEST Do you provide access

you: p

A. Yes
MS. WIEST And do
directory assistance?
A Yesg
ME WIEST And you-
toll controcl and the waiver.
able to provide toll blocking?
A. Yes.
M5. WIEST Then ger
tor the waiver on single party
application you talked about ¢t

rovide access

You provide acc

ve already ta
Do you provid

ting back to’
service, I k

T
(8]

Qc
Ly |

to operator

lked abourt

e or
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providing service due to the cost

4 : i
- |

lem, I guess, is that I do

[
=
=
i
)]
<
I
-
-
rt
b=
-
@
i
e
s |
[&]
o
3

e
[

4 | see that there 18 any de minimus exception within the

4 | FCC rules with respect ¢ single party service. Have

5 You been granted any of this type of de minimus '
£ exception to that regquirement, do you know, in any of

7 ::hﬂ other states?

S A 1 am not aware.

1 il appears, according to the FCC rules -- and I'm L
| looking at 47 S54.101(c that in order to grant any .
; |
12 addie "_1. - - e e - - 1 - - "o i |
*tignai time to complete network upgrades for singlel

13 | party * enhanced %11 or toll limitation, that the

o

| ]
1

1
el
)
(o)
i
0
1]
4]
o
4
e,
[
]
"
e 3
"]
<
w
s
o
7}
1]
"
{+1]
[ai

ime period for

15 YOou to complete those network upgrades, Is your '

1 € ntention that we d oL ?
1
1 = * S I —— .
A { wou.id not make that contention. I'm going !
18 | t ‘et my attorney argue with you about that.
WO BeT w i
! £ WIEST Well, then, do have a couple
.
|
her guestions M Other question is on service
- ]
. ¥ = o 5 1 ;
21 area Aand ¢ 18 als0o a regquirement of the gtate

L o -OmMM1E810N to designate gservice areas as cppased Lo |

A LI LT s o £ = R s - % =

©? | StuUdy areas I0r nonrural telecommunications companies.

€% | #428L O all, you would agree that ycu are a nonrural

r o Tadalisti i bbb ® - - e ™ ;
25 t ecommunications company?




| Yes.

1 MS. WIEST: And in the FCC's public notice
|

|

96 -45 issued 9-29-97, does state that we must send

‘e areas for nonrural carriers no later than

Fto USAC the names of the ETC's and the designated
|
|

1987. And I know you made some

in your applicatiocn, but
a 2

us what you want your
service : o be. Because the FCC has told us that
| we better not adopt your study area as your service

area for large ILEC'S. Do you have service areas for

your company that you want the Commission to adopt at

this time?
suppese that -- and, Bill, jump in

this. But I suppose

our exchanges in

the study area

gervice area woul
he state of South

lega

the supported services.

Right. And that’'s my guestion.




ral perspecrive, I

guess, L o C 50 ) g for is what you
id 51 t ls t be anything
z or certified to
where the areas are
ervices would be

whether it's

depending

cepted.

regquire«




A can't answer that exactly Icts
approximately 35.
WIEST: It would be attached?

HEASTON : It's on our exhibit to our

WIEST: So however many with the
three that were missed. That's how
rvice areas you would like the Commission to
ignate for U S West at this time?
A. guess I'm not sure whether we would want
ignate each exchange.
procblem is we are supposed

ilst what your designated

we ought to do it exchange by

you want more time to think
Yes, I think I would. I mean
that's come up in the other two
and I had the same basic
application. will have to -- I will do a late-filed
exhibit on £ I could with an affidavit from Jon.

Okay.

What are you relying on again,




Rolayne?

ctually what as far as the FCC

docket 96-45 DA 97-1892 :ssued'

elying on

universal service

ier . ntry. We are also

designating service areas that
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A

require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have notl
traditionally served.
MR. HEASTON: Yes. And, see, this -- what
the problem this causes is where yocu have not
considered and have lefr teo the PCC to determine how

that's going to be modeled frem a proxy standpeint.

And, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic elements|
than the wire center for universal high cost support
but I do not have a South Dakota specific look because

this Commission decided not to deo thei

Ly |
a]

wn earlier

this - a couple months ago, as opposed to Wyoming an

[+

North Dakota where 1

|
o have that because those two ar%
looking at doing t ir n e ' i

ing their own, or suggesting their own ‘

cost study. So I do have the small grids, as we call

&

it, and I could identify that for you. I cannot |
tdentify anything smaller than right now than a wirse ?
i
center, !
MS. WIEST: Okay.
i

MR. COIT Excuse me, may I comment briefly

on Lhis? And I understand that I'm not a party but I |
do believe it was my understanding today that the whole
issue of disaggregated service areas for U S West or

any other company may come up. But I would like to say
we certainly have an interest in the issue. And 1

think that the FCC rules indicate that -- the orders
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1 | issue with respect to U S West. And it's just my |

2 | understanding the Commission does have rto do the i

3 | service area in order for U S West to get your

4 | universal service money.

5 MR. HEASTON: If 1 could have until whatever |
date was suggested earlier on getting the additicnal

in

7 | affidavits in, 1’11 have a recommendation for you from

8 |U s West on that.
|

5 M5. WIEST: Okay. Are there any other
10 | questions of this witness? One more guestion,

r. Lehner. Do you have any observation to what

i | Mr. Best suggested as advertising requirements for your

13 i:ompany?

