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Junz 16, 1997

'TA PuBLIC
JMMISSION
William T. Bullard, Executive Director

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

State Capitol Building

500 East Capitol Avenue

Pierre, South Dakota 57501

Re: Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company
Dear Mr. Bullard:

Please find enclosed herein onginal and ten copies of Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone
Company’s REQUEST FOR ETC DESIGNATION

Sincerely yours,

Necte Mtreaniiece

Darla Pollman Rogers
Altorney at Law

DPR/ph

Enclosures




South Dakota
PPublic Urilives Commission
State Capirol 500 E. Capitol
Pierre, SD
Phone: (800) 332-1782
Fax: (605) 773-3809

DOCKET
NUMBER

57501-5070

06/13/97 through 06/19/97

TITLE/STAFFISYNOPSIS

DATE
FILED

TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

These are the telecomimunications service filings thal the Commission has received for the peniod of
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INTERVENTION
DEADLINE

TC97-076

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY _

Applcaton by Journey Telecom international, Inc. for a Certificate of Authority to operale as a telecommunications company
within the state of South Dakota. (Staff. TS/TZ)

06/13%7

ororm7

TCO7-081

Application by Calls for Less. Inc, d/b/a CiL for a Certificate of Authonty to operate as a lelecommunications company within
the state of South Dakota (Statf TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authonty to onginate and terminate “intrastate. intralLATA and
mterLATA calls of business and residental customers, (0 operale as a Travel and Debd (Frepaid Caling) Card reseller, and
to prowde COCOT/COPT senace ”

DENTH

arore?

TCE7-103

Applcation by Crystal Communications, inc. for a Certificate of Authonty to operale as a lelecommunicabons company within
the state of South Dakota (Stalf, TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to provide local telecommunicabons senices and
interexchange telecommunications senaces. The Applicant will not offer any local telecommunicabons senaces within a Rural
Telephone Company semice area withoul seaking separate Commission authorty

TCaT-104

Apphcaton by Quantelco, Inc. for a Certhcate of Authomty 1o operate as a lelecommunications company withan the state of South
Dakotla (Staff. TS/TZ) Applcant “intends 1o subscribe to and resell all lorms of inler-exchange and intra-exchange
telecommunicatons servces in the state of South Dakota, inciuding local dial tone senvces. Message Telephone Servce Wede
Area Telephone Senace, WAT S-like servces, foregn exchange senace. privale lines, be lines. access servace. cellular service
local swiched service and other services and facilities ol communications commaon carners and othe snbities

—

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

061997

TR

TCa7-077

Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 nereby seeks desgnation as an elgitle
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that consttule its senvice area in South Dakola. Intrastate
Telephone Company is the faciliies-based local exchange <arner presently prowding local exchange telecommuricabions
sanices in the followang exchanges in South Dakota: Bradley (784), Castiewood (793), Clark (£32), Florence (758), Hayti (T83)
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (947), Webster (345), Willow Lake (625) and Bryant (628) Intrastate Telephone Company 1o
s knowledge, i the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above identified exchange
areas (Staft: HBKC)
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Interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperative Inc pursuantto 47T U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation
as an eligible telecommumcabions carnet within the local erchange areas thal consttule s servwce area in South Dakota
interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperatve m the facilbes-based local exchange camer presently providing loc ol exchange
lelecommunications services in the following exchanges n South Dakota  Goodwin (T85), Clear Lake (874), Gary (272)

