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seer e TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

Public Unilities Commussion
State C"'Pi‘ D] 500 F lelih.ll These are the lelecommunications service Mings thet the Commission has recerved lor the pesiod of

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

) - ey 111 7RY
]hont' t‘.!"'\":’ 1782 if you reed & complets copy of & kng liied, overmeghl sipdeied, of Mailed 10 you, please Conlac! Delaane Molto atthin fve days of thes Aling

Fax: {b:ii 773-3809
INTERVENTION

NUMBER TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS TERVENTH
REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

Apphcabon by Journey Telecom Internabonal, inc. for a Certificate of Authority 1o operale as a telecommunicalions company
wathin the state of South Dakota (Staff. TS/TZ)

TCe7-076

Application by Calis for Less, Inc. d'b/a CL for a Certificate of Authonty lo operale as a lelecommunications company within
the state of South Dakota (Staft. TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authorty lo onginate and terminale “intrastate, ntraLATA and
interLATA calis of business and residental customers, lo operate #s a Travel and Detst (Prepaid Caling) Card reseller. and
to provde COCOT/COPT senrace *

TCe7-001

Apphcaton by Crystal Commumnicabons, Inc. for a Certficate of Authorn®y to operate as a lelecommunicabions company within
the stale of South Dakota. (Staft TS/TZ) Applcant seeks authorty o prowde local telecommunications sensces and
ntarerchange tplecommumnicatons senaces  The Apphcan! wall not o'fer any local telecommuncatons SenaCces within a Rural
Telephone Company senace area without seeking separate Commission authority

Applicaton by Quintelco, Inc for a Certficate of Authormty to operate as a lelecommunicabons company within the stale of South
Dakota. (Staft. TS/TZ) Applcanl “intends to subscnbe to and resell all forms of inter-exchange and intra-exchange
telecommuncalions senaces in the state of South Dakota, including local dial tone services Message Telephone Service, Wide
Area Telephone Sonwce, WATS-lke servces, foregn exchange serace, private lines, be ines. access serace cellular sernce
local switched senice and other servwces and facilibes of communicatons common carmers and othe entibes ™

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

Intrastale Telephone Company. inc pursuantto 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designaton as an ehgible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas thal consbtiute s sénice area in South Dakota Intrastale
Telephone Company s the faciibes-based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons
TCO7-077 | serwces in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Bradley (784), Castlewood (793), Clark (532), Florence (758), Hayh (783)
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (947), Webster (345), Willow Lake (625) and Bryant (628). Intrastate Telephone Company, 1o
s knowledge, s the only camer today prowding local exchange telecommunications services in the above identfied exchange
areas (Staft. HBXC)
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TCo7-078

Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. pursuant lo 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks desgnation
as an eligible telecommunicabions carner within the local exchange areas that consttule s serwce area in South Dakota
Interstate Telecommunications Cooperatve s the facilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange
telecommunications senaces in the followang exchanges in South Dakota: Goodwin (785), Clear Lake (874), Gary (272)
Esteline (873), Brandt (876), Astoria (832), Toronto (794). West Hendricks (479), Elilon (S42), White (629). Brookings Rural
(893). Sinai (826), Nunda/Rutland (586}, Wentworth (483) and Chester (489) Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative
to s knowledge, is the only carrer today prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above dentfied
exchange arens (Stalf. HB/KC)

TC97-080

West River Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuant 1o 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herely seeks designation as
an ebgble telecommunicabions carner within the local exchange areas thal consttute s senace area in Scuth Dakota West
River Telephone s the facifes baswed local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange felecommunicabons senaces
m the following exchanges Bmson (244). Buftalo (375), Camp Crook (605-787) and (406-872), Meadow (788) and Sorum (868
West River Telephone, 1o s knowledge, s the only camer today prowding local exchange lelecommunicabions semices in the
above identified exchange areas (Staff HBMXC)

Stateine Telecommunicabons Inc pursuani o 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seehs designation as an elgible
telecommunicabons carnet within the local exchange areas that consttute ds serace arena in Scuth Dakota Stalebne & the
facitbes-based iocal exchange camer presently prowding local exchange lelecommunecatons seraces in the folliowing
exchanges Newell (458), Nsland (257) and Lemmon (805-374) and (701-378) Statelne, 1o s knowledge. is the only carner
today prowvding local exchange lelecommunicabons senvices in the above idenbfied exchange areas (Stalt HB®C)

Accent Communications, Inc pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnaton as an ehgible
lelecominumicabons carner within the local exchange areas thal consttule #s service area Accent m the fackbes based
exchange carmer presently prowding local eschange telecommunicatons senaces in the followang exchanges Bmstol (462

Doland (635). Fredenck (3129). Hecla (954), North Hecla (T01-992) and Meilletie (887) Accent, lo s knowledge s the only
camea today prowding local exchange lelecommurnicabions senaces in the above identified exchange areas [(Stat HB/CH)

James Valley Cooperatve Telephane Company pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks dessgnaton
as an ehgible telecommunicabons camer within (he local exchange areas that constfule #s senrace area in South Dakota
James Valley C:,.{;.pg\l.ﬂ:.c_- Telephone Cr.f!~p.|:'|. m the lacilbes based eact ge carnet presently prowding local eschange
telecommunications semaces in the following exchanges in South Dakowa  Andover (268). Claremont (204), Columitsa (196
Conde (382) Ferney (15%), Groton (387) Houghton (885) and Turton (BBT) .James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company
fo is knowledge, i the only carner foday provding lo- 3l exchange elecommumicabions sensces in the above denbfied
eichange areas (Stal! HB/CH)

Heartland Communicatons, Inc pursuanti o 4T U S C 214{e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an ahgible
lelecommumications carmer within the local exchange areas thal constitule s service area in South Dakota MHeartland
Commumcatons s the facifes-based local exchange camer presenty prowding local eschange lelecommuniCations send

in the foliowing exchanges in South Dakota Platte/Geddes (337) Heartland Commumcations, 1o #s knowledge & the only
cames today provnding local exchange felecommunicatons senaces in the above idenbfied exchange areas (Staft HB/CH
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TC87-086

Mudstate Telephone Company, Inc. pursuanilo 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an oligible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that consttute #s senice area in South Dakota. Msdstate Telephone
Company & the faciibes-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications senvices in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (726), Delmont (778), F1. Thompson (245), Gann Valley (263), Kimbal (778)
New Holland (243), Pukwana (894), Stickney (732) and Whate Lake (249) Mdstate Telephone Company, to s knowledge
@ the only carmier loday provding local exchange telecommunications senvices in the above denbfied exchange areas. (Staft
HB/ICH)

TCeT-087

Baitic Telecom Cooperatve pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
lelecommunicabons cames within the local exchange areas thal constitute fts senvice area. Bafic Telecom Cooperative is the
facilities-based local exchange carnier presently providing local exchange telecommunications senaces in the following
exchanges Baltc (529) and Crooks (543). Balbc Telecom Conper=*se, lo its knowledge. is the only carmier today prowiding
local exchange telecommunicabions senices in the above identified exchange areas. (Staff. HB/KC)

Co7-088

East Plains Telecom, Inc pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas that constitute its servce area. East Plans Telecom, Inc. is the
faciliies-based local exchange carnar presently prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senicas in the lollowing
exchanges Aicester (934), Hudson (984), and East Hudson (712-882) East Plains Telecom, Inc , to its knowledge. is the only
carner loday provding local exchange telecommunications senices in the above dentfied exchange areas (Staft. HBXC)

TC87-085

Western Telephone Company pursuant to 47 US C Z14(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion as 4n eligible
telecommuncatons cames within the local exchange areas that consgiute s senice area in South Dakota. Western Telephone
s the facites-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the following
exchanges: Cresbard (124), Faulkton (588) and Onent (382) Weslern Telephone, to its knowledge, is the only carmaer today
prowiding local exchange telecommunicabons services in the above enbfied exchange areas  (Staft. HBKC)

o7o7eT

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as
an ebgble telecommunicabuns carner withun the local exchange areas that constitule s senrnce area in South Dakots
Stockholm s the facil®es-based local exchange carmer presently prownding local exchange tlelecommunications senaces in the
foliowing exchanges in South Dakota Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Rewlio (623) and South Shose (756). Stockholm fo fts
knowledge, s the only carner today providing local exchange telecommunications senices in the above denbfied sxchange
areas (Statt HBXC)

TCe7.082

Kennebec Telephone Co pursuant to 47 'S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommunications carnar within the local exchange areas that constitute s service area in South Dakola Kennebec
Telephone Co s the faclities-based local exchange carmier presently provding local exchange lelecommunicalons seivices
in the lollowang eachanges Kennebec (868) and Presho (885) Kennebec Telaphone Co , 1o its knowledge. is the only carner
loday prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the above dentified exchange areas (Stall HB/CH)

TC87-003

JeMerson Telephone Co.. Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
telecommunicatons camer within the local exchange areas thal consttute its senice area in South Dakota Jeferson
Telephone Co.. Inc. is the lacilties-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunicatons
sanices in the following exchange: Jefferson [866). Jefferson Telephone Co., Inc , to its knowledpe, s the only carmer loday
provading local exchange telecommunications senices in the above idenlified exchange areas (Staff HB/CH)
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Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuantto 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an
eligible telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area. Sully Buttes Telephone is
the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications senices in the following
exchanges VWes! Onda (264), Hitchcock (266), Seneca (436), Tolstoy (442), Onaka (447), Wessington (458), Langford (493)
Rosholt (537), Tulare (596), Highmore (852), Hanold (875), Ree Heghts (843), Hoven (848) Blunt (962) and East Omda (873)
Sully Buttes Telephone, to s knowledge, s the only carrier today prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senaces in the
above entified exchange areas (Stall: HB/CH)

Venture Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnaton s an ehgible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that consttute its senice area Venture Commumicatons = the
facilities-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange ltelecommuricabons semices in the folloming
exchanges. Onida (258), Bowdle (285), Roscoe (287), Pierpont (325), Brittan (448}, Britton, ND (701-443), Roslyn (486)
Wessington Spangs (5308), Selby (649), Gettysburg (765) and Lebanon (T68) Venture Communications, to its knowledge, s
the only carner loday prowding local exchange lelecommurscations senraces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft

HBCH

06/15/97

orore?