14 | A. I1'm not sure that I understood exactly what

15 :he was requiring. If the requirement is to advertise
|

i6 | it once a year in the newspaper, I don't think we have

17 | a problem with that.

18 MS. WIEST: And getting back te singls party

1% | service is high cost, the only barrier is to provide

20 | single party service to those 52 customers?

21 A. Yes

22 | M5. WIEST: Is it also U S West's position
|

23 | that the settlement agreement that Yyou've sgtaced is

24 | suspended concerning single party service no longer

(X
wn
(-
s
o
et
-
)]
[F:]
)
- 8
it
g
(3}
[

believe you stated you would have




ingle party service to all customers by the year 2
A Had the 121 investment program continued,

| would have been out here talking to the staff and t
you about these anyway, because as we honed down to
n scme of these exchanges, it

vious that this was -- this is foolish to

kind of money with the current technology.

make any sense.
MS. WIEST: That’s all I have. Mr. Heaston,
lso want to address the question of whether
ssion has the authority to provide any de

nus exception to the single party without putting

know that de minimus
t you could put a time
renewable that we would have to
allow you to do
-scheduled
annually,

f where
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| Huron, those are pre

of Mr. Lehner. And the reason I have a question is
because in your amended application you might have
addressed i, however, 1 don’t have a copy of that and
I apologize. But you addressed in here and you have an
exhibit on your original application that regards

Ip. And basically what it is it*'s your

ff, or a page that loocks like a tariff page to me,

Now, U S West really intends to comply with the

Commission order in Lifeline, Link Up?

A Absolutely.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know
that
A. And that page doesn‘t apply any more,
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you.
MS. WIEST: Any other gquestions? Thank you.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess I have a
guestion. You know, you -- when you were talking about

| why ycu shouldn’t have to provide this single parcy

systems for these areas that you listed like Spearfish

and Pierre and all the list that you went through

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Why would it -- it just
seens welrd to me that it would be that expensive to

provide those serv

b

85 in some areas. Like Pierre and

ty -- I mean can you explain that

T

|
|
|
|
|
|
I
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we're talking about

to me a little bit because
A. The high cost
cases, not only replacing,

customers that were

sixties and seventies to multi-party service with no
intention of having single party service. S0 we're
talking in many cases miles and miles of distribution
cable, some cases six pair, 11 pair, maybe even greater
pair So we're talking about now having to replace
that cable with probably 50 pair or a hundred pair

And we':

at the end of that cable we have to extend what some
people will call a drop, what I call a pair of wires,
sometimes several miles And in order to provide
seingle party service - well, I take that back in that
case The drop piece of that will be ockay wWas
thinking of if they have more than one line But we‘re
talking about distribution cable, we're talking about
teeder, and we': talking in some cases about PAIR GAIN
systems that are just plain full. I'm talking about
systems that you've heard like Anaconda that are going
to need to be replaced It's expensive.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess in my mind it
seems to me that cost prohibitive -- I didn't exactly
énvision exactly what you were just explaining to me

engineered probably

also talking about

1 find that a little

edd.
in many
we're talking about |

back in the

many cases where




because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be
out miles and miles and milea and there’s nobody out
there or something. But if this is in a fairly

populated area, and it doesn’‘'t seem to me that these

| people should have to live with just two party

telephone s 'stem when most of the world doesn’'t, as we
| know it in Scuth Dakota, doesn’'t have to do that
because the lines are all filled up.
locking for some reason why that’'s acceptable,
| especially when some of those little companies are
saying that they got maybe three or four people left
| that they don’'t have that service for and they’‘ve made
.eve:y effort to say, well, we want a waiver but we will
dco it by the end of the year or whatever.
A. I think that most of the companies you've
| been listening to up until now -- and I obviously can't
speak for them, but 1 think you're talking about
ring that was done probably 15, 20 years ago in
these companies’ cases where they at the time
he money to do that. We did not do that. We
| provided distribution systems that were literally
designed not to provide single party service. There
are different funding mechanisms and different

requirements th we've had. They’ve had the abil

to spend that money and recover it.




5100,000 or 5$150,000 or S0,000, whatever it is,

!
these, bur somewhere that has to be recovered and|

to b recovere m customer.
ing o pay fo
NELSON: m X this
said last
available high
o everybody i u ) ; Basically

the bill says. _ king here some

n‘t even going
1 this state,
all 1 can

that*s

The guest

= I e o=
catge Kin

if there
BEIY
¢ negotiate

1ink maybe when we’'re down




52, we ought tec get a list of those names and see
we could work it out. share what Counsel has said.
sure we can make the exception. I know that

S West's counsel has given us what I call a short

one, that in other words, we could give the waiver|

imited periocod of time, but I don’t know that's

solution and we probably ocught to werk --

together to meet and find the solution

meet the FCC rules 1 think if we can. But sc many
maybe, 1 guess, what I would like to request is the
actual name and location of those 52 filed at some

time, I don't care whether it's part of this docket or

I think that can be prouvided.
MS. WIEST: Any other questions?

thank

-~y
1L Btatus

now?
For single party.

At this time staff has a witness

Staff would call Harlan Best.

HARLAN BEST,

called as a witness, being previously sworn,




was examined and testified as fc
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Any questions, Ms. Wilka?
No questions.
Commissioners?
CHAIRMAN BURG: The question
should we not -- mean
Is this a document
se hearings?