TCo7-078 Esteline (B73), Brandt (876), Astoria (832), Toronto (704), Wes! Hendncks (479), Elkton (542) Whde (629), Brookings Rural 06113197 070797
(693), Sinai (826), NundaRutland (585), Wentworth (483) and Chester (488) interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperative
lo s knowledge, s the only carner today prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the above dentified
exchange areas (Stall. HBKC)
West River Cooperative Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as
an ebgble telecommunications carner within the local eschange areas that consttute ds senace atea n South Dakola West
TCA7.080 Rwer Telephone s the lacibes-based local exchange cartier presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons serices 0611697 070797
in the following exchanges Bason (244), Buftalo (375) Camp Crook (80%-T87) and (406-872) Meadow (T88) and Sorum (866) e g
Vet Raver Tetqahcne to btr}f‘-ﬁ‘_ﬂd.‘.]e s the only carner loday ;.r--w}uf..; al pechange telecommuncations senrdaces i the
above identfied exchange areas (Statt. HBMKC)
Stateline Telecommunications. Inc pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation &s an ebgible
lelecommunications carmier wathin the local eschange areas thal consttute fs servce atea in South Dakota Statelne = the
TCO7-081 | facilities-based local exchange camer presently providing local sxchange lelecommunicabions sernces in the followng | 06/16/97 Q7OTAT
exchanges Newell (456), Nsland (257) and Lemmon (80% A74) ared (TO1-376) Siatelne_ to #s knowledge i tha only carmer
today provding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above ientified eschange areas  (Staff HBKC)
Accent Communications, Inc. pursuani to 47 USC 214(e} and 47 CFR %4 20! hereby seeks desgnabon as an elgible
telecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttule ds senace afea Accent i the Tacibes-based
TCS7-083 | exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommumications services in the lollowng exchanges  HBrstol (482) 08MTAT o7aT97
Doland (635), Frederick (129), Hecla (994), North Hecla (701-982) and Mallelle (BB7) Accent to ds knowledge m the only
carmes loday prowiding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the above entifed exchange ateas (Stall HB'CH)
James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S C 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hetelry seeks desgnaton
as an eligible telecommunicabons carrer within the local exchange areas thal constitule ®s senace wiea n South Dakola
James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company s the faciibes based sschange came! presently piovding local sschange
TCG7-084 | telecommuricatons semices in the following exchanges in South Dakota  Andover (208) Claremont (294) Columisa (196 0B 7AT o7arae7
Conde (382), Ferney (195). Groton {387), Houghton (B88%) and Turton (8G7) James Valley petatve Telephone Company
lo s knowledge, s the only carner today prowding local exchange lelecommumncations senfices o the abave denbfied
exchange areas. (Stalt. HB/CH) -
Heartland Communications, Inc pursuantfo 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks desgnaton as an slgitis
telecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas thal consttute s service ares n South Dakots Heartand
TCH7-085 | Communications s the facites-based local exchange camer presently prowding local eschange lelecommunicatons senices | 08/17/67 orore?

avons 1o ds knowledge m the only

in the lollowing exchanges in South Dakota Platte/Geddes (337) Heartland Commun
carnes today prowdmng local exchange telecommumcabons senaces n the above wdenbfied sschange aeas  (SDtaft HBTH
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TCH7-086

Midstate Telephone Company. Inc. pursuant to 47 U.5.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 34.201 hereby seeks designation a3 an ehgible
telecommunications carmier within the local exchange areas thal consttute #s senace araa in South Dakota Msdstatle Telephone
Company s the faciites-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunicabons senaces in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (726), Delmont (778), Ft. Thompson (245), Gann Valley (293), Kimball (778)
New Holland (243), Pukwana (884), Stickney (732) and White Lake (249). Midstate Telephone Company, to its knowledge
is the only carer today providing local exchange lelecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas (Stalf
HB/CH)

TCa7-087

Baltic Telecom Cooperative pursuant 1o 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that constitute its senvice area. Baltic Telecom Cooperative is the
facilities-based local exchange camer presently provding local exchange lelecommunications seraces in the following
exchanges: Balbic (529) and Crooks (543). Baltic Telecom Cooperative, to its knowledge. is the only carmer today provding
local exchange telecommunications sefvices in .. anove identified exchange areas. (Staff’ HBKC)

TCR7-088

East Plains Telecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgble
telecommunications cafrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area.  East Plains Telecom, Inc s the
facilities-based local exchange cafrier presently providing local axchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges. Alcester (934), Hudson (984), and East Hudson (712-882). East Plains Telecom, Inc | to its knowledge, s the only
carrier today providing local exchange telecommunications senvices in the above identified exchange areas (Statt. HBXC)

TC97-080

Western Telephone Company pursuant to 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnaton as an ebgible
telecommunicabons camer within the local exchange areas that constitute s servce area in South Dakota Western Telephone
i the faclities-based local exchange camer presently prowiding local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the lollowing
exchanges: Cresbard (324), Faulkton (598) and Orient (382). Westemn Telephone, to its knowledge, is the anly carmer today
providing local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the above identified exchange areas. (Statt HE'KC)