TC97-0

SANCOM, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion as an elgible telecommunications
camet within the local exchange areas that consitute s service area in South Dakota SANCOM i the facites-based local
exchange cames presently provading local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the followang exchanges in South Dakota
Wolsey (883), Parkston (928) and Tripp (935). SANCOM, to ts knowledge, s the only camer today prowding local exchange
telacommunicabons seraces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft HB/CH)

o

Sanborn Telephone Cooperatve pursuant to 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an ebgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas tha! consbtute #s senice area in South Dakota Sanbomn
Telephone m the taciSes-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange lelecommumncatons sensces in the
following exchanges in South Dakota Ethan (227), M Vemnon [236), Letcher (248) Forestburg (495), Artesan (527)
Woonsocket (T96] and Alpena (849) Sanbom Telephone, (o s knowledge, s the only carmes today providing local exchange
lelecommunications serices in the above denbfied exchange areas (Stal HBICH)

T

@

Berestord Mursaipal Telephone Co pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herely seeks desgnation as an elgible
Islecommumcations carmel withun the local exchange areas thal constitute s senvce afea i South Dakota Beresford Tel
= the faciltes-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications services in the followang
eichange Bereslord (T63) Bersalord Tel  to s knowledge. i the only carrier loday pronwding local exchange
telecommumcabons serdces in the above dentfied exchange areas iStaff HBXEC)

06/19/97

oTRO7eT

Roberts County Tl ephone Cooperatve Assocabon pursuantto 47T US C 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seeks de sgnabor
as an eligible lelecommumicabons carner within the local eschange areas thal consttule #s senice area Roberts County
Telephone Cooperative Assocabon s the facdbes-based local exchange cather piesently prowding al exchange
telecommuncations senaces in the followang eachanges North New Efington. ND (TO1-834) New Effington (817) and Clase
City (652) Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association, fo s knowledge, is the onfy carner today prowding loca
exchange lelecommumnicabons sefaces in the above dentified exchange areas (Stall HBXC)




TCH7-100

RC Communicatons, Inc. pursuani to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as an eligible
telecommunicaBons carmer within the local exchange areas that consttute its service area. RC Communications s the facidies-
based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (701-534), Wilmot (938), Peever {932). Veblen (7318) and Summil (388) RC Communicabons, o its
kniwledge, is the only carmer loday providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above dentified exchange
areas. (Staff. HB/XC)

06/1997

070797

TC97-101

Splitrock Properties, Inc. pursuani to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an elgible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas thal constiule fs service area in South Dakolta Spitrock
Propertes, Inc. is the faclities-based local exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senvices
inthe fo” - “ng exchanges in South Dakota. Howard/Carthage (772) and OldhamyRamona (482). Sphtrock Propertes, Inc
1o s knowledge. s the only carmer today prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senvices in the above dentified
exchange areas. (Staff: HB/XC)

Q70787

TC97-102

Spitrock Telecom Cooperative. Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constituls its service area. Splitrock Telecom Cooperative,
Inc. is the facilites-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunications serices in the
following exchanges: Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-584) and (507-597). Spitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc . to s
knowiedge, is the only camer loday prowviding local exchange telecommunications senvices in the above dentified exchange
areas (Stafl: HBKC)

0811997

oro7me?

TC97-105

Tri-County Telecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
felecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitute s senvice area in South Dakota  Tn.County
Telecom, Inc is the facilities-based local exchange carrier piasently prowding local exchange telecommunications senices
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Claylon (825) and Emery (443). Tn-County Telecom, Inc., to its knowledge s
the only carmer today prowding local exchange telecommunications serices in the above denbified exchange areas (Stalf
HB/CH)

061887

ovo7eT

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TCO7-079

U § WEST Communications, Inc_ filed for approval by the Commission the Type 1 Paging Agreemaent between KJAM Mobila
Paging and U 5 WEST. "This Agreement was reached through voluntary negotiations without resort to mediation or arbitration
and is submitted for approval pursuan! lo Section 252(e) of the Communications Act of 19J4, as amended by the
Telecommunicabons Act of 1986... KJAM Mabile Paging and U S WEST further request that the Commission approve this
Agreement without a heanng and without allowang the inlervention of other partes Because this Agreement was reached
through voluntary negotations, t does nol rarse issues requiring @ hearing and does not concern other parties not a part of the
_negotiations. Expeditious approval would further the public interest "

06/168/97

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TC87-082

U S WEST Communications filed tanff sheets thal remove references lo exchanges that have been sold by U S WEST The
sale was effectrve June 1, 18987, In addiion, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up lems U S WEST has

requesied an effective date of Juns 1, 1897 for this filing. (Statt: DJ/CH)
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

MNA I East Plains Telecom_ Inc on June 13 1657
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October 1, 1997

Mr. Richard D. Cod
Executive Director
sSDITC

P.O Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE Elgible Telecommunications Carner application, TC97-085
Hearlland Communicalions, Inc

Lear Mr.Coit

The above-relerenced application has been reviewed by the staff of the Public Utilities
Commission The following additional information is needed in order for the Commission 10
consider this application

1. Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. 54.101(a)(4), single-party service or its funciional equivalen! must
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunications Camer (ETC) to receive universal
servico support mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this servica?

2. Pursuant 1o 47 C.F R. 54 405 and 54 411, Lifelne and Link Up services must be made
available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers. Does the applicanl company, as
referenced above, make these services available 1o qualifying consumers?

3. Please provide a verification by an authorized officer, under oath, to the Commission in
which the appliicant represents to the Commussion that the tacls slated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response 1o dala request nos. 1 and 2, above, are truthful

Please respond by October 14, 1997. Upon receipt of this information, it will be evaluated by
staff and the matier will be scheduled for consideration by the Commission. Thank you for
your atiention to thus matier

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

ely.

Camron Hoseck
Staff Attorney

ct. Harlan Bes!




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
OF HEARING

TC97-068

TC97-069

TC87-070

TC97-071

TC97-073

TC97-074

TC97-075

TC97-077

TCs7-078

TC97-080

TCa7-081




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.

TC97-083

TC97-086

TC97-088

TC97-089

TC97-092

TC97-093

TC97-094

TC97-095

TC97-096




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

TCS87-097

TC97-100

TC97-101

TCa7-102

TC87-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC97-114

TC97-115

TC97-117

TCo7-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/BIA ) TC97-130
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A ) TC97-131

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 Utlies Commission (Commission) recerved requests from
the above caplioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as eligible
telecommumicalions carmers

The Commussion electronically transmitted notice of the fiings and the intervention
deadlines to interested individuals and entihes.  On June 27, 1997, the Commission
receved a Petiion to Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems_ Inc (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom, Inc (DTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TC97-075) On July 15 1997, at its regularly scheduled meeting, the Commission granted
intervention o DTS and DTI in Docket TC97-075 No other Pelitions to Intervene were
filed

The Commussion has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26
and 49-31, including 1-26-18, 1-26-19  49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49-31-11_and 47
USC §214(e)(1) through (5)

The 1ssues at the hearning shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned
telecommumications compames should be granted designator as eligible
telecommumications camers. and (2) what serwice areas shall be established by the
Commussion




A hearing shall be heid at 130 P M, on Wednesday, November 19, 19597, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SOCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be present and to be
represented by an attorney  These nghts and other due process rights shall be forfeited
if not exercised at the hearing i 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 testimony and
evidence provided, if arty, during the hearing or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20 After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence
and testimony that was presented at the hearing.  The Commussion will then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request frc 1 any of the above
captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible
telecommunications camer, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunications camers. The Commussion’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 heid at the time and place specified above on
the issues of whether the above captioned lelecommunications companies shouid be
granted designation as elig ble telecommunications carniers, and the Commission shall
establish service areas for eligible telecommunications carrners

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabiliies Act, this hearng is 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 heanng if you have special needs so arrangements
can be made to accommodate you

A

day of November, 1997

Daled at Pierre, South Dakota. this 7

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The underugned hereby cerlifies that This BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

dociament has been served loday upon all parties
e L s Commissioners Burg, Nelson and

service lisd, by facsamule of by fust class mail, in Schoenfelder
property addressed enuelopes, with chaiges

WILLIAM BULLARD, JR
Executive Direclor

___{OFFICIALSEAL)




THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SCUTH DAKOTA

RECEIVED

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE ) DEC 027 1997

FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS )

COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS BOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC

ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS: )UTILITIES COMMISSION
)

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-068

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS

COOPERATIVE, INC.

TC97-069

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

TC97-070

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE
ASSOCIATES, INC.

TCS7-

SITUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPARNY TCH7-

| FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC

| INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
| COMPANRY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS,
CENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

| JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

4

NI RILT
FaNY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. “TCY7-08S

TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC

T

IC97-08

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
!
)
)

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE ) TC97-08

]
 EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC. Y TCeT-088




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.

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEFPHONE
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC

SPLITROCK

TELEPHONE COMPANY

EPHONE

s ¥
| S &

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC37-092
TC37-093

TC97-094

TC97-
TC97 -
TC97-
TCS7-0

TC97?




HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

| HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A
MCCOOK TELECOM

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO.

R . e Fa T A ST PR <
WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

RIVER TELCO

November 19, 1997

1:30 P.M.

Room 412, Capitol Building
Pierre, South Dakota

Jim Burg, Chairman
Laska Schoenfelder,
Fam Nelson, Commissi

ylayne Ailts Wiest
‘amron Hoseck
Karen Cremer
Harlan Best
ob Knadle
A. Rislov
Jacobson
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PROCEEDINGS

IRMAN BURG: Okay. We’'ll go ahead and get|

1 begin the hearing for the dockets
he eligil lecommunications carriers
oximately 1:50. d
Novembe

R

present )X din this

to the Co

issued Novemi

sany should be granted
telecommunications carriers;

established by

c
the parties. The Commission's
appealed by the parties to the
1d the State Supreme Court.

will act as Commission
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MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff.

MR. HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission

MS. WIEST: We have had a reguest to take one

cf these dockets first and that's TC97-075. Do any of

”
o
w
La.t
o
-
]
£
L.

the parties want to make an opening statemen

begin? l

"’

Why don‘t you proceed with 075 then. i
|
MR COIT: Sure, that’s fine I ceally dnn'd
have an opening statement. There are a couple of
exhibits that we would like to admit. And I understand

there’'s alsc been some letters sent to the Commission

hat we would like to admit into the record as evidence

P

n the ETC questions And that would be Exhibit Number
! d |
l, which 1s the application of Fort Randall for ETC !
iesignation, and Exhibit No. 2, which is the response I
|
£ Fort Randall O a data request from staff, dated, Ii
believe ctober R And there are two letters I !
i t know if we e marked those yet
EXHIBITS N i and 4 WERE MARKED FOR -
|
IDENTIFICATION
1
]
MR. COIT There are two other exhibits that |
b 1 - . 'l
Ave been marked Exhibit No 1 Kathy Marmet, is that |
t ecLter  » ¥ 41 r is Exhibit 3 the letter l
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9 l6th and one the 19th

1 MR COIT I think so0 Is that rig
Exhibi r] - P 1 G - !
2xhibi is that the 19th? Okay. I had a

was dated yesterday, but the ones we have

13 for admission today, I believe both the letters
14 dated the 19th, November 19th
M5. WIEST So the letter from Mr.
| lated ne i1%th
1 MR 01T ¥ Sorry about that
] ME Wi And that's Exhibit 4
MR 1T I a 't know why they're
I ? | — b
44 F & ¥ r 1y The 19+ % 1 t & One we‘re seeking
: 1dmise ! I I believe Yes they are ident
- W € eeKing admission L+ the l1l9th letter
23 M C WIE T I - thay'va e Y -
they're not exact
4 ientical bur we 3 wWith the 13th 1
etter from Dakota don't believe we got cop
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manner.