MS. CREMER: Yes.

CHAIRMAN LURG: I guess we cught to

rect that exhibit to put no on

=

ve made a waiver for on the single party because I
ieve the answer is no and we’ve made a waiver to
isfy that,

MS. CREMER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that's filed.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not

2! i t t area, have we?

Yes, for six months

have two single pa
haven't moved yect;

But if we do and

the stand and

ument shoul

do not meet
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in mine. But I can certainly

WIEST: ] to you.

CREMER : . t need it

1S. WIEST: Any other guestions of this

Thank you, Anything else from any of

At this time I believe the Commission
ers under advisement. We are wairt
filed exhibits in some dockets, and
at perhaps the Commission will make
r at a Commissicn meeting or at the
on some other related ETC

any questicns from anybody or any

I would just, for the record

(]

lly reguest that the Commission designate each

based upon the record, the affidavits yet

the Commission designate each of
companies, SDITC member companies, as
tudy areas be designated as their

all I have.

Thank you.

HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)




STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

COUNTY OF HUGHES
ori J. Grode, RMR, Notary Public, in and
of South Dakota, do hereby certify that
ing, pages 1 through 89, inclusive, was

graphically by me and reduc to

URTHER CERTIFY that the f:rega:ng

said hearing is a true and correct

stenographic notes at the time and

reinbelcre.
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ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER REQUEST
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TC97-081

Stateline -
Telecommunications, Inc

]

R WL e e

Connecting the Lemmon, Newell and Nisland Esihanges to the World

June 12, 1997

RECEIVED
UN 1 9g;
SOUTH [

UTIL T e S OTA p
South Dakota Public Utilities Commisslon UTies -*JMMisyauc

o]
State Capitol Bullding i
500 E. Capiltol Ave.
Plerre, SD 57501-5070
Attention: Mr. William Bullard
Dear Mr. Bullard:
Enclosed you will find one original and ten coples of our formal request to be
designated as an eligible Telecommunications Carrier in the state of South

Dakota.

If additional informnation is needed, | may be reached at 605-244-5236.

Singerely,

mindstrative Assistant
JR:ss

Enclosure

P. O, Box 3, Bison, 5D 57620, Phomne: 605-244-52%, Fax: 605-244-T2K%




1097-081

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION,
RECEIVED

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAK('TA

UN !¢ 1997
IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) e o TA PUBe
STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, )} REQUEST FOR ETC AMIsSSIoN
INC. FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) DESIGNATION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER )

Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. ("Stateline”) pursuant to 47 United States Code
Section 214(e) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section 54.201 hereby seeks from the
Public Utilitles Commission ("Commission’) designation as an “eligible telecommunications
carrier” within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area in South Dakota

In support of this request, Stateline offers the following

l. Pursuant to 47 US.C. § 2l4(e) it Is the Commission’s responsibility to designate
local exchange carriers TLECs™] as “eligible telecommunications carriers” (CETCs"), or in
other words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service obligations
consistent with the federal law and should be deemed eligible 1o recelve federal universal
service support. At least one eligible telecommunications carrier is to be designated by the
Commission for each service area in the State. However, in the case of areas served by
“rural telephone companies®, the Commission may not designate more than one LEC as
an ETC without first finding that such additional designation would be in the public
interest. Under 47 CFR § 54.201, beginning January 1. 1998, only telecommunications
carriers that have received designoation from the Commissjon to serve as an eligible
telecommunications carrier within thelr service area will be eligible {0 receive federal

Lllll\'rr.\.’l: senvice hllpp‘.'}r'l

2. Stateline is the [acilities-based local exchange carrier presently providing local

exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges

Newell 605-456
Nisland 605-257
Lemmon 605-374 and 701-376

Stateline to its knowledge Is the only carrier today providing local exchange

telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas

EXHIBMT

=
4




4. Stateline in accord with 47 CFR § 54.101 offers the following local exchange

telecommunications services to all consumers throughout its service areq

. Volee grade access to the public switched network
Local exchange service including an amount of local usage free ol per
minute charges under a flat rated local service package and as part
of a measured local service oflering
Dual tone multi-lrequency signaling
Access (o emergency services such ns 911 or enhanced 911 public services:
Access Lo operilor services,
Access Lo interexchange service
Atcess to direclory assislance; and

- Toll blecking service to gqualified low-Income consumers

As noted above. Stateline does provide toll limitation service in the form of toll

blocking to gualifying consumers, however, the additional toll limitation service of “toll

cantrol® as defined in the new FCC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54.400(3)) is not
provided. Stateline is not aware that any local exe hange car er [n South Dakota has a
current capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior to the release
of its universal service order (FCC 97-157) that toll control would be imposed as an ETC
service requirement and. to our information and belief. as a result, LECs nationwide are
not positioned to make the service immediately available. In order for Stateline to provide
the serviee, additional usage tracking and storage ¢ .|p.1i-|llllr!~ will have to be installed in
its local switching equipment. At minimum. the service requires a swilching software
upgrade and at this time Stateline s [nvestigating and attempting to determine whether

the necessary software has been developed and when 1t might become avallable

Accordingly, Stateline s [nced with exc l'ij“".}"ull circumstances concerning its ability
to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's universal service rule:
and must reqguest a waiver from the requirement to provide such service. At this time, a
walver for a period of one year Is requested. Prior to the end of the one year period.
Stateline will report back to the Commission with specific information indicating when the

necessary network upgrades can be made and the service can be made avallable to assist




3

lew income customers. The Commission may properly grant a waiver from the “toll
control” requirement pursuant to 47 CFR 54.101(c) .