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant lo 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an eligible telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas thal constitule is service area in Soulh Dakota
Stockholm i the facities-based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange telecommunications senvices in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Revillo (623) and South Shore (758). Stockholm, to its
knowledge, is the only carmer today providing local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the above dentified exchange
areas. (Stali: HB/XC)

TCo7-0092

Kennebec Telephone Co. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designabon as an ehgible
telecommunications carrer within the local exchange areas thal constifule s service area in South Dakola HKennebec
Telephone Co. s the facilites-based local exchange camer presently prowviding local exchange telecommunications servces
in the following exchanges. Kennebec (868) and Presho (885). Kennebec Telephone Co., lo its knowledge, is the only carmer
today providing local exchange telecommunicabions services in the above identified exchange areas (Stafi: HB/CH)

TCe7-093

Jefferson Telephone Co., Inc. pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an algible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that constiute s service area in South Dakota JeMerson
Telephone Co., Inc, 5 the facilties-based local exchange carer presently providing local exchange telecommunications
serwces in the following exchange. Jeflerson (966). Jellerson Telephone Co., Inc., to its knowledge, is the only carmer loday
providing local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above identified exchange areas (Stafi. HB/CH)
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TCa7-084

Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperatrve, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an
eligble telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas thal consbiule its senvice area.  Sully Buftes Telephone s
the laciliies-based local exchange camer presently prowiding local exchange lelecommunicabons semnaces in the following
exchanges. \West Onida (264), Hachcock (266), Seneca (436), Tolstoy (442), Onaka (447), Wessington (458), Langlord (483)
Rosholt (537), Tulare (596), Hghmare (852), Harrold (875), Ree Heghts (843), Hoven (848), Biunt (962) and East Onida (873)
Sully Buttes Telephone, 1o &3 knowledge, & the only carnes today providing local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the
above identified exchange ateas (Staft. HBICH)

0enarer

o7a7me?

TCa7-005

Venture Communications, Inc. pursuant 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 consttule #s sernce area Venlure Commurucabons s the
facilities-based local exchange camer presently prowviding local exchange telecommumnicabons seraces in the followng
exchanges: Onida (258). Bowdle (285), Roscoe (287), Pierpont (325). Britton (448), Brtton, ND (T01-443), Roslyn (486),
Wessington Springs (538), Selby (648), Gettysburg (765) and Lebanon (768) Venture Communications, to fts knowledge, s
the only carmer loday prowding local exchange telecommuncations senaces in the above dentfied exchange areas (Staft
HB/CH)

06/19/87

o7oTeT

TC&7-096

SANCOM. Inc pursuanito 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as an algible telscommunications
carmar vathun the local exchange areas thatl constitute ts serace area in South Dakota SANCOM s the facilibes-based local
exchange camer presently prowding local exchange ledecommumicabons seraces in the followang exchanges in South Dakota
Wolsey (883), Parkston (928) and ?“ﬂp (935). SANCOM. 1o ds knowledge, i the only carner today prowding local exchange
telecommunications senices in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft. HB/CH)

061997

07ma7Ae7

TC87-087

Sanborn Telephone Coopératve pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible
telecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas that constitule fs serace alea n Scuth Dakota Sanbomn
Telephone i the faclbes-based local exchange camer presantly piowding local erchange telecommunications sensces in the
following exchanges in South Dakota. Cthan (227), Mt Vemnon (236), Letcher (248) Forestburg (495) Artesian (527)
Woonsocket (796) and Alpena (845) Sanbom Telephone, o ds knowledge m the only carner today prowding local exchange
lelgcommumcabons senaces in the above denbfied exchange areas | Stall HBCH

06/19/97

ovarar

TCo97-008

Beresford Municipal Telephone Co pursuant 1o 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heietry soeks desgnation as an elgible
lelecommunications carmmer withun the local exchange afeas thal Constiule s s8nace ares o South Dakota Beresford Tel
s the lacibes-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange lelecommurscabons seraces in the Tollowng
exchange Beresford (763) Beresford Tel, to s knowledge, s the only camer today provdng local exchange
lelecommunicabions senices in the above Kentified exchange areas (Stal! HBKC)

o
.
o
=4
.
']

| TCO97-080

|

Roberts County Telephone Cooperatve Assocabon pursuant o 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon
as an ebhgible telecommunications camer withan the local exchange afeas that consttule s senACe Bion Roberts County
Telephone Cooperatve Associabon is the lacites-based local exchange carmer presently provding local exchange
telecommumcations senaces in the following exchanges MNorth New Effington, ND (701 834) New Eftnglon (817) and Clane
City (652). Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Associaton. to s knowledge m the only carmet today provwading local
sxchange telecommumcabons senaces in the above dentfied eschange wreas_(Staft HB®C)