Let’s just go through them and
the witness. Le

have any questions on

CHATRMAN BURG: Just a . What
data reguest

MS.

MR { : there a chance
onsider or 1 128€ &N mMass as
ndicated or
d rather not just because
couple guestions on some

Okay. Should I go ahead

1 .
vockert - A R

.
a

i the actual

Company. And

Vivian Telephone

om Commission sta
£ those exhibits, do
"t have them here with me
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It's available to all customers?
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A. Right.
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3 i MS. WIEST: Thank you. That's only

4 | questicon I have,. Does anybody else have any guestions
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ess for 0687 I1f not, thank you I did
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7 f MR. COIT: We would move the admission of

(]
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ER SCHOENFELDER: Excuse me, I do

14 | not have the data reguest up here with me for some

16 and ask Mrx Lie about the Lifeline Link Up I think

N
"
1]
t
o
b= |
.
¥
3]
C
[
M
.
E
Y
Rk
'S
(4
-
b
i»
m
Q.
=
L\
[T+]
0
ty
']
n]
e

15 | need ¢t Know whnether Lthis company is doing Lifeline

- " . - " I

20 { Link Up r or whether you need to -- whether you i
|

21 ntend to have that implemented by 1-1? |

- = . Ve y ref i ! 1

Ll A Iou"re referring to the 1 ~ ne

=] > the Vivian Telephone J

|

23 Company? !
|

Yeah, Vivian is

i
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in their original applications. {

MR. COIT: I was at the conclusion of going

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

basically -- befcre the Commission acts on any of E
these, going to restate the request. But if the ;
Commission has questions of Mr. Lee with respect tec !
|
certain aspects of providing it, I would - yeah, 1 ;
|
| would suggest you go ahead and ask i\ 1
CHAIRMAN BURG: No, I don’t have a problem as|

long as we know all of them that's going to apply to.

In other words, if it applizs o every one of them
then the statement at :he end saying it applies on
of them is adequate fo - me. Or if you have some t
already could do the toll control, we need ro know
that. I douot if there are any at this time.

Mk COIT: Ne, ve don't. And the waiver

request 1s included in all the applications. But

t make gsure t was ruled on I was intending on
oringing it up again at the end

CHAIRMAN BURG Okay That's fine with

MS. WIES Any other questiocns of this
witness regarding 060 and 0697 If not, we will go
TC97-070

MR. COIT: Again, I would move for the
admission of twoc exhibits in TC97-070, and that is

C
9
all

hat

el
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We would move for the admission of

|

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-12-37 |
|

| |

and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data reguest dated
97.
MS. WIEST: he any objections?
2 have bee i t 5 Are there any
concerning | ? have the pame guestion on

Rich, with respect to the data reguest number
P

an affidavit be adegquate?

Yeah, as far as a customers.

1 will make =1 gets

ETC reguest
or admission of Exhirk
response to data request dated 10-5
is also an Exhibit No. 3 in this docke
staff data request.
dacted 1 B-97 T e the admission of all

exhibi

MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, those




have been

.TC reguest dat

Exhibit No.




MS. WIEST: Are there any objections to

2? 1If not, they’'ve been admitted. Any questions

regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this

you will be asking at the end about the waiver iuﬂ

f

ingle party and all the other waivers; is that

Is there a waiver request in the
party issue?
Yes.

I wasn't aware of that. I

|
|
|
|
|

understood tl | some companies that had purchaseﬂ

U S West exchanges that were still in the process of

converting scome party lines. But, yes, if they need a

waiver, I gu 3 . 11 renew that reguest. I don't

have a 1 ormation I can provide.
believe, Mr. L you here representing Stateli
in conversations wj
ateline management
they would likely nee
11 time
rovide
ir application they're
ailver,; correct?

© sh




wr
- ¥

probab

w "
1] L]
[T} =}
x =
L |
u =
E
v
e
-
[
(-4
-
-4

dequate.

l1d be ad

u L

L wOo

Tha

LEE

=

- 1]
£
i

[+

" L}
[+ 4
=2

we [ 4]

e

w -5

fal

Lol

-+ i

-]
| =t
™

-
-

.
e

—
]
0

o]

&
Le
ot

[*

e

anc

“s =
1&8

m

5]
P

=]

Lad

ay.




O ol s Dy

=

party service to all customers, and the second waiver
on toll control for one year -- one year from what
date, Rich?

ink I would guess

he order

|
SCHOENFELDER : I /e a question|

ing about the wai: )th on tell

ake

|
|
ngle party service. I
|

1
|
|

Commission

1 circumstances, you can make
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabor|

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 thesge.
cor you send them on to the FCC, we need to be sure that
you have spelled out why these companies -- at least
this is what I'm understanding -- why these companies

can't do 1 control and why it’s going to take that

lon eriod of time to do single party service.

ink that should be in the application
at least in our motion as we approve it,
something on the record to support

MS5. WIEST: They do explain the reason

lication, their original applicaticn,

toll

SCHOENFELDER: Okay.
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[+ 2]

Mr. Lee, where they're at in deploying the techn

that we need to do these two things and what kin

delays you might expect. Because 1 don’t want t

it's been ived

-

perc

|
|
|
should g forward. i
MR LEE Sure Okay. I might respond to |
that in general; and then if there are specific !
|
questions, I'd be happy to do that But the issue of |
|
|
toll limitaction, which I believe under the FCC's
iescription identifies a toll restriction and a toll
control and the issue at hand is in the toll control

_‘
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subscriber is to be able to control the amount o
monthly billl, at which time a restriction automa
“ . and disailows access to the long distar
tworh To my knowledge, there is no switch ve
nited States today who provides that apabi

w i t Ewit ! know that the endors are
t could not it here with a clear consci

And 1ind ate ¢t 3t X late that 1 w af
be available iven my honest opinion, I would
i i ] avallap.is = Che i#nera. popu.ation w
year's time period And therein is the reascn I
believe that SDITC members ask for the one-year

be inc

h
b
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ndor in
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w:*u‘nﬂ
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The second or alternative to that is a

software provisioning of toll control. And, again, to

my knowledge, there i1s no interface between a software

system and a switch that has that

Prin il k use j ol take re

SCHOENFELDEF : An
5 not permissive
ed to do all of
ncludes both, that'
CHOENFELDER: I bel
FCC for clarificati
I know,

I do that tha

doubt I have better
been handed
ication
the FCC.

SCHOENFELDER: Okay.
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available, it is in the public interest and would
| very supportive of that concept.

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that

long as the motion is understood
be some formal way to limit toll for

that everybody understands

CHAIRMAN BURG: I think in every applicati

you agreed that you can do toll restricrion --
Right
remember

Bati
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MR. COIT: We would move for the

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

Exhibit No. 2, the respcocnse to staff data request

is dated 10-8
Any objection
Any guestions regarding 0837
BURG: I°11
1l control in
IONER NELSON: Secon
NER SCHOENFELDER:
T: TCH97-084.

MR. : We move for the admission of

the

request dated 6€-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.

move f 3 nission of Exhibit No.

dated 10-8-

18 'fi"_j.:'_
Seconded.
I* )11

ion

application that

Lo all consumer
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4 Yea rhat was Bob's question. And the reason he
T the question is it was actually in the original
. applicatian S if you look at the original
7 | application on page twc under gquestion number three,
- they do state that they provide single party service to|
I
3 | all consumers in their service area Number four down
11 n that list
1
il COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Okay

12 MS. WIEST: Thank you. Okay.

e
[
]
"]

W3
o
"
o

-
-
o
s
"

14 MR. COIT: We move for admitting of Exk

1¢€ N i1, the ETC reguest, dated 6-17-97, and Exhibitc Nc

.

1¢ a the response ¢t staff{ data request dated 10-10-97 |
1 ] WIEST ANY bijections? If not they've |
8 bee admicted have the same gquestion here with i
1 respe to question numbe:z ne |
2 MR *OIT Mr Benton is available to respond
21 t juest ic » 1 believe I1s this Heartlan Right?

g H can y respond ¢t ANy guestions?

24 | benalf which will be Heartland Communications, and
they are coffering all single




MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to all

customers? Any other questions concerning this

docket? Is there a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: *ll move

| waiver for toll control to TC37-0B9

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

WIEST: 085, I believe,

ingle party; correct?

Single party to all customers?
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| this one, Mr

MR. LEE: Correct.

MS. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-088.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit Ne. 1, ETC request dated §-17-97, and response
to staff data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is
dated 10-17-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, Exhibits
1 and 2 have been admitted,

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

on toll control in TC97-088 for one yesr,

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second ict.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS5. WIEST: ¥YOUu answer my guestion on

MR. I ; npany name, please?
Plains.

ntly is all single party




been admitted. Same guestion.

MR. COIT: I don't believe that Mr. Lee is

presenting Western today. What did they say in

esponse?

concerts
move t L we
TC97-090 for one

NELSON: I1'd second




COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-092.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

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

Telephone Company dated 6-18-97, and move for the

admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the

regponse to

staff data regquest dated 10-10-97. And I would note

Mr. Rod Bauer is here to respond to any gquestions

ssioners or staff may have concerning

Any guestions concerning this
I1f net, do you have a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit both those?

MS. 28T ¢ n sorry, 1 did not. I w

-
& &

:

onse to staf

And I would
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k Connors is available to answer any
2 | qguestions concerning the Jefferson request.

MS. WIEST: Any objection to the exhibits

f not they've been admi

.
"
re

ted. Any questions

S | concerning this docket?
[
7 for toll control in TC97-091 for one year

|
6 | CHAIRMAN BURG 1'll move we grant a waiver ’
|
|
|

- "OMMISSIONER NELSON I'd second it
- -OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER
MS. WIEST TC97-094 !
|
ME 01T We'd move for the admission of
i
2 | Ex t N 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97, |
and m e for e admission of Exhibit No. 2 which is ;
B eSSy - iata reguest dated 1 . |
M WIE Any object nt Exhibits 1 and
£ b 1f not thogse exhibits have been admitted Do you
have any witnegses for this one?
1 8 MHE COIT Mx Lee is available for both
1 3 Buttes and Venture
: MS. WIEST 1 ust had a guestion, I gquess,
: ncerning single party service because in this one it
232 does say should facilities not allow immediate single |
23 | party service, Sully Buttes may offer multi-party
L ervice until the facilities are restored or installed
t 1llow for single party service. Has that occurred
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1 in the past?