4. Stateline has previously and will continue to advertise the availability of its local
exchange services in media of general distribution throughout thy exchange areas served,
Prior to this filing. Stateline has not generally advertised the prices charged for all of the
above-identified services. It will do so going forward in aceord with any specific advertising

standards that the Commission may develop
5. Based on the foregoing. Stateline respectfully request that the Commission

(a) grant a temporary walver of the requirement to provide “toll control” service:

and

{b] grant an ETC designation to Stateline covering all of the local exchange areas

that constitute its present service aren
.0 TR
Dated this _/{ T day of June, 1997

Slateline Telecommunications, Ine

Darrell D. Henderson, General Manager




Statelme

'Ihhﬂllllllmutum». Inc

Connecting the Lemmon, Sewell and Nisland Fachanges (o the World

October 13, 1997

RFCEWED

194
State of South Dakota FA PUGY e
Public Utilities Commission “"F.'-e‘;l.r*_-”
State Capitol
Pierre. SD 57501-5070

RE: Docket #1C97-081
Attention: Karen Cremer
Dear Ms. Cremer:
In response {0 your October 1, 1997 request, enclosed you will find verification
of single-party service and link-up and lifeline programs provided by our

company.

If you have any questions or if additional information is needed. | can be
reached at (605) 244-5236.

Sincerely, 3
z"

.My‘{/ (4”,@'- g

arrell D, Ht-ndr.
General Manager

DDH:ss

Enclosure

EXHIBIT
i

P (. Box M, Bison, 51} 5TH20, Phone: 605-244-5236, Fax: 605-244-TIX8




ADDITIONAL ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED 1!
DOCKET #TC 97-081

Stateline Telecommunications, Inc.(STI) has available single party service
1o most customers. At the present time. STI has ten customers with two
party service, some of which have requested to remain on two-party
service. At this time, STI requests a waiver for one year to meet the
requirements of single party service.

Stateline Telecommunications, Inc, currently offers lifeline and link up
local service discounts within its exchange areas. Beginning January 1,
1998, the programs will be offered under new terms in accord with the
FCC rules. 47CFR 54.400-54.4 17 and any PUC decisions concerning
implementation of the expanded programs.

“Darrell . Henderson, being duly sworn. states that he is the General Manager
lor the responding party, that he has read the initial ETC application and the
foregoing, and the same are true to his own best knowledge, information and
belief.”

/
T / /’HI/ ;
Date the /3 ~dav of October, 1997 Signed /] gg42227 é}_’ v yling ~—

Title = f:wr.ex-Af P L

STATE OF South Dakota
55
COUNTY OF Perkins )
73 o
On this the j’} —_ day of October, 1997, personally appeared
before me Pﬁffﬁ L p HEP DEAJ-SQ"J

known to me to be the person who execuled the foregoing instnument and

acknowledpged to me that he executed the same.

(SEAL)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) ORDER AND NOTICE OF
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) ENTRY OF ORDER

) TC97-081

On June 16, 1997, the Public Utiities Commussion (Commission) received a reques! for
designation as an eligible telecommunications camier (ETC) from Stateline Telecommumcations, Inc
(STI). STirequested designation as an ehigible telecommunications carrier within the local exchange
areas that constitute iis service area

The Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filing and the inlervention deadline
to interested individuals and entities  No perscn or enlity filed to intervene. By order daled
November 7, 1997, the Commission sel the hearing for this matter for 1.30 pm on November 19,
1997, in Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was held as scheduled Al the heanng, the Commission granted STl a one year
waiver of the requirement o provide toll control senace within its service rea and a waiver until June
1, 1998, of the requirement to provide single party service. Al its December 11, 1997, meeting, the
Commission granted ETC designation to STI and designated ils sludy area as ils service area

Based on the ewidence of record, the Commission enlers the following Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

On June 16, 1997, the Commussion received a request for designation as an ETC from STI
STl requested designation as an ETC within the local exchange areas that constitute its service
area STI serves the following exchanges: Newell (605-456), Nisland (605-257), and Lemmon (605-
374, 701-376) Exhibit 1

I

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required 1o designale a common
carner that mee!s the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commussion

Pursuant to 47 U S C § 214(e)(1), a common camer tha! 15 designated as an ETC is eligible
to recesve universal service support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms either using i1s own facilities or a
combination of its own faclities and resale of another camer's services The camer must also
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distribution




~J =

v
The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has desgnated the following services of
funchonalibes as those supporned by federal uraversal service suppori mechansms. (1) voice grade
access to the public swiiched network, (2) local usage. (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or s
functional equal, (4) single party service or is functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency
services, (6) access to operator services, (7) access to interexchange service, (8) access 1o
directory assistance. and (9) toll imitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CFR §
54 101(a)
v

As pant of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifelne and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R § 54 405 47 CF R § 54 411

Vi

STl offers voice grade access 1o the pubhc switched network 10 all consumers throughout
ils service area Exhibit 1

vii

STi offers local exchange service including an amoun'! of local usage free of per minute
charges to all consumers throughout s service area g