06/ 165
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TC87-100

RC Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54201 hereby seeks designation as an abgible
telecommunicabons camer withn the local exchange areas that consttute ts senice area. RC Communicabons is the faciites-
based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons semaces in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (701-834), Wilmot (938). Peever (9832), Veblen (738) and Summnt (188) RC Communications, lo iis
knowledge, is the only carrier foday providing local exchange telecommunicabions seraces in the above identified exchange
areas. (Staft HBXKC)

061997

ToTeT

TCa7-101

Splitrock Properties, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal consbtute fts senice area in South Dakota, Splitrock
Propertes. inc. is the facilibes-based local exchange carer presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons services
in the loliowing exchanges in South Dakota. Howard/Carthage (772) and Oldham/Ramona (482). Spitrock Properties, Inc
lo s knowledge, is the only carner today prowiding local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified
exchange areas. (Stafi. HB/KC)

081997

oTaTR7

TCO7-102

Spitrock Telecom Cooperabve. Inc. pursuant 1o 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ¢ jible
telecommunicalions carmmer within the local exchange areas thal constiule s senrace area. Spitrock Te'ecom Cooperatve
Inc. is the faciites-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications semces in the
following exchanges: Brandon (582) and Garretson (805-594) and (507-587). Splitrock Telecom Cooperabve, inc , 10 its
knowledge, s the only carner today prowiding local exchange lelecommunicabons services in the above identified exchange
areas. (Staff. HB/XC)

08/19/87

o7a7eT

TCE7-105

Tr-County Telecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabtion as an eligible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal constitute its service area in South Dakota Tn-County
Telecom, Inc. is the facities-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunicabons senaces
in the foliowing exchanges in South Dakota; Clayton (825) and Emery (443). Tri-County Telecom, Inc . lo its knowledge, s
the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications senvices in the above identified exchange areas (Staff
HB/CH)

08/19/a7

0707A7

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TC87-078

U S WEST Communications, Inc. filed for approval by the Commission the Type 1 Paging Agreement between KJAM Mobile
Paging and U S WEST. "This Agreement was reached through voluntary negotiations without resort to mediation of arbitration
and is submitted for approval pursuant to Section 252(e) of the Communicabons Act of 1934, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act of 15668 . KJAM Mobde Paging and U 5 WEST lurther requesl that the Commission approve this
Agreement withoul a hearning and withoul allowing the intervention of other parbes. Because this Agreement was reached
through voluntary negotabons., £ does nol raise issucs requinng a hearing and does not concer™ other partes not a pan of the
negotations Expeditious approval would further the public interesl "

0616/87

oroTeT

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCo7-082

U S WEST Communicatons filed tanff sheets that remove references to exchanges that have been sold by U S WEST. The
sale was effective June 1, 1987. In addition, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up tems. U 5 WEST has
requested an effective date of June 1, 1597, for this filing. (Staff. DJCH)

oe/17m7
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

NA [ East Plains Telecom_ Inc on June 13,1997 ] NA I NA
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Capited Office
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Soutt Dakota
Public Utilities Commission '

State Capitol Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota 57501-2070

October 1, 1987

Mr. Richerd D. Coit
Executive Director
sDITC

P. Q. Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE Eligible Telecommunicalions Camer application, TC97-090
Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company

Dear Mr.Coit

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

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

2. Pursuant lo 47 C.F R. 54.101(a)(6), access to operator services must be made available
by an Eligible Telecommunications Carner (ETC) lo receive universal service support
mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this service?

3. Pursuant > 47 CF R, 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up services must be made
available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers. Does the applicant company, as
referenced above, make these services available to qualifying consumers?