A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no

~Ing e
(8]

3 | multi-line. The fact is all single party service. 1 |
4 | think they added that language such that if there were
5 | a diraster that they had to respond to, they wanted to
6 | reserve the right to offer party line under the

7 | emergency basis only. But they have for a number of

B | years been all single party service.
| |

9 | MS. WIEST: Any other questions? {
10 1 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1*1l] move we grant a waiver !
11 :on toll cc:trol for TC97-094 for one year.

12 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

13 i COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, I°'11

14 irgncu:. l
| {

15 MS. WIEST: TC97-095. 1

16 | MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
|

17 :ETT, Exhibit No. 1, dated €-15-97, and admission of ,

18 :axhzb:t No. 2, response to data regquest dated 1

19 | 10-15-97. I would point out that I believe that there

20 might be an issue with respect to single party service

21 !dﬂ-.ﬂ° in this case as well

22 MS. WIEST: Right. At this time are there

23 | any objections to Exhibit 1 and 2? If not, they’ve
24 | been admitted. Yes And it would appear they would

25 | need a waiver. And my question for apparently they
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install single party serv

construction season. So

MR. CO

COMMISSICONER S5C}
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ce during

guess my

apparently they haven’'t asked for a

have three multi-party customers and they plan

the 1988
guestion

waliver,.

we would on their

think Mr. Lee would be able to

(=]

questions on that 1 assume S0 anyway.

But that

same June

respond

would be

1 date woul

and mo
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Are you

correct,
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admission of Exhibi
dated 10-10-97.
MS. WIEST

been admitted. Any
AIRMAN
in
COMMISSIO

COMMISSIO

Exhibit No.

No. 2, response
MS.
Doe

this dac
CHAIRMAN

in

COMMISS1O

requeat dated

admission of

| and

data regi

.
est

MS. WIEST:

WIEST:

t No. 2, response to data request

: Any objections? If not, they'wv

questions concerning this docket?

BURG: I'l1l move we grant a waiver

TC97-096 for one Yyear.

NER NELSON: I1'd second it.

NER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

move for the admission

gt, dated 6-19-97, and

request dated 10-10-97.

Any cbjections? If not,

s anybcdy have any questions

ket?

BURG: 11 move we grant a

TC97-097 for cne year.

NER MNELSON: 1'd second

sCHOENFELDER : Concur.

move for the admission of ETC

which is marked Exhibit Ne. 1,

No. 2, which is the response

10-14-97.

Any cocbjection to Exhibits 1 and

sl
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this that as

than
Association of Te
had

we'yve there

ty v
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EMER :

[EST:

(s

COMMISSI

representing RC

‘ll] have to de

N

manager of the South Dakota

lephone Co-ops and the daily requests

hat they do, in fact. provide all

ice throughout Roberts County Co-

ice for your

Is 1at

That's sufficient.

Okay.
BURG: I"ll move we gran

in TC97-099 for one j tar.

NELSON: I1‘'d second it.

ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur

TCS7-1400.
move

for the admission of

the ETC reguest

response to




CHAIRMAN URG:
TC97-100 for one year.
1'd second ict.

Concur.

the admiss

Any objection? f t, they've ]
ons concerning this docket? I
‘ll move we grant waiver {DJ
Or One year.
I'd second ict.

~

;DER: Concur

9-97, and

regquest

=gqu

move we grant

one year.




COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd s
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

TC97-105

Mr. ! e hat 187 1 ingle party se
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request permission t
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Telephone Company service area. It has been
late seventies.
M5. WIEST: Are there any
this witness? Thank you.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘ll move we grant
TC97-113 for one year.
NELSON: I'd Jecon

Concur.

the admission
Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone
- - that's Exhibit No.
of Exhibit No. 2, wh
requests of staff dated 10-

well to respond to

cf all, any

they’'ve been

Company,|

And also




Exchanges,

Service
Wall Lake

ER:

LD
rd and

SSIONER SCHOENFE




WIEST: Any objection? If not

y

been admitted. Any questions c
CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll move we gri
for one year,

MMISSIONER NELSON: d secon

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

or the admission of
of Kadoka, dated 7-3-97,

2, response to data

jections to Exhibits 1

tted. Any gquestcions

move we grant a waiver
or one vear.

I'll second it.

ction to Exhibits




ve been admitted.

ockec?

N BURG: 11 move we grant a waiver

to Exhibits 1

Any questions

one

o

Any question




1 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’1l move we grant a waiver

- £ 11 1 ¢ o
£« | £O0r toll control in TCHS

3 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd secon it

3 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: ur

! |
S | M5. WIEST: TC57-154.
& | MR. COIT: We would move into the record I

]
ad
.|

L]
m
|
0

7 | Exhibit No. 1, the

=]

request, dated %-10-9%7, and alsol
|

B | Exhibit No. 2, the response toc data request dated

10 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit 1 and

11 |27 If not, they have been admitted,. Let’'s see, on

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

"
L2
E
W
-]

] - F > - i
requested for the waiver. I assume you st

14 the one year?

8 MS. WIEST They request a waiver but this is

T * o 5 ¥ i
~fe lew ones that didn't ask for one year, as

/]
P
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o
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s |
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I was

22 was being reguested

23 BEOB BARFIELD,

24 called as a witness, being first duly sworn
25 was examined and tescified as follows




renewed

antc

response to your gquest

not have a date, Ar aAs we

provide this, that's the reason

1 4
ling ¢

‘anted

have




question with respect to the length of the waiver.

MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be
We would ask for a year on the waiver.
WIEST: Thank you. Any other guestions?
I‘'ll move that we

155 for one

ISSIONER NELSON: I'd second
SIONER SCHOENFELDER:

IEST: Thas 1 i . Let's

I would just note
DITC member company,

resent Three River Telco.

cbody is her:?
Do we have any ques
to have representation?
Scmebody needs to move
if you're loocking
as the body.

MS. CR L Otherwise, I can move

two exhibits e 1 10-10-97, the

10-16 of '97

3-37 is the amended request, and




in
Ao

- A » ~ ¥ o - TF
=ST Any objection? if not, they've

(X

: been admitted. Are there any guestions concerning this

4 | docket? I would note that their application does
request a waiver for one period for control.
[ CHAIRMAN BURG There isn't a gquestion on the
- 1
single party line, though, 18 there? I
P MS. WIEST N i
4 CHAIRMAN BURG I"ll move we rant a waiver
|
for toll control in TC97-167 for one year. |
|
11 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second.

12 OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
1EST At this time did you want to go

14 |ro U 5 West, or is Harlam going to speak to these

1 docket:
. M5 "REMER We'll finish up these first
Ms WI1EST kay. I
TAFF E BIT N 1 WAS MARKED FOR |
R S |
& e N rF i n & " [ |
|
HARLAN BEST, |
|
d.led as a witness, being firat duly sworn |
1
W d examined and testified as follows
2 DIRECT E INATION
|
24 | BY MR. HOSECK |
< Would you state your name for the record,
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2 | s Harlan Best.

3 | Q. And what is your job?
4 A 1 am deputy director of fix~d utilities for
O .
S | the Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota. !
|
£ G And have you been present in the hearing rooﬂ
| |
7 | this afterncon for the hearing on these applications? |
8 A Yes i
|
9 Q. Ard have you had the opportunity to review [
10 | the caption in the notice of this hearing which lists
11 | the cases which are before the Commission on this date?
12 A. Yes
13 | Q. And are you familiar with the applicatiens in
i4 | each of these cases?
E
- A Yes.
|
16 Q. As a part of your job, have you reviewed |
|
t7 | those applications? !
18 A Yes I have !
19 | Q. You have before you an exhibit numbered
20 | staff*'s No 1; 18 that correct?
21 A Yes
22 | Q And is that an exhibit that you prepared in
23 the course of your duties?
P A Yes 1E 15
25 | 2 Just briefly explain to the Ccmmission,
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A. b ng 3 - i is across

the companies regquesting

sel that is
ve dockets. Down the gide, the
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ed within the columns is the
ctive companies gave within

bit 2 that have been admit

any changes or corrections
ould like to make at this

aware of is under Vivian
-068, under the Lifeline

be available -97.,

aware of any other

That would be handled later.




Is there any objection?

My comment would be that

received t had an opportuni
through toc make su i i8 ate.

Best

ocbjecti

ST: Dkay. Then Staf

all of the docke

cay Thank you
review C these

whatever exte

i A
>

the appli

ing an

-~ -
4 L

o advertising service

hange a recommendation to the




€ an opinion as
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an eligible

has been undertaken,|

MTAI R e

F s T LT R




MR. COIT: No further questions.

MS. WIEST: Ms. Rogers?

ROGERS: No, no questions.

MS. WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

MR. HEASTON: No.

CHAIRMAN BURG: The only question I'd have is
there any -- 1s advertising identified in any way? 1s
there any criteria for what advertising means in the
context of this? Is the methods in the FCC Order as
| well?

I'm sorry, what was the
gquestion?
CHAIRMAN BURG: The question T had for Harlan

or anybody else is, is there a meaning, is there a

| description, definition for advertising, what that

constitutes?
MS5. WIEST: Under the statute itsgel
(1) (B) they must advertise the availability of
services and if you're referring to the services
that are supported by federal universal service and the

charges therefore using media of general distribution.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. I think that satisfies|

COMMISSIONER MNELSON: Does that mean for




M5. WIEST:

ecommendation, I

Are you
Commissioner

ndir th

hey have to advertise this

That would be

halieve.

SCHOENFELDER::
llow up --

son's guestion,

advertise once

d that you
once

‘Te

be
be an

dvertisement

CHOENFELDE

is5

to?

excuse me, to fol

Are you doing

3

ow

are you

each year after

have to send an

lly and then to

sent
advertis

of this

Okay.
tThe

answer Co

-




A. Yeg, They would do it originally, and

2 | year after.

MS. WIEST: How would they advertise?

Where would y advertise?
MS. WIEST:
Whatever general distribution it meets
assume, it means newspapers and those
ions.
WIEST: So it could be any type of
ion media once a year?

is available within their given

it would only be for those

now by federal universal

changed a

would have t&

re there any other guestions o
thank you. Actually,
the stand, Harlan? 1 guess

Could you look at your exhibit




there to

o you

ake a short b
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Exhibict 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,
M5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1, 2
Do you have a copy of the se ‘vice territory
Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 12

they‘ve been admitted. You may proceed,

easton.