Vil

STl offers dual tone multi-frequency signaling 1o all consumers throughout its service area
id

X
ST offers single party service io all but 10 consumers throughout its service area  Exhibit
2. STI requesied a waiver of the requirement to prowide single party service o all customers untl
June 1, 1998 Tr at 19-20
X

5Tl offers access lo emergency services to all consumers throughoul s service area
Extubit 1

Xl
ST offers access to operator services (o all consumers throughout its service area. Id

xi

ST offers access 1o inlerexchange services (o all consumers throughout ils serviCe area




X1

STi offers access (o directory assisiance to all consumers throughout its service area. Id

Xiv

One of the senvicas required 1o be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll imitation. 47 CF.R. § 54.101(a}(9). Toll imitation consists of both toll blocking and toll
control. 47 CF.R § 54 400(d). Toll control is a service that allows consumers to specify a certain
amount of toll usage that may be incurred per month or per billing cycle 47 CF.R. § 54.400(c). Toll
blocking is 8 service that lets consumers elect not to allow the completion of oulgoing toll calls. 47
C F R § 54 400(b)

XV
ST offers toll blocking to all consumers throughout its service area  Exhibit 1
xVi

ST doss not curranily offer toll control. [d. In order for STI to provida tol! control, additiona!
usage tracking and slorage capabilites will have to be installed in its local swilching equipment. STI
is attempting to determine whether the necessary sofiware has been developed and when it might
become available. Id

Vi

ST stated that it is faced with exceptional circumstances conceming ils ability lo make toll
control service available and requested a one year waiver from the requirement 1o provide such
service. |d Prnor lo the end of the one year period, STI will report back o the Commission with
specific information indicating when the network upgrades can be (~ade in order to provide toll
control. g

XVl

With respect to the obigation to advertise the availability of services supporied by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distribution, STI stated that il advertises the availability of i1s local exchange services in media of
general distnbution throughout its service area. However, STl has not generally advertised the
prices for these services. |d STI slated its inlention to comply with any advertising standards
developed by the Commission. |d

XX

STI currently offers Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in its exchanges. Exhubit 2. STI
will offer the Liieline and Link Up service discounts in all of s service area beginning January 1
1998, in accordance with 47 CF.R. §§ 54 400 to 54 417, inclusive, and any Commission imposed
requirements Exhibit 2

X

The Commission finds that STl currently provides and will continue to provide the foliowing
senaces or functionalities throughout its service area: (1) voice grade access 10 the public switched
network; (2} locul usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling, (4) single-party service to all but
10 customers, (5) access {o emergency services, (6) access |0 operator services. (7) access 1o

3




interexchange service, (8) access to directory assistance, and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-
INCOMe CoNnsumers

be 4]

The Commission finds that pursuant 1o 47 C.F R. § 54 101(c) it will grant ST a waiver of the
requireinent to offer single party service until June 1, 1998. The Commission finds nat exceptional
arcumstances prevent ST from meeting the single party service requireme~t and will allow a waiver
of the requirement for the 10 remaining customers until June 1, 1998

Xl

The Commussion finds that pursuant to 47 C F R § 54 101(c) it will grant STI a waiver of the
requirement to offer toll control services untl December 31, 1988 The Commission finds that
exceptional circumstances prevent STI from providing toll control at this time due to the difficulty in
obtaining the necessary software upgrades lo provide the service

XX

The Commussion finds that STl inlends to prowida Lifelne and Link Up programs to qualifying
customers throughout its service area consistent with state and federal rules and orders

XAV

The Commission finds that STi shall advertise the availability of the services supported by
the federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout its service
area using media of general distribution once each year. The Commission further finds that if the
rate for any of the services supporied by the federal universal service support mechanism changes,
the new rale must be advertised using media of general distnbution

XXV

Pursuant 10 47 U S.C. § 214(e)(5), the Commission designates STI's current study area as
its service arnea

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
I

The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SOCL Chapters 1-26, 49-31,
and47TUSC §214

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designale a common
camer that meets the requirements of section 214(e}){1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

Pursuant to 47 US C. § 214(e)(1), a common carmier thal is designaled as an ETC is eligible
to recewve universal service suppeor and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combination of its own facilities and resale of another camer's services. The carner must also




advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution

v

The FCC has designated the foliowing services or functionaliies as those supporied by
federal universal service support mechanisms. (1) voice grade access 1o the pubiic swilched
network; (2) local usage. (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or s functional equal, (4) single
party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access 1o emergency services, (6) access lo operator
services, (7) access 10 inlerexchange senice, (8) access to directory assistance, and (9) toll
limitation for qu:alifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R § 54 101(a)

v

As pant of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make avalable Lifelne and Link
Up services o qualifying low-income consumers. 47CF R §54 405 4TCFR §54 411

Vi
STl has mei the requirements of 47 CF R § 54 101(a) with the exception of the ability to
offer 1ol control and the ability 1o offer single party service 1o all of its customers Pursuant to 47
CFR § 54101(c), the Commission concludes that STI has demonstrated exceplional
circumstances that justfy granting it a waiver of the requirement to offer 1ol control until December
31, 1988 and a waiver of the requirement to offer s.ngle party service unti June 1, 1998
Vil

STI shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying customers throughout its service
area consistent with siate and federal rules and orders