4 Please provide a verification by an authonzed officer, under oath, lo the Commission in
which the apphcant represents to the Commission that the facts stated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response to data request nes. 1. 2 and 3 above, are truthful

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

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

Sincerely, 7

rr LN B, : |

Karen Cremer

Staff Attorney

cc Haran Besi




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

TC87-068

TCo7-069

TC97-070

TC87-071

TC97-073

TC97-074

TC97-075

TCe7-077

TC97-078

TCS7-080

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE

COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO,, INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,

INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC.

TC97-083

TC97-084

TC97-085

TC97-086

TC97-087

TCS7-088

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-092

TC97-093

TC97-094

TC97-095

TC97-096




P
L
4
J
'
3

-J*

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 MUN!CIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE
COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TCa7-087

TC97-098

TC97-099

TCS7-100

TC97-101

TC97-102

TCo7-105

TC97-100

TC87-113

TC97-114

TC97-115

TC97-117

TC97-121



BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A 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 Utltus Commission (Commission) recenved requests from
ihe above capltioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as eligible
telecommunications carriers

The Commussion electronically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines to interested individuals and entities On June 27. 1997, the Commission
received a Petition 1o 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 to DTS and DT1 in Docket TC97-075 No other Petitions 10 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, 45-31.7 1, 45-31-11, and 47
USC §214(e)(1) through (5)

The issues at the heaning shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned
telecommunications companies should be granted designation as eligble
telecommunications carners, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the
Commission




A hearning shall be held at 1 30 P M , on Wednesday, November 19, 1997, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakola It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be present and to be
represented by an attorney  These nights and other due process rights shall be forfeited
if not exercised at the heanng  If you or your representative fail to appear at the time and
place set for the heanng, the Final Decision will be based solely on the testimony and
evidence provided, if any, dunng the heaning 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 Commission 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 from any of the above
caplioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible
telecommunications camer, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecormmunications camers. The Commission’s decision may be appealed by the parties
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law It is therefore

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

Pursuant to the Amenicans with Disabilities Act, this hearing is being held in a
physically accessible location Please contact the Public Utiliies Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 1t least 48 hours prior to the hearing if you have special needs so arrangements
can be made to accommodate you

#4

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
docusmerd by b, v
e pemesrdysec ey ot dcighd sesr Commussioners Burg, Nelson and
service lisl, by lacuimle or by first class mail, in Schoenfelder
propetly addressed envelopes. with charges

prepaid : E %
g 4 4
By _ :ﬁfﬂifff I".J‘_;' »"-‘f"_; 1.{*.'1" /

/ WILLIAM BULLARD. JR
Date P Z'_"".‘_ __/;/’ Executive Director

(OF FICIAL SEAL)
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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

ASSOCIATES, INC.

SI10UX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY
MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, 1NC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, 1INC,
ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, 1INC,

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS., INC

;HH-!C'ERTF. TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

RECEIVED

; DEC 02 1397

BOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
JUTILITIES COMMISSION

}
} TC%7-068
)
)} TC97-069
)
)
} TC%7-070
i
]
) TC97-071
)
)
) TC97-072

) TC97-074
TCS7-075

TC97-077

TC97-078

— Nt R Rl W R

TC97-080

TC97T-081
|
) TC97-083

)
} TC9T-084
|
]

TC97-085




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 CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COOFPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC.

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC.

4

RI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE
COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOEA TELEPHONE COMPANY
BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE

HANSON COMMUNICOATIONS INC.

o D/B/A

T T T T T g T Tt s gt it g i i it i g gt gl Vgl Mt g gt Vgl Nl o it W

TC97

TC7~

TC97-

TC97-
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TC97-
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TCS7

TCO7

089

050

052

03913

094
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|

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

started. I'11

e
aa

relacing to t

begin the hearing for the dockets

e eligible telecommunications carriers

designation. The time is approximately 1:50. The date
is Ncvember 15, 1997; and the location of the hearing
is Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota.

I am
Commissioners
also present
hearing was no
For and Notice

Th

e

follows: One

telecommunicat

.

.

)& repreasen

testifying

Wil

Crogs-examinatc
final decision
sCate Circuic

. Rola

Jim Burg, Commissio’ Chairman.

Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelscn are

I'm presiding over this hearin

q. The

ticed pursuant to the Commission’s Order
of Hearing

issued November 7, 1997.

issues at this hearing shall be as
whether the regquesting

ions company should be granted

eligible telecommunications carriers;
servic2 areas shall be established by
parties have the right to be present and
ted by an attorney. All persons so

i be sworn in and subject to

ion by the parties. The Commission’'s
may be appealed by the parties to the
Court and the State Supreme Court.
yne Wiest will act as Commission

i
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counsel.
procedura

overrule

She may provide recommended rulings on

l and evidentiary matters.

its counsel's preliminary

The Commission may

rulings throughout

the hearing. If not overruled, the preliminary rulings
| will become final
At this time I‘1l]1l turn it over to Rolayne for
the hearing
MS. WIEST: I*1l take appearances of the
parties Rich, who do you represent?
MR. COIT I'm here today representing all of
the SDITC member companies, and also Kadoka which has
| recently applied for membership with the cocalition.
rhnd Darla Rogers is here representing some companies,
and I guess she could indicate for the record which
nes she's representing
MS. ROGERS I'm here representing Valley;
Stockholm-Strandburg; Golden West, including Vivian:
and Sully Buttes and Venture
MS. WIEST Could you repeat those again?
Valley. Stockholm-Strandburg. Vivian, Golden West.
MS. ROGERS Golden West, Sully Buttes and
Venture
M5 WIEST U 5 West
MR. HEASTON Bill Heaston and Tammy Wilka
for U § West Communications.




MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff

=

MR. HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission |

| ¥}

3 | staff. i

de
z
th
-
m
L]
-

We have had a reguest to take one

:
\
first and that’s TC97-075. Do any of |
|
|
|
L

g nf these dockets
& the parties want to make an copening statement before we
y begin? |
|
A Why don't you proceed with 075 then. |
i
|
-1 MFE 01T Sure, that’'s fine I really don't)
10 have an opening statement There are a couple of

11 exhibits that we culd like to admit And I understand|

|

13 there’'s alsoc been some letters sent to the Commission
3 that we would like to admit into the record as nv;dencq
4 he ET juestions And that would be Exhibit h'-beﬂ
|
1 1, which is the application of Fort Randall for ETC I
L€ designation and Exhibit No 2, which 8 The response !
7 £ Fort Randall to a data request from staff, dated, :i
|
18 bel re October 18t And there are two letters. I |
|
19 den't know if{ we've marked those yet. ;
20 EXHIBITS NO. 3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR
21 IDENTIFICATION.)
22 | MR. COIT: There are tw) other exhibits that
23 | have been marked Exhibit No. 3. Kathy Marmet, is that
24 the letter of Dakota or is Exhibit 3 the letter.
25 MS. MARMET: Exhibit 3 is the letcer of
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the Exhibit 3 is

Commission,
toc the

‘s the datce

ber 18th
use 1 have ne

nk so Is that
h? Okay . I

sth

he etter from
Sorry about t
that’'s Exhibir

't know wh

the one we're seskin

Yes, they are

the

h che 15th.

and Exhibit 4 is
sion.

Commis

of

they're dated

19th lecte
they’'re not exac
Could 1

believe we got

the letter

that

letter,

dated November

e

._
w

dent
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see the
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copies of
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that one. (Pause.) So at this time are you offering
Exhibits 1, 2, 3 and 47

MR. COIT: Yes, that’'s correct.

MS5. WIEST: Is there any objection to those

exhibits beiny admitted? If not, 1, 2, 3 and 4 have

admitted in TC97-075. Then at this time I would

ask 1f any of the parties have any questions pertaining

te TC97-075, including the Commissioners?

The only question I would have, Rich, is eon
the response to the data request, Exhibit 2. And the
first guestion it talks about single par:y service. I

guess it’'’s not absolutely clear tha: it’s available to

all the customers the way that the statement is written

and answered.,

MR. COIT: Oh, because they said does the

above-referenced company have this service.

MS., WIEST: Righet.
MR. COIT: Yeah, 1 gquess that is correct.
And I am not here today to serve as a witness.

| you need addressed, and I hate to say this,

No.
that’s a concern that you feel

but 1 was

toc believe that if there were some questions on

applications and there was not a witness here to answer

that,

those guestions could be dealt with between now
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and December 2nd. There are witnesses here today for
some of the other applications, but there is not a

I
3 ‘w;tnuﬂs here today with respect to Fort Randall’'s

B

on.

cat

W

appl

1

M5. WIEST: The only other thing I would

[ 51
-]
L

ua
u
"
t
&
¥
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that perhaps the Commission could just have

«J

-
N
"
=
4|
-
A

ied by another affidavit from the person.