MR. HEASTON: We would also join in the
motion on tne toll control. The reason we did not seek
4 walver in the initial application is because as I

read Paragraph 388 of the Order in the DA 97-157

indicated that blocking would be sufficient in the

.

dependent upon when you upgraded
0 we do not feel we need a waiver of
wisdom seams to be there

follow the herd here




le we agree with Bob Barfield in his observation

we don'’ know when it's going to happen,
time limit om it, but
year with the
not the ability to
the ability is too expensive to
€ to come back to thi
waiver of that, of

the essential

Would the Commissioners

Did we admit the exhibitsg?

that we waive to

about one b T2aS0ONsS wWe WwWer
ast was because } f b

use

wWe

1 1

4




there. I can understand why technology wasn’t
but didn’'t -- I wasn't in Congress when they
that was part

MR. HEASTON: It's

an FCC dictate.
NELSON: But it has the same

1d statute unless ic’'s changed in

That’s true. But unless the
rged them to do.
NELSON: Right. So I'm

seconding your moti ith the understanding it's

exactly as 1 tad st i 4 originally; is that

mean the motion was

OCNER SCHOENFELDER:
a waiver for one year, and
the motion had anything more than

waiver from toll coentrol for one

CHAIEMAN BURG: It doesn’

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then I'11
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1
¥ ]

I'm saying. though
a record that

1T was

h b

you could debate.
supporting scmething for
did.

a comment




pieces of paper. So if we can find a way to
consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any
suggestions. That's all I have.
MR. HEASTON: 1 have Mr. Lehner available
and we do have a couple guest.,ons to ask him.
JON LEHNER,
called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

was examined and testified as follows:

i

Lehner, in our application we described

eliminating multi-party services and going

arty service throughout U S5 West service
update the Commission on the status of

with what we’'ve already put in the

October 31 of this year cthe

and four-partcy

the Commission about

iti-partcy




oW -

e
a

m (1] Il (i r] i o ba 0 |
e ad E o e L Ly L | a |
(o] L] . ed ol m x > " - |
b b o - @ v 8l i L L Lo JI |
e v 0 o £ " [ o - . w |
— o o 4] @ x [ = o g
_ ] (1] [ (] n %] X “ o - -] b4 (7] |
E - i @ £ @ O o - - ] ¢ o]
m 1] - = 0 i o iz [ wd £ i L U = L]
ad & (o ¢ - v - & =} o™ ) - |
_ m e — "~ i = [+] it . P 4 . /]
- 1) - o [+ W o4 r-) N o L0 " 1 -] _
=~ - = E W - b o wn = - L o i m
E it o e o 4 o v = o i Ty 2 a |
-t u i U m W bi L] il i b & - o] O
-~ g v | a m = = = L] -4 b - a o = o |
v = L o v - Q o o 0 v Lt { - = &
o 0 o b 0 '] c ) o ( o M o |
(9] [H] m =~ il i m i LT} = -m A5 o = |
_ ad = — o » O 4 - — . -4 e I ad s 4
| ) " =1 E L] = [+9 L — — 9 - i w o
_ W E o W ) I = & H 4 ' -+ rﬁ L] -
-4 1] wd i x ba ] t - L il ud 0 E ¥ bi 1] i - |
| L3 o b e a -] - v = -] b4 ) -
b | i ad L 1] 1 3 ad — ] . ' L5 - | . |
0 - = m £ | o - o 4 4l t = & E |
_ [~ W _” 0. O il 4 be b m -4 x = hu e ™ 4 L
| L] [ 1] 4 W 4] L] L - & | 3 [ =
ad - w Y e T ] & | i) i i i -
| £ s @ — = m v ] ™ @ . x A E | .
\ t W k3 = i o & 0 b LU 1 b4 1 i o ki
| - i O ( ie] = v LT X 0 L . = ir . | - }
| b be U L [ “ 0o =] ] t (" [l
| 0 - 5| o o 1 . 1] L& b & b
(= w i L & wh @ -] & [} .| i 4 v wm (o
- x L E = o 3 £ L bl £ 1 4]
| - v ¢ i £ & 1 L] o W . " e & ' .
! Q. ' 0 1] 3 b b | i b i - P | b ) (A
| & 0 0 4] v s ' . : -]
L1 t ] L L i - . . .4 i m ' A . -
| 8 -~ S Q. ‘ = N - . £ i . _h ) ad o
_ I w i (&% ; oL B | o = 4 v e ) x * : o] L e j
| ;| 1 - ] 4 i ‘ tad ] »
| 4 -] = (9 - ° o . = ]
- v w - ' | t b W
W L] [ o i (8] b W (8 [
ot e 1 ¥ s O 4 =] ¥ i, . o 1 .| 1 ot 2
2 ad i r & : -
w ] b i e b 1 > ‘
| 0 b - a ) E T8 kb - i o
| I O 5 @ - ke 3 o ba '8 d - i
| e 3 3 a i o - o n s o -
.
ot r - - u & I o ¥ -t i i -+ . I r . i -F




exhibit. Let me just read them off. Arlington

four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, four; Huron,

Lake

"OMMISSIONER NELSON: Do you want

A Arlington, four; Belle Fourche,
yur; Huron, three; Lake Preston, one; Madiso
Milbank, four; Pierre, two; Redfield, two:
i Spearfish, two; Volga, five; Waterrtc
nkton, one.
particular reason?
-hing?
ination of many fact

are concerned?

combination of many factors.
about feeder distribution, we’'re talk

PAIR GAIN yat like Anacon

Have you invest
olutions other than to
extension?

Yfou mean in order to provide a single party




Yes

RG:

-
u

m

IRMAN

CHA




MS. WIEST: And does it provide local usage?
Yes.

MS5. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone

ti-frequency signalling or its functional

ivalent?
A Yes.
MS. WIEST: Do you provide access
emergency serviceg?
A Yes.
MS. WIEST: Do you provide access to operator
services?
A

Do you provide access

A.

And do you

And you‘ve already talked
0ll control and the waiver. Do you provide or
able to provide toll
5

ing back to your

service,

application you talked about the ones

e — e — J
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| plans, you know, of providing service due to the cost

and everything. My problem, I gu=ss, is that I don‘t
is any de minimus exception within the

© single party service. Have

getti
rules
order ) ny
for single
iimitation, that the

act have to set a time period for

e network upgrades. Is your

.

have a couple
on Sserv

he state
8 opposed to
ions companies,

are a nonrural




Yes.
MS. WIEST: And in the FCC’'s public notice
igsued 9-29-97, it does state that we must send

he names of the ETC's and the designated

gservice areas for nonrural carriers no later than

And I know you made some
in your application, but I
think you told us what you want your
Because the FCC has told us that
adopt your study area as your service

ILEC’s, Do you have service areas for

hat you want the Commission to adopt at

-- and, Bill, jump in

this. But I suppose

be our exchanges in t
he study area 18 a
not been deterr
service area wou
serve in the state of
I1£ I may from a
ndpoint, h i 10 definition yet; certainly
service area would be those areas within which we

authorized to provide the supported services.

MS. WIEST: Right. And that’'s my gquestion.
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L f
4 |
%) 1 | A. I can't answer that exactly. It's
i 2 ‘approximately 35.
1
9 3 MS. WIEST: It would be attached? !

4 ‘ MR. HEASTON: It'se on our exhibit to our

5 | application.

"

MS. WIEST: So however m: 1y with the
7 |awendment the three that were missed. That"s how many
8 | service areas you would like the Commission to |

designate for U 5 West at this time?

A I guess I'm not sure whether we would want to|

designate each exchange.
MS. WIEST: My problem is we are supposed to
tell the FCC by December 31st what your designated

service area 18.

Then I suppose we ought to do it exchange

JU want more time to

think I would.
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Rolayne?
MS. WIEST: Actually what as far as the FCC's

ice, that was docket 96-45 DA 97-1892 issued

o
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7 | paragraphs 185, 19%2, 193

- order

9 MR HEASTON 197, 17S.

10 MS. WIEST 157 or |
1

11 MS CREMER 185, 192

12 MS. WIEST The docket number for the FCC
|

13 universal service

14 MR. HEASTON: Not the docket number but the !
|

1 rder number, the order number. |
[ |
1

16 Ma WIEST wa I was locking at 185 192 |
i

and paragraph |

]

18 MR HEASTON I got those Was it FCC |
|

s |

16 5 |

: MS. WIEST X right And the cother thing |
|

21 y might want ¢t address i1n paragraph 185, for '

22 | example, it does say i a state PUC adopts its existing
1
|

2 rvic areas for large 1 s, their study area, this |

24 woulad rect significant barriers to entry We are 4.54

: r
25 I raged tc nsider designating service areas that |




i
|

require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have
traditionally served.

MR. H ON : Yes. And, see, thig --
the problem this causes is where you have not
considered and have left to the FCC to determine how
hat's goin be modeled from a proxy standpoint.

nd, es, we are advocating smaller geographic elements|
b g i

|
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 do their own earlier
this -- & 1pl months age, as opposed to iyoming and
North Dakota where I do have that because those two are
looki doing 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
identify anything smaller than right now than a wire
cencter.

-

Excuse me, may I comment briefly

this? 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 I

that the FCC rules indicate that -- the orders




that before changing
Commission at he state level
consi 3 ith 1iversal

-

So ] eally

lot more than t! review of

service C D 3 You're
.

hanges in U s service araal

ly change the

federal univer

ervice area di egation and

ly impact rura ephone

guess goin © Chais

areas, and wel
|
|

the issue
any of the other ones would
ting service areas.
talking out
you have to
etween

Co service




issue with respect to U S West. And it's just my
understanding the Commiassion does have to do the
service area in order for U S West to get your
universal service money.

A MR. HEASTON: If I could ha e until whatever

date was suggested earlier on getting the additional

I'1l have a recommendation for you from

Okay. Are there any other
witness? One more guestion,
Do you have any observation to whar
Best suggested as advertising requirements for your

8

sure that I understood exactly what

the requirement is to advertise |

newspaper, I don’t think we have |

And getting back tc single party
he only barrier is to provide

servic © those 52 customers?