Vil
STi shall advertise the availability of the services supporied by the federal universal senice
support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general distnbution once each year
It the rate for any of the services supporied by the federal universal senvice supporlt mechanism
changes. the new rate shall be adverised using media of general distnbution
1X

Pursuant to 47 U S C § 214(e}(5), the Commussion designates STI's current study area as
its service area

X

The Commission designates STl as an eligible telecommunications carmer for its service
area

It is there‘ore
ORDERED, that STI's current study area s designatled as its service area, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that STI shall be granted a waiver of the requirement to offer single
party service 1o all consumers until June 1, 1998, and it is




FURTHER ORDERED, that STI shall be gramed a waiver of the requirement to offer toll
control services until December 31, 1998, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that ST shall follow the advertising requirements as listed above; and
itis

FURTHER ORDERED, that STl is designated as an eligible telecommunications carer for
its service area

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ / de“ of December,
1997. Pursuant 1o SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or
failure 1o accept delivery of the decision by the parties

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _/ 7 &E'day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE CGMMLSS!DN
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RECEIVED

DEC 25 199;

Bill Bullard SOUTH
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission UTIL I ‘?Ay‘?sjﬁﬁ;g%lc
UTILITIE N

State Capitol Building
500 East Capitol
Pierre. S 57501

Dear Mr. Bullard:

Enclosed you will find a signed copy of Stateline Telecomr unications, Inc.
Lifeline and Link-Up Plan and "Exhibit A™ which is a copy of the South Dakota
Public Utilities Commissions (SDPUC) Final Order and Decision regarding the
South Dakota Lifeline and Link-Up program.

I have been assured by the South Dakota Public Utilities Commmission that a
copy of our Eligible Telecommunications Carrier designation has been provided
to all appropriate agencies by the SDPUC.

If additional information or certification is needed, please advise at your
carliest convenience.

Sincerely.

7 jﬂr!ﬂfjt ,(L_,/‘I.
Darrell D. Henderst
General Manager

DD H:ss

Enclosure

P. 0. Box 3, Bison, S 57620, Phone: 605-244-3146, Fax; 605-24-TIKK




LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN
OF STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC,

The Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.301(d)
Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. has been designated as an eligible 1e' communications carmer
by the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“*SDPUC™) and, as such, must make Lifeline and
Link Up service available to qualifying low-income consumers as set forth in the Commission's
Final Order and Decision, Nouce of Entry of Decision dated November 18, 1997, issued in Docket
TC97-150 (In the Matter of the Investugation into the Lifcling and Link Up Programs), which is
attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the cnitenia established under 47 CFR §8 54.400 10
54 417, inclusive

A. General

I. The Lifehine and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by providing
for reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for local telephone service

The assistance applies to a single telephone line at a qualified consumer's pnincipal place of
residence

2. A gqualified low-income consumer is a telephone subscnber who participates in at Jeast
one of the following public assistance progrums

a. Medicaid

b. Food Stamps

¢. Supplemental Secunty Income (SS1)

d. Federal Public Housing Assistance

e. Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

3. A qualified low-income consumer is chigible to receive either or both Lifeline and
LinkLip assistance

4. Statehne Telecommunications, Inc. will advertise the availlability of Lifeline and Link Up
scrvices and the charges therefore using media of general distnbution and in accord with any
rules that may be developed by the SDPUC for application 1o eligible telecommunications
carmers

5. In addition, Stateline Telecommunications, Inc., as required bv the Final Order and
Decision, Notice of Entry of Decision of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will indicate in 1it's annual
report (o the SDPUC the number of subscnbers within it's service area receiving Lifeline
and'or Link Up assistance. [n addition, this information will be provided to the Universal
Service Admimistrative Company ("USAC™)

6. Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and or Link Up
assistance cannotl currently be provided by Siateline Telecommunications, Inc because o
has no access to the government information necessary to determine how many of s
telephone subscnbers are participating 1n the above referenced public assistance programs
Without this information, Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. cannot provide, at this lime
even a redsonable estimate of the number of its subscnbers who, after January 1, 1998, will

be receving Lifeline and'or Link 1 p service. Information as to the number of 1ts low




income subscnbers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be provided after applications
for Lifeline and Link Up assistance have been received by Stateline Telecommunications,
Inc

In accord with the SDPUC's Final Order and Decision, Notice of Entry of Dectsion,
Statchine Telecommumcations, Inc. will make applicanon forms avarlable to all of s
existing residential customers, to all new customers when they apply for residenual local
tc]cphum: service, and to other persons or entitics upon their request

B. Lifleline

1. Lifeline service means a retail local service offening for which qualified low-income
consumers pay reduced charges

2. Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switched network, local usage,
dual tone mulu-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent, single-party service or its
funcuonal equivalent, access (o0 emergency Scrvices, access lo operalor services, access (o
interexchange service, access (o directory assistance, and toll limitation

3. Quabified low-income subscnbers are required to submit an application form in order
receive Lifeline service. In applving for Lifeline assistance, the subscniber must cerufy
under penalty of perjury that they are currently participating n at least one of the qualifying
public assistance programs listed in Section A2, above. In addition, the subscniber must
agrec to noufy Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. when they cease participating in the
qualifving public assistance program(s)