L o

CHAIRMAN BURG: We could approve it on the

9 | basis that clarificacion.

10 MS. WIEST: A late-f:led exhibit just

11 clarifying that since we are taking affidavits from the
[ |
12 witnesses on other issues. !
13 MR. COIT: I appreciate that option.
14 MS. WIEST Otherwise, are there any other l
1S juestions relating to 07572 i
| "HAIRMAN BURG Can we make bench decisions? |
1
|
172 MS WIEST Staff{ will have something too. |
. =~ - W l
18 They'll have testimony on all of the cases, Does ﬁtafﬂ
19 | want to go now r do you want to go at the very end? F
2 MR. HOSECK Originally we had planned to go‘
21 after the applicants had
22 MS. WIEST All the applicants?
23 MR. HOSECK Yes. And if these are treated
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manner.

CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine.

M5. WIEST: Let's just go through them and
then we'll have Harlan as the witness. Let‘s go back
to TC97-068. Does anyone have any questions on
TC97-0687

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a clarification. What
data request response is this?

MS. WIEST: Yes, That would be in that

MR. COIT: Is there a chance that we could
consider or deal with these en mass as Mr. Hoseck has
indicated or suggested?

MS. WIEST: I1'd rather not just because on a
fuw of them 1 have a couple gquestions on some of them.

MR. CO

"o

- Okay. Should I go ahead and

introduce the exhibits?

MS5. WIEST: Yes.

MR. COIT: With respect to Docket TC97-068
there are two exhibics, Exhibit No. 1 is the actual
ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company. And

Exhibit No. 2 is the response of Vivian Telephone
Company to a data request from Covmission staff. wWe
would move the admission of those exhibits. I dos not

have the dates. I don't have them here with me.
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Okay. Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No. 1 is 6-1997,
and the date on the response to the data request is
10-14-97.

CHAIRMAN BURG:

MR. COIT: 6-19 ¢ EXCuse me.

MS. WIEST: Okay. Is there any objection to
admitting Exhibits 1 and 2 in 0687 1If not, they've
been admitted. Again, Rich, on Exhibit 2, the first
question, it says we provide single party service
throughout. I guess I°11 assume that means all
customers?

would call Don Lee. Don Lee is
as well as some of the other
do you want to take a seat?
DON LEE,
a witness, being first duly sworn,
ned and testified as follows:

MINATI

Commiassion counsel's

The answer to your question is, yes, it

ey provide service private line
ut the study area.

MS. WIEST: Single party to all customers?
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| reason. 1I'm sorry about this, but I need to go back
and ask Mr. Lee about the Lifeline, Link Up. I think |
was that covered in the data request? I'm 80rry to be

| what we’re doing now.

It's available to all customers?
A Right.
MS. WIEST: Thank you. That‘s the only
question I have. Does anybody else have any questions
for this witness for 068? If not, thank you. I did

admit Exhibit 1 and 2. 069.

ME. COIT: We would move the admission of E
Exhibits No. 1 and 2 in 069, and that is an ETC reques{
or application dated 6-9-97 and response to a staff
data request dated 10-14-97,

MS. WIEST: Any objection? 1If not, they’ve
been admitted.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Excuse me, I do

nct have the data request up here with me for some

behind the eight ball, but I did not have that and 5o I
need to know whether this company is doing Lifeline,

Link Up now or whether you need to -- whether you

intend to have that implemented by 1-1?

A You're referring to the Vivian Telephone
Company?

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Yeah, Vivian is
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Exchange,

Vivian Exchange

did actually

its system with the
and they anticipate
by January 1,
anticipated

hings. And I think I'm

you're either going to

for something from

ate

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I think that's
requirements, 1f I'm reading the Act right
Yeal

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And I think
crtant that we have that on the record
Certainly Commissioner. The answer is, yes,

committed to providing it by 1-1-1998
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you
CHAIRMAN BURG Just guestion, a general
t On the toll, what do we call it toll

Do we need a statement on those, tco, or a

request waivers

-
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in their original applications.