Is it also U S West's position
reement that you’'ve stated is
le party service no longer

ou stated you would have




single party ser

A. Had
would have been

about these

Commi

imus

to all customers by tha year 2

121 investment program continued,
here talking to the staff and to

because as we honed down to

these exchanges, it

tnis is foolish to
he current technology.

any sense,

That*'s all #. Mr. Heaston,

address 3 of whether

authority to provide any de

1e single party without putting

t know that de
you could put ime
t we would have to
d allo 2 to do

!']_\‘.r_

on

have a gquest
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of Mr. Lehner. And the reason I have a guestion is
because in your amended application you might have
addressed it, however, I don't have a copy of that and
I apologize. But you addressed in here and you have an

exhibit on your original application thar regards

Lifeline, Link Up. And basically what it is it’'s your
tariff, or a page that locks 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

page doesn’'t apply any more.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you
MS. WIEST: Any other questions? Thank you.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess I have a
You -- when you were talking about
have to provide "his single party

that you listed like Spearfish

that you went through

NELSON: Why would it --

seems weird to me it would be that expensive to

provide those services in some areas. Like Pierre and

Huron, those are pretty -- I mean can you explain that
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he

S0 we're

8

and sevent

ome cases 8ix pair, 11 pair, maybe even greater

-
L

only replacing, we're talking about

e

The high cost we‘re talking about in many

that

having

1le wit

And we

-
I

d

&

w

ca

5

bit because I find that a little odd.

wer ngineered probably back in the

o multi-party service

cases m

alking about now having to replace
h probably 50 pair or a hundred pair
‘re also talking about many cases where

that cable we have to extend what some

what I call a pair of wires,

And rder

talking about

|
about PAIR GAIN|
alking about

Anacoada that are going

expensive

guess




because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be
out miles and miles and miles and there’'s nobody out
there or someth - But if this is in a fairly
and it doesn’'t seem to me that
have to live with just twe party
lephone system when most of the world doesn't, as
know it in South Dakota, doesn’'t have to do t hat
because lines are all filled up. I mean I'm
looking some reason why that's acceptable,
especially when some of those little companies are
saying that they got maybe three or four people left
Lhat they don’'t have that service for and Fey‘ve made
every efforct to 2 li, we want a waiver

do it by ti ! or whatever.

ning to up unti

them, but I thi

engineering that was done probably 15, 20 years ago

most of these companies’ cases where they at
spent the money to do that. We did not do
| pProvided distribution syste
esigned not to provide single party
are different funding mechanisms and different
réeguirements that we've had. They‘ve had the abil

tc spend that kind of money and recover ic. Now




spend $100,000 or $150,000 or 50 , whatever

r

o do these, but somewhere that

to be recovered and

|
going recovered f a customer. That

seems Lo me this

the governor’'s bill said last

alking making available high

South Dakota. Basically

And we're ing here some

imn

ng to have
a
what the

, unless

sense to

The guestion

o nego

maybe when we’re down

|




B

Itc 52, we ought to get a list of those names and see if

we could work it out. I share what Counse]l has said.

I'm not sure we can make the exception. I know that

- 11

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

1At other words, we could give
riod of time, but I don’'t
lution 1d we probably oug
1d

-
'

can ba provided,

Any other gquestions?

1 suppose we do need

grant them an ETC st
rry. for which now?

For single party.

his time staff has a

Staff would call Harlan
HARLAN BEST,

5 a witness, being previously sworn




examined and testified as follows:

RIRECT EXAMINATION

were y the analyst assigned to

-

est's application?

have you reviewed that application by U §

with Mr. Lehner when he

et all the requirements of

have met those?

guestions I would




HAE

4
8

MS. WIEST: Any questions, Ms. Wilka?

™

MS. WILKA: No questions.
MS. WIEST: Commissioners?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I'd have

based on that, should we not =- I mean is this

e

4

all ic? I
I call t 7 1

8 this a document tha~ is filed

se hearings?

MS. CREMER: Yes.

18

-- what |
|

CHAIRMAN BURG: I qguess I think we ought to |
rect that exhibit to put no on each of those that
ve made waiver for on the gingle party because I

ieve the answer 18 no and we've made a waiver to

MS. CREMER: Okay.

far, but U S West we haven’'t moved yet; righ

CHAIRMAN BURG: But if we do and fo

s
since he's a witness on the stand and this
ument, I think that this document should be
rected to reflect no, hey do not meet that

any we
i his
to

CHAIEMAN BURG Since that’'s filed. !
-OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not r'.ei
4 walver in that area, have we? L
CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes, for six months on one
er mpany
MS. WIEST We have two single party waivers

i
Rl




Y

'S

5]

L4 ¢]
m

coincide with the waiv

West

:‘-l t
10CE e
A p
14 -
r ir

vers we've

MS. CREMER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I guess I don't know What
need to do to make sure that correctic is made?
MS. WIEST believe there are threa |
nies that do not at this time provide single party
¢, Sc all they would have to do is change that
© no for those Stateline, Venture, and U S West: |
|
CHAIRMAN BURG: And the testimony on the
1
d 18 adequate ¢ accomplish that?
MS. WIEST Yes
"HAIRMAN BURG: Okay That*'s all 1I
red.
MS. WIEST Sc how many wire centers does U S
have: :
|
A 38 i
MS. WIEST 18 Thank you Any other |
|
ions of thi Witness |
|
MS Ne '
MS. WIEST Would you like to admit this
t tor the purposes of this Before I only |
|
ted it for the other dockets. |
MS. CREMER Actually I wasn’'t going to move
to this one because people testified to it, 80 I




(THE

in mine. But I can certainly

It's up to you.
CREMER: We don't need it in this docket.
WIEST: Any other questions of this

nything else from any of the

ime 1 believe the Commission will

under advisement We are waiting

ibits in some dockets, and it
perhaps the Commission will make
at a Commission meeting or at the
on some other related ETC

ny questions from anybody or

I would just, for the record,
Commission designate

the affidavits

HEARING CONCLUDED
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ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER REQUEST
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, TC?Z:OBS

MIDSTATE
TELEPHONE
COMPANY

120 E. 15T « P.O. BOX 48 « MIMBALL, SO 57355 « PHONE [805) T78-821

“WE'RE PROUD TO BE YOUR LOCAL TELEPHONE COMPANY™

June 10, 1997 RECFIVED

Mr. Willizm Bullard, Executive Director JUN 17 1997
Public Utilities Commission SOUTH p

State of South Dakota u NUT.IES E‘é’ﬂ;‘q ‘UBLIC
500 East Capitol MISSION
Pierre, SD 57501

RE: SD 524, 624 ETC Designation

Dear Mr. Bullard

Pursuant to 47U.5.C § 214 (e) and 47 CFR § 54 201 for the purpose of “eligible
telecommunications carriers’ status, Midstate Telephone Company and its
subsidiary encloses, for ﬁlsnn with‘ma mmmlwm a reques. for ETC designation
Any questions nq‘psmk:d this ﬂlmg should be a‘m;d h me at (605)778-6221

Sincerely, .:?“

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY & SUBSIDIARIES
o — T~

Mark D Benton, Manager

Enclosures

z SOTOPCL ACADIAY - DELACMT - FORTT THOMPTON - GANS vaLLEY - KRIALL - MDW HOLLARD - PUSTARA - STCEMEY - WhETE LA
VO LOALLY Ot an) OFTRATTD WAITH DARDts TILEFWORS {Dasrasery




TC97-085

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIO ..
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA |, |

Sides AP

[

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) 50“[;{ DAy
HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) REQUEST FORETE'
FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE )  DESIGNATION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER )  DOCKET TC97-

)

Heartland Communications, Inc. (“Heartland Communications™) puisuant to 47
United States Code Section 214(e) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section 54,201 hereby
sccks from the Public Utilities Commission (“Commission”) designation as an “eligible
telecommunications carrier” within the local exchange arcas that constitute its service area in

South Dakota. In support of this request, Heartland Communications offers the following:

1. Pursuant 10 47 U.S.C. § 214(¢) it is the Commission's responsibility to designate local
exchange camiers (“LECs") as “cligible wekecommunications carriers” ("ETCs™), or in other
words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service obligations consistent with the
federal law and should be deemed cligible o receive federal universal service support. Al least
one cligihle telecommunications carrier is to be designated by the Commission for cach service
area in the State. However, in the case of arcas 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 designation from the Commission o
serve as an chigible telecommunications carrier within their service area will be eligible to receive

federal universal service supporn.

Heartland Communications is the facilities-hased local exchange carrier presently
providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges in
South Dakota:

Platte/Geddes (337)

EXHIBT

| o




Heantland Communications to its knowledge 18 the only camer today providing

local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas.

3. Heartland Communications in accord with 47 CFR § 54..01 offers the following local

exchange telecommunications services to all consumers throughout its service arca:

- Voice grade access to the public switched network:
- Local exchange service;
- Dual tone multi-frequency signaling:
Access to emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 911
public services;
- Access Lo operalor services,
- Access o interexchange service,
- Access to directory assistance; and

T'oll blocking service to qualified low-income consumers

As noted above, Heartland Communications does provide toll limitation service in the
form of toll hlocking to gualifying consumers, however, the additional toll hmitation service of
“toll control™ as defined i the new FCC universal service rukes (47 CFR § 54.40063)) 15 not
provided. Heartland Communications is not aware that any local exchange carrier in South
Dakota has a current capahility to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior 1o the
rekease of its universal service order (FCC 97-157) that 1oll control would be imposed as an ETC
service requirement and, o our information and belief, as a result, LECs nationwide are not
positioned 10 make the service immediately available.  In order for Heartland Communications 1o
provide the service, additional usage tracking and storage capabilitics will have to be installed in
its local switching equipment, At minimum, the service requires a switching sofiware upgrade
and at this ime Heartland Communications is investigating and attempting to determine whether
the necessary software has been developed and when it might become available.

Accordingly, Hearntland Communications s faced with exceptional circumstances

concerning its ability to make the 1oll control service available as set forth in the FCC's universal




service rules and must request a waiver from the requirement o provide such service. Al this
time, a waiver for a period of one year is requested.  Prior to the end of the one year period,

Heartland Communications will report back to the Commission with specific information

indicating when the necessary nelwork upgrades can be made and the scrvice can be made

available 10 assist low income customers. The Commission may properly grant a waiver from the

“tall control” requirement pursuant to 47 CFR 54.101(c).

4. Heartland Communications has previously and will continue <5 advertise the availability
of its local exchange services in media of general distribution throughout the exchange areas
served.  Prior to ths filing, Heartland Communications has not generally advertised the prices
charged for all of the above-identified services. It will do so going forward in accord with any

specific advertising standards that the Commission may develop.