4 The total monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified c.nsumers 15 55.25. Stateline
Telecommunications, Inc. shall provide the credit to qualified coiisumers by applying the
federal baseline support amount of $3.50 to waive the consumer’s federal End-User
Common Line charge and applying the additional authonzed federal support amount of
$1.75 as a credit 1o the consumer’s intrastate local service rate. The federal baseline support
amount and addinonal support available, totaling $525, shall reduce Suateline
Telecommunications, Inc. lowest tanfTed (or otherwise generally availabie) residennal rate
for the services listed above in Section B.2. Per the attached SDPUC Final Order and
Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision, the SDPUC has authonzed intrastate rate reductions
for eligible telecommunications camers making the additional federal suppont amount of
$1.75 available. The SDPUC did not establish a state Lifeline program to fund any further
rate reductions. (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact VII and VIII; and Conclusions of Law 11 and
11

5. Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. will not disconnect subscribers from their Lifeline
service for non-payment of 1l charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR §
534 401(b) 1), has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect requirement

6. Except to the extent that Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. has obtained a waiver from
the SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.101(c). the company shall offer toll limitanion to all
qualifying low-income consumers when they subscribe 10 Lifehne service. If the subscriber
elects to receive toll limitation, that service shall become part of that subsenber’s Lifelne

SCTVICE




Stateline Telecommunications, Inc. will not collect a service deposit in order to inibiate
Lifeline service 1f the qualifying low-income consumer voluntarily elects toll blocking on
thewr telephone line. However, one month's local service charges may be required as an
advance payment

C. Link Up

I. Link Up means:

(a) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecommunications
service for a single telecommunications connection at a consumer's principal place
of residence. The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge or $30.00,
whichever is less; and

(b) A deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed for commencing
service, for w! ch the consumer docs not pay interest. The interess charges not
assessed to the consumer shall be for connection charges of up to $200.00 that are
deferred to a peniod not to exceed one year.

2. Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are customanly
assessed for connecting subscnbers to the network. These charges do not include any
permussible secunty deposit requirements

3. The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to receive the benefit of the Link Up
program for a second or subsequent time only for a principal place of residence with an

address different from the residence address at which the Link Up assistance was provided
previously

Stateline Telecommunications. Inc
801 Coleman Avenue

P.O. Box 39

Bison S D 57620

Telephone # (605) 244-5236

By

___, General Manager

Name
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORDER AND

INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISION; NOTICE OF

PROGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
) TC97-150

Al its August 18, 1997, regularly scheduled meeting, the Public Utiities Commission
(Commission) voled to open a dockel concerning the Federal Communications
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and
Link Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided that it wouid provide for
additional federal support in the amount of $1 75, above the current $3 50 level. However,
in order for a state's Lifeline consumers to receive the additional $1 75 in federal support
the state commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastate rate paid
by the end user. 47 C.F R § 54 403(a). Additional federal support may also be received
in an amount equal to one-half of any suppon generated from the intrastate jurisdiction,
up to a maximum of $7.00 in federal support. 47 CF R § 54 403(a). A state commission
must file or require the camier to file information with the =dministrator of the federal
universal service fund demonstrating that the carmer’s Lifeline plan meets the criteria set
forthin 47 CF.R. § 54 401

By order dated August 28, 1997, the Commussion allowed interested persons and
entities to submit written comments concerning how the Commission should implement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs. In their written comments, interested
paersons and enlilies commented on the following questions

1. Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reguctions to aliow
consumers eligible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1 75 in federal support?

2. Whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline Program to fund furthe
reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user?

3 Whether the Commissicn should modify the existing Lifeline or Link Up
Programs?

4 Shall the Commission file cr require the carrier to file information with the
acministratc. of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the carner’s Lifeline
plan meets the critena set forth in 47 CF R § 54 401(d)?

By order dated October 16, 1997, the Commission set public hearings to receive
public comment on the questions listed above The hearings were held at the following
umes and places

RAPID CITY Monday. QOctober 27, 19497, 100 pm., Canyon Lake Senmor Citizens
Center, 2900 Canyon Lake Dnive, Rapd City, SD
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PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 1:30 p.m., State Capitol Building, Room
412, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

SIQUX FALLS Wednesday, October 29, 1997, 900 am, Center for Active
Generations, 2300 West 46th, Sioux Falls, SD

At its November 7. 1997, meeling, the Commission ruled as follows: On the first
issue, the Commission authonized intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers
to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. With respect to the second issue, the
Commission decided to not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this
time. On the third issue, the Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that
requires U S WEST and carriers that have purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a
$3 50 reduction of local rates to low income customers age 60 and over. The Commission
further ruled that the South Dakota Link Up pregram follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commission orgered that staff, in conscitation with the carriers, develop a standard form
for self-certification; that these forms be sent to all of their customers prior to January 1,
1998, and thereafter, to all new customers; and that the carriers make the forms available
lo any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
camer be required 1o file with the FCC the information demonstrating that the carrier’s plan
meets the applicable FCC cnteria and that the carnier send an informational copy lo the
Commission Further, that the carriers include in their annual report to the Commission
the number of subscnibers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support

Based on the wniten comments and evidence and testimony received at the
hearings, the Commuission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT

The current state Lifeline program 15 referred to as the Telephone Assistance Plan
(TAP) The current state Link Up program is referred to as the Link Up America program
The Commission implemented these programs in the U S WEST exchanges pursuant to
its Decision and Order dated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F-3703, In.the Matter
of the Investigation into Implementation of a Telephone Assistance Plan for South Dakota
Customers Exhibit 1 at page 1. Subsequent buyers of U S WEST exchanges were
required to also offer the TAP and Link Up America programs. |d. at pages 1-2

The amount of TAP assistance is $7.00, $3 50 of which is federally funded, with the
remaining $3 50 funded by the local telecommunications carrier. |d at page 3. Although
U S WEST was onginally allowed to charge a surcharge to fund the program, U S WEST
subsequently gave up that right in Docket F-3647-8, In the Matter of the Public Utilities
Commission Inv. stigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakota
Utiities Exhibit 5 In order to receive the TAP assistance, a member of the household
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must be 60 years of age or older and participate in ether the food stamp or the low-income
enargy assistance program. Exhibit 1 at page 2

The Link Up America program provides assistance in an amoun! egual o one-half
of the qua'ifying subscriber's telephone service connection charges up (o a maxmum of
$3000 |d at page 3 In order to receive Link Up assistance, a customer musl be
receiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presently have
local telephone service and must not have been provided lelephone service at his or her
residence within the previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal
income tax purposes (dependency criteria does not apply to those 60 years of age or
older). |d The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. Id

v

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, In the Matter of Federal-State Joint Board on Umiversal Service, adopted May 7, 1957
Beginning January 1, 1998, the FCC found that the federal baseline Lifeline support will
be $3 50 per qualifying low-income consumer with an additional $1 75 in federal support
if the state commission approves a corresponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47
C.F.R. § 54 403(a). Additional federal Lifeline suppon in an amount equal to one-half the
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7 00) is also available |d

vV

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue to be a
reduction in the telecommunications camer's service connection charges equal to one half
of the carrier’s customer connection charge or $30.00, whichever is less 47 CF R §
54 413(b)

Vi

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there 15 no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer is eligible for support if the consumer participates in one of the following
programs: Medicad; food stamps; Supplemental Security Income, federal public housing
assistance; or the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program 47 C F R. §§ 54 409(b)
and 54 415(b) In addition, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penalty of penury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the
programs listed above and agrees to notify the carner if the customer ceases lo participate
in such program or programs. Id

Vil

The first issue 15 whether the Comrmussion should approve intrastate rate reductions
to allow consumears eligible for Lifeline support 1o recewve the additional 31 75 in federal




support. The Commission finds that it shall authorize intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies praviding local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. Thus, the total amount of
federal support 1s $5.25 per eligible customer

Vil

The second issue is whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user. The Commission
finds it will not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reduct'ans at this time

IX

The third issue is whether to modify or eliminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect to the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall eliminate the existing TAP program that requires U S WEST and carriers that have
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3 50 reduction of local rates to low income
customers age 60 and over. The Commission further finds that the South Dakota Lifaline
and Link Up programs sha: follow the FCC rules. See 47 U.S.C. §§ 54 400 to 54 417
The effect of following the FCC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is
that the FCC eligibility requirements and self-certification requirements will apply to the
South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission orders that the
Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self-

certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer prior to January 1,
1998 The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers Finally, the
carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request

X

The fourth issue is whether the Commission should file, or in the alternative, require
the camier to file information with the fund administrator. Sea 47 C.F R § 54 401(d). The
Commission finds the carriers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that
the camer’s plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the camer send an informational
copy to the Commission. The carriers shall also be required to include in their annual
report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up
support

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|
The Commission has junisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapter 49-31,

specifically 49-31-1.1, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49.31-11, 49.31.12 1 49-31-12 2 and
12.4, and 47 CF.R. §§ 54 400 to 54 417




Pursuan! to 47 CF. R § 54 403(a), the Commussion authonzes intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommunicalions compames providing local exchange service
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additional $1 75 in federal support

1l

The Commussion declines to institute a state Lifeline program to fund further
reductions at tris time. The existing Scuth Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S C  §§ 54 400 to 54 417, inclusive, on
January 1, 1998 The Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, shall develop a
standard form for selfcentification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer
prior to January 1, 1988. The carners shall also send a form to each of their new
customers Fnally, the carriers shall make the forms available to any persan or entity
upon reguest

v

Pursuant to 47 CF R. § 54 401(d), the Commission finds the carriers shall be
required to file that information demonstrating that the carner's pian meets the applicable
FCC rules and that the carrier send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers
shall also be reguired 1o incluge in ther annual report to the Commussion the number of
subscrnibers who recewve Lifeline and Link Up support

It 1s therefore
ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible

telecommumications compames providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers to receive the additional $1 .75 in federal support, and it s

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Cemmission will not set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions at thus time, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commussion shall eiiminate the existing TAP
program, that the South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules: that
the Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self-
certification, that the carriers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior 10
January 1, 1998, that the carriers shall aiso send a form to each of their new customers.
and that the carr.ars make the forms available to any person or entity upon request; and
itis
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FURTHER ORDERED, that the carnier shall file with the FCC the information :
demonstrating that the carner’s plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the camer |
send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers shall also include in their
annual report 1o the Commussion the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link

Up support

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this __/ ¢ dfday of Novemb r, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby cerifies Dol Dus
document has been served loday upon of partes of
record in thes doched, 33 Bsted on e docie! serdce
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