5. Based on the foregoing, Heartland Communications respectfully request that the

Commission:

(a) grant a temporary waiver of the requirement to provide “toll conirol” service;

and

(h) grant an ETC designation 10 Heartland Communications covering all of the

local exchange arcas that constitule its present service arca in the Siate

Dated this . day of June, 1997

Heanland Communications, Inc,

Mark D, Benton, Manager




mmunications, Inc.
48 « MIMBALL, 503 573550048
PHOMNE (605) TT8-8221 » FAX (505) 778 BUBD

HEAR TLAND)  Heqrilond Co

S

Mr. Camron Hosack

Staf! Atormey R EC E | VED’

South Dakota Public Utiities Commission
State Capial Building !
500 East Capital Avenue 0CT 10 1897
Piarre, SD 57501-5070

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
UTILITIES COMMISSION

AE: Eligible Telecommunications Carrier applicalion, TC 97-085
Haartland Communications, Inc

Dear Mr. Hosack:
Please find responsa lor addiional information

1. Haarland Comununications, Inc. does provide single-party service or its functional
equivalent

Heartland Communications, Inc. currently offars Lileline and Link Up local services within its
exchanges. Beginning January 1, 1998, the programs will be offersd under new larms in
accord with the FCC nies, 47 CFR 54 400-54 417, and any PUC decisions conceming
implantation of the expanded programs

Mark D. Benton, being first duly swom, stales that he is the General Manager lor the
responding parly, thal he has read the initial ETC application and the *wregoing, and the
same is lrue 1o his own best knowladge, information and belief




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

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

) TC97-085

Cn June 17, 1997, tha Public Utlities Commission (Commission) recerved a request for
desynabon as an ehgible telecommumnications camer (ETC) from Heartlans Commumications, Inc
(Heartland Communications) Hearlland Communications requesied des gnation as an elgible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constitute s senice area

The Commussion electron:cally transmitted notice of the filing and the intervenhon deadhne
to interesied individuals and entiieés No person or entity filed to nlervene By order dated
November 7, 1997, the Commission set the heanng for this matter for 1.30 p m on November 19,
1897, in Room 412, State Caprtol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was held as scheduled. Al the heanng. the Commission granled Heartland
Communications a one year wa -er of the requirement 10 provide toll control service within its sennce
area Al its December 11, 1957, meeling, the Commussion granted ETC designation to Heartland
Commumications and designated its study area as i1s senice area

Based on the evwdence of record, the Commission enters the foliowang Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT

On June 17, 1897, the Commission received a request for designation as an ETC from
Heartland Commurnications Heartland Communications requesied des:gnation as an ETC wathin
lhe local exchange areas that consibiute ils serice area Heartland Commumicatons serves the
following exchange Platte/Geddes (337). Exhibit 1

i
Pursuant to 4T US C § 214(e)(2). the Commission is required 10 designate a common
carmer that meets the requrements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated

by the Commussion

Pursuant 10 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
1o receive universal servce support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal universal service suppont mechamnisms eidher using s own faclktes or a
combination of s own faciities and resale of another camer's services  The camer must also
advertise the avadability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution




v

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or
functionalites as those suppored by federal universal service support mechanisms. (1) voice grade
access (o the public switched network, (2) local usage, (3) dual lone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal, (4) single party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency
services, (6) access to operator services, (7) access lo interexchange service, (8) access lo
directlory assistance, and (9) toll hmitabion for qualifying low-income consumers 47 CFR. §
54 101(a)

v

As part of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required 1o make avadable Lifeline and Link
Up services 1o qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CFR § 54 405, 47CFR §54 411

Vi

Heartland Communications offers voice grade access 1o the public swilched network 1o all
consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 1

Vil

Heartland Communications offers local exchange service o all consumers throughout its
service area. |d

Vil

Heartiand Commumications cffers dual !one muit-frequency signaling to all consumers
throughout its service area. |d

IX

Heartland Commumcations offers single party sennce o all cor._umers throughou! its service
area. Exhibtat 2

X

Heartland Communications offers access to emergency services o all consumers throughout
is sarvice area Exhibi 1

Xi

Heanland Communications offers access o operalor services 1o all consumers throughout
its service area. g

X

Heartland Communications offers access to interexchange services 1o all consumers
throughout its service area. |d

AL

Heartland Communications offers access 10 direclory assistance to all consumers throughout
its service area_ g
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XV

One of the serwces required 1o be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll hmitaton 47 CF R § 54 101(a}(9). Toll kmdation consisis of both toll blocking and toll
control 47 CF R § 54 400(d) Toll control is a service that allows consumers 1o specify a certain
amouni of toll usage that may be incurred per month or per biling cycle. 47 CF R § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking is a sennce that lels consumers elect not 1o allow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47
CF R § 54 400(b)

XV

Heartland Communications offers 1oll blocking 16 all consumers ' roughout ils service area
Exhibit 1

Xvi

Heartland Communications does not currently offer toll control !g In order for Heartland
Commumications 1o provide toll control, additional usage tracking and storage capabiities will have
to be installed in its local switching equipment. Heartland Communications is attempling lo
determine whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might become available
id

XV

Heartland Commun:cabons stated that 4 is faced with excephonal circumstances conceming
its abiity 1o make toll control sennce avalable and requesied a one year waiver from the requirement
o provide such serice. |d Pnor to the end of the one year penod, Heartiand Communications wall
repor back to the Commission with specific infformation indicating when the network upgrades can
be made in order o provide toll control. |d

xvin

With respect to the obiigation to advertise the availability of services supporied by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for thote services using media of general
distribution, Heartland Communications staled that it advertises the availability of its local exchange
services in media of general distnbution throughout its service area. However, Heartland
Communications has not generally advertised the pnces for these services. |d Meariland
Communications stated its infention 1o comply with any advertising standards developed by the
Commission. Id

AIX

Heartland Communications currently offers Lifelne and Link Up senvice discounts in ils
exchanges Exhibit 2. Heartland Communications will offer the Lifeline and Link Up service
discounts in all of its service area beginning January 1, 1998, in accordance with 47 CF.R §§
54 400 10 54 417, inclusive, and any Commission imposed requirements. Exhibit 2

XX

The Commussion finds that Heartland Communications currently provides and will continue
to provide the following services or functionalities throughout ils service area: (1) voice grade
access 1o the public switched network, (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4)
single-party senice, (5) access lo emergency services, (6) access to operator services; (7) access
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One ¢! the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualfying low-income consumers
is toll limitaton. 47 CF R § 54.101(a)(9). Toll imitation consists of both loll blocking and toll
control 47 CF R § 54 400(d). Toll control is a service that allows consumers to specify a certain
amouni of toll usage that may be incumed per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking is a service that lets consumers elect not to allow the completion of outgoing toll calis. 47
CF.R § 54 400(b)

xXv

Heartland Communications offers toll blocking 1o all consumers throughout il$ service area
Exhibdt 1

Xwvi

Heartiand Commumcations does nol currently offer toll control. |d. In order for Heartiand
Commumcatons to provide toll control, addiional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have
to be installed in its local switching equipmenl. Hearnland Commumications is allempting lo
determine whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might become available
g

xXvii

Heartland Communicatons stated that d is faced with exceptional circumstances conceming
its abdity to make toll control senace avaidable and requesied a one year waiver from the requirement
to provide such senice. Ig. Pnor to the end of the one year penod, Heartland Communications will
report back to the Commission with specific information indicating when the network upgrades can
te made in order o provide toll control. Id

xvin

With respect to the obligation o advertise the availabdity of services supported by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distnbution, Heartland Commumnications stated that it advertises the availability of its local exchange
services in media of general distnbution throughout ils service area. However, Heartiand
Communications has not generally advertised the prices for these services. |d Heartland
Communications stated its intention to comply with any advertising standards developed by the
Commission. |d

Xix

Heartland Communications currently offers Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in its
exchanges. Exhibit 2. Heartland Communications will offer the Lifeline and Link Up service
discounts in all of its service area beginning January 1, 1998, n ac wdance with 47 CF.R. §§
54 400 1o 54 417, inclusive, and any Commussion imposed requireme: 3. Exiwbit 2

XX

The Commuission finds that Heartland Communications currently provides and will continue
to provide the following services or functionalities throughoul its service area: (1) voice grade
access to the public switched network, (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4)
single-party sernce, (5) access lo emergency services, (6) access lo operator services; (7) access
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to interexchange service; (8) access to directory assistance; and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-
income consumers

XXI

The Commission finds that pursuanl to 47 CF.R. § 54 101(c) it will grant Hearlland
Communications a waiver of the requirement to offer toll control services until Dacember 31, 1998
The Commussion finds that exceptional circumstances prevent Heartland Communications from
providing toll control at this time due to the difficulty in obtaining the necessary software upgrades
lo provide the service

XX

The Commission finds that Heartland Communications intends to provide Lifeline and Link
Up programs lo qualifying cuslomers throughout its service area consisient with state and federal
rules and orders

XX

The Commussion finds that Heartland Communications 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 supported by the federal universal service support
mechanism changes, the new rale must be advertised using media of general disinbution

XXV

Pursuant 10 47 US.C. § 214(e)(5). the Commission designates Heanland Communications's

current study area as its service area
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|

The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SOCL Chapters. 1-26, 49-31,
and47 USC §214

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

n

Pursuant lo 47 US.C. § 214{e){1). a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
1o recerve universal sennce support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combination of its own facilities and resale of another carrier's services The carmer must also
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the services using med:a of general
distnbution
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The FCC has designated the followmng services or functionaliies as those suppored by
federal universal service support mechanisms (1) voice grade access 10 the public swilched
network. (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its funchional equal; (4) single
party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency services, (6) access 1o operator
services, (7) access to inlerexchange service, (B) access to directory assistance; and (9) toll
imitation for qualifying low-income consumers 47 CF R. § 54 101(a)

v

As part of its oblhigations as an ETC, an ETC s required o make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers 47 CFR §54 405 47TCFR §54 411

Vi
Heartland Communications has mel the requiremenis of 47 CF R § 54 101(a) with the
exceplion of the ability 10 offer 1oll control  Pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 101(c). the Commission
concludes that Heartland Communications has demonsirated exceptional circumslances thal justfy
granting i1 a waiver of the requirement to offer toll control until December 31, 1998
Vil

Hearlland Commurucations shall provwide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying
customers throughout its service area consisient with stale and federal rules and orders

Vil

Heartland Communications shall advertise the availability of the services suppored by the
federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general
distribution once each year. |f the rale for any of the services supporned by the federal universal
service support mechanism changes, the new rate shall be advertised using media of general
distnbution

1X

Pursuant 1o 47 US C § 214(e)(5), the Commuss:ion designates Hearlland Commumnications’s
current study area as ils service area

X

Tha Commission designales Hearlland Communications as an eligible telecommunications
carner for its service area

It is therefore

ORDERED, that Heartland Commumnications's curment sludy area is designated as s service
area, and i11%

FURTHER ORDERED, thal Heartland Commumications shali be granted a wawer of the
requirement to offer toll control services until December 31, 1998, and it 13

FURTHER ORDERED, that Heartland Communications shall foliow the adverlising
requirements as lisled above, and it is




FURTHER ORDERED, that Heartland Communications is cesignaled as an eligible
telecommunications carrier for its service area

DL HA—S

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ 2 &'-{ day of December,
1997. Pursuan! 1o SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or
failure to accept delivery of the decision by the parties

D ~Je

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _/ 7 % day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMJ?SION
The undersgned hersty carifies that tha ¥
dorurmerd ham been werved lodsy upon all partes of ] / ey |
record m ey dociet s irled ON e JOCKE SerVCE wﬁ&& r L fl A
ks, Dy facwmie or by firs! closs mad. ) properly
£ ’ fa' .
dI7 7 A ol A )
By_ /L "lfé/ Ll TALUL iV aa® ] | E,L:.L{.T-"'x-
J -
Vo Py s PAM NELSON, Commissioner
Date (2 ] /4 ;‘/"f A i {

#
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(OFFICIAL SEAL)




I 97-085 Richiye

DEC - > 1997
LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN 3'PLHH DAKOTA

ILiTiE

J Py
OF HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. SSHaC

3 r'-}-.-‘MJ'- SION

Hearntland Commumcations, Inc. submus this plan pursuant to 47 CFR § 54 401(d)
Heartland Communxations, Inc. has been designated as an eligible telecommunications carner by
the South Dakota Publbic Utihtes Commussion (“SDPUC™) and, as such. must make Lifelne and
Link Up service available to qualifying low-mmcome consumers as set fortl n the Commission’s
Final Order and Decision. Notice of Entry of Decision dated November |8, 1997, issued in
Docket TCY7-150 (In_the Matter of the Investigation into the Lifcline and Link Up Programs).
whxch 15 attached as Exhibu A, and consisient with the criteria established under 47 CFR §§
54.400 10 54.417, inclusive

A. General

l. The Lifehne and "unk Up programs assist quabfied low-income consumers by
providing for reduced monthly charges and reduced connecuon charges for local
telephone service.  The assistance appbes to a single telephone line at a qualified
consumer's pnncipal place of residence

2. A qualficd low-income consumer 15 a lelephone subscnber who participates in at least
one of the following public assistance programs

a. Medicad

b. Food Stamps

¢. Supplemental Securty Income (SS1H

d. Federal Public Housing Assistance

¢ Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

3. A qualificd low-income consumer ts chigible to receive either or both Lifelne and Link
Up assistance

4. Heartland Commumcations, Inc. will advertise the avalabiny of Lifeline and Link Up
services and the charges therefore using media of general distnbution and i accord wath
any rules that may be devcloped by the SDPUC for applicanon tw chigible
teleccommunications carmers

5. In addition, Heartland Communications, Inc., as required by the Final Order and
Decsion: Nouce of Entry of Decsion of the SDPUC (Exlubit A), will indicate m it's
annual report to the SDPUC the number of subscnibers within #'s service arca receiving
Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance. [n addition, this information will be provided to the
Universal Service Admimstratve Company ("USACT)

6. Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifebne and/or Link Up
assistance cannot currently be provided by Heanland Communications, Inc. because it has
no access (0 the government wmformation necessary o determune how many of s




telephone subscribers are participating in the above referenced public assistance programs.
Without this information, Heartland Communications, Inc. cannot provide, at this time,
even a reasonable estimale of the number of its subscnbers who, after January 1, 1998
will be receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up service. [nformation as 1o the number of its low-
income subscribers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be provided after
applications for Lifeline and Link Up assistance have been received by Heartland
Communicatons, Inc

7. In accord with the SDPUC's Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision,
Heanland Communications, Inc, will make applbcation forms avaidable to all of us existing
residential customers, to all new customers when they apply for residential local telephone
service, and o other persons or enlities upon their request

B. Lifeline

1. Lifeline service means a retall local service offering for which qualified low-income
consumess pay reduced charges

2. Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switched network, local
usage., dral tone multi-frequency signaling or us functional equivalent. single-panty service
or its functional equivalent, access 10 emMETEENCY SETVICES, 3CCCSS L0 OPEIAOr SErvices,

access to interexchange serice, access o directory assistance, and toll limitatoa,

3. Qualified b w-income subscribers are required 10 submut an application form in order o
receive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifelme assistance, the subscriber must certfy
under penalty of perjury that they are currently participating in at least one of the
gquahfying public assistance programs listed in Sectuon A2, above. In addition, the
subscriber must agree to notify Heartland Communications, Inc. when they cease
participating in the qualifying public assistance program(s)

4. The total monthly Lifeline credit available 1o qualified consumers is $5.25. Heartland
Commumications, Inc. shall provide the credit o qualified co.sumers by applying the
federal bascline support amount of $3.50 to waive the consume:’s federal End-User
Common Line charge and applying the additional authorized federal support amount of
$1.75 as a credit 1o the consumer’s mirastate local service rate. The federal baseline
support amount and additional support availuble, totaling $5.25, shall reduce Heartland
Communication’s lowest tanffed (or otherwise gencrally available) residential rate for the
services bsted above m Section B.2.  Per the attached SDPUC Final Order and Decision:
Notce of Entry of Decision, the SDPUC has authorized infrastate rate reductions for
ehbgible telecommunications camers making the additional federal support amount of
$1.75 avalable. 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 I and
I




5. Heartland Communications, Inc. will not disconnect subscnbers from their Lifeline
scrvice for mon-payment of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR §
54,40 1(b)(1). has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect requirement.

6. Except to the extent that Heartland Communications, Inc. has obtamed a waiver from
the SDPUC pursuant toc 47 CFR § 54.101(c), the company shall offer toll kmitation 1o all
qualifying low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline service. If the
subscriber clects to recaive toll hmitation, that service shall become part of that
subscriber's Lifeline service.

7. Heartland Communications, Inc. will not collect a service deposit in order to mitiate
Lifeline service if the qualifying low-income consumer voluntanly elects 1oll blocking on
their telephooe line. However, one month's local service charpes may be required as an
advance payment

C. Link Up

1. 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 whoch the consumer does not pay mterest. The mterest charges not
assessed to the consumer shall be for connection charges of op to $200.00 tha are
deferred to & period not 1o exceed one year

2. Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are customanly
assessed for connecting subscnbers (o the network. These charges do not include any
permissible secunity 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 ume only for a pnncipal place of residence with an
address different from the resudence address at which the Link Up assistance was provided
previously

Hearland Communications, Inc
PO Box 48

Kimball, SD 573550048
Telephone 605-778-6221
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EXHIBIT "A" RECE’VED
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION,
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 55, DAK

AR S P
IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORD ﬁﬁln"-aw,.;
INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISION: NOTICE OF
)
)

- 199

PROGRAMS ENTRY OF DECISION
TC97-150

Al its August 18, 1997, regularly scheduled meeting, the Public Utiities Commission
(Commission) voted to open a docket 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 would 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 support generated from the intrastate jurisdiction,
up o a maamum of $7.00 in federal support. 47 CF.R § 54 403(a). A state commission
must file or require the carrier to file information with the adminisirator of the federal
universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's Lifeline plan meets the criteria set
forth in 47 C.F.R. § 54401

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

1. Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions to allow
consumers eligible for Lifeline support to recaive the additional $1.75 in federal support?

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

3. Whether the Commission should modify the exsting Lifeline or Link Up
Programs?

4 Shall the Commission file or require the carner to file information with the
administrator of the federal universal service fund demonstratling that the carner's Lifeline
plan meets the criteria set forth in 47 CF R § 54 401(a)?

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

RAPID CITY Meonday, October 27, 1597, 1:00 p.m,, Canyon Lake Senior Citizen
Center, 2900 Canyon Lake Drive, Rapid City, SD




PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 1:30 p m, State Capitol Building, Room
412, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

Sl FA Wednesday, October 29, 1997, 900 am., Center for Active
Generations, 2300 Wast 46th, Sioux Falls, SD

At its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commuission ruled as follows: On the first
issue, the Commission authorized 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 10 low income customers age 60 and ¢ -er. The Commission
further ruled that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commussion ordered that staff, in consultation 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 camers make the forms available
to any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
carier be required to file with the FCC the information demonstrating that the carmier's plan
meels the applicable FCC critena and thal the carnier send an informational copy to the
Commission, Further, the! the carriers include in their annual report to the Commission
the number of subscnbers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support.

Based on the writlen comments and evidence and testimony received at the
heanngs. the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

The current state Lifeline program is 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 Amernica 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 carner. |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 Matier of the Public Utilities
Commission Investigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakota
Wilities. Exhibil 5. In order to receive the TAP assislance, a member of the household




must be 60 years of age or older and participale in either the food stamp or the low-income
energy assistance program. Exhibit 1 at page 2

The Link Up Amenca program provides assistance in an amount equal to one-half
of the qualifying subscriber's telephone service connection charges up to a maximum of
3$30.00. |d at page 3. In order to recaive Link Up assistance, a customer must be
receiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presently have
local telephone service and must not have been provided telephone 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. |d

v

The FCC rewsed the c...rrmt erelme and L:nk Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-

i 2, adopted May 7, 1997.
Bagmnmg January 1 19‘38 mu FCC found tnat the rederal baseline Lifeiine 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 support in an amount equal to one-half the
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available. Id

v

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue to be a
reduction in the telecommunications carrier's service connection charges equal to ocne half
of the carrier's customer connection charge or $30.00, whic-ever is less. 47 CFR. §
54 413(b)

Vi

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer s eligible for support if the consumer participates in one of the following
programs: Medicaid. 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 penaity of perqury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the
programs listed above and agrees to notify the carrier if the customer ceases lo participate
in such program or programs. |d

Vil

The first issue is whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions
to allow consumers eligible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1.75 in federal




support. The Commission finds that it shall authorize intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow aligible
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 reductions 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 camiers 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 Lifeline
and Link Up programs shall 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 camers, 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 shouid file, or in the aitemative, require
the carrier to file information with the fund administrator. See 47 CF.R § 54.401(d). The
Commission finds the camiers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that
the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier 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 LaAw
|
The Commission has junisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapter 49-31,

spectfically 48-31-1.1, 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 C.F.R. §§ 54 400 to 54 417.
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Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a), the Commission authorizes intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommunications companies providing local exchange service
to allow eligible consumers (o receive the additional $1.75 in federal support.

The Commission declines to institute a state Lifeline program to fund further
reductions at this tme. The existing South Dakola 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, 1988. The Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, shall develop a
standard form for self-certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer
prier 1o January 1, 1998. The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms available 1o any person or entity
upon requeas’

v

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d), the Commussion finds the carriers shall be
required 1o file that information demonstrating that the carmer's plan meets the applicable
FCC rules and that the carrier send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers
shall also be required lo include in their annual report to the Commission the number of
subscnbers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support.

It is therefore
ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible
lelecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible

consumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED., that the Commussion will not set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions at this time; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission shall eliminate the existing TAP
program; that the South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs foliow the FCC rules; that
the Commussion staff, in consuitation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self-
certification; that the carmers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior to
January 1, 1588, that the carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers;
and that the carriers make the forms available to any person or entity upon request; and
itis




FURTHER ORDERED, that the carrier shall file with the FCC the information
demonstrating that the carrier’s plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier
send an informational copy to the Commission. The carmiers shall also include in their
annual report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link
Up support.
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Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this /¢ dday of November, 1957.

PTG S BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

Tha undersigned hereby cortfies that this
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“LASKA SCHOENFELDER, Cémmissioner