MR. COIT: 1 was at the conclusion of going
through, I guess, the questions and so forth, I was
basically -- before the Commission acts on any of
these, going to restate the reguest. But if the
Commission has questions of Mr. Lee with respect to
certain aspects of providing it, I would -- yeah, I
would suggest you go ahead and ask it.

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 applies to every one of them,
then the statement at the end saying it applies on all
of them is adequate for me. Or if you have some that

already could do the toll control, we need to know

that. I doubt if there are any at this time

MR. COIT: No, we don't. And the waiver
request is included in all the applications. But just
to make pure it was ruled on, I was intending on
BEringing it up again at the end

CHAIRMAN BURG ODkay That’s fine with me

MS. WIEST Any other questions of this

Again, I would move for the

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




lication or request dated 6-10-97 and response
's data reguest dated 10-97.
MS. WIEST: Any objection?

admicted. Are there

or the admission

request for ETC status dated

o data request of f dated

17 | R 2, response to staff data request dated 10-14-97.
i
18 M5 WIEST ADY blections to Exhibits 1 and
{
19 i DEelng acdmittiead i1f not, they have been admicted |
. |
P, ANY questions regarding 7 |
i
= . —— - 5 . = [ |
. | MFE 17 I would note that Dennis Law, who
y - F e e ra A A e s Bl A Uat Y et ks
44 i 8 ne urrent dnager ol Sioux Valley Telephone |
|
- mpany is available 1f the Tommissioners have any |
s - - |
a“ juescions |
: MS. WIEST Any questions? If not, we'll go
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MR. COIT:
Exhibit Ro. 1, which

and Exhibit No. 2, r

s |

- 31 =97

-

MS. WIEST:

i‘ one

E MR. COI

E MS. WIEST
% MR. COIT
TE- ed

MR. COIT
Exhibit No 1, which
dated 6-13-97. Also

| 2, which is a respon

ihnd cthere is also an
supplemental respons

| dated 10-28-97. We

| exhibits.

We would move for the admission of
is the ETC request dated 6-12-37

espense to staff data request dated

ons? 1f

e

Are there any cbject

not, 1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any

0747 I have the same question on

respect to the data request number

Would an affidavit be adeguate?
Yeah, as far as all customers.

Okavy. I will make sure thar gets

Any questions on 074? If not,

We would move for the admission of
is the ETC request and that's
move for admission of Exhibitc No.

g= to data request dated 10-9

[
W
=

Exhibit No. 3 in this docket, a

e to staff data regquest,. It’'s

= )
O
-
F!
[T}

dmission of all three

Any objection? If not, those




three exhibits have

guestions regarding

MR. : : . Lee 15 representing

go to TC97-078.
for the admission of
is the ETC request dated 6-13-97
admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
ita request dated 10-9-97.
ny objection to those exhibitsa?
mitted. Any questions
Let's go to TCO7-080.
ove for the admission of

e ETC request dated 6-16-97,

16 and also move for admission of response to staff data
17 | request Exhibit No. 2, which is dated 10-14-97.
18 MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 an

|
19 F If not, they've been admitted, Any questions I
P regarding this docket? I1f not, let's move to
21 | TCH 81
23 ME COI1T We move for the admission of ETC ;
21 | request dated 6-16-97, which is Exhibit No. 1, and alse
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onse to staff data request, dated
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MS. WIEST: Are there any objections to 1 and

2 12? 1If not, they've been admitted. Any questions

-
2]

3 | regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect teo th

ra
o
H

4 jone, you will be asking at the end about the waiver

ngle party and all the other waivers:; is that

B

S 1the =8

righc?

MR. CGIT: Is there a waiver reguest

B | Stateline on the single party issue?

9 | MS. WIEST: Yes.

77 LIl - i
10 MR. COIT: I wasn't aware of that. I

|

11 | understood there were gsome companies that had purchased|
|

- . § 1

12 | U 5 West exchanges that were still in the process of

13 | converting some party lines. But, yes, if they need a

14 | waiver, I guess so. 111l renew that request. I don't
- nave any factual information I can provide I don't
lé6 | believe, Mr. Lee, are you here representing Stateline?

0
=
o
¥
§r
= 3

17 MR. LEE: I am. And in conversati

18 | Stateline management yesterday, they

ndicated tha

™
&l

19 they would likely need a waiver regquest until March, |

<C | April time frame when they can finish the construction
21 to provide all one party service.

22 | MS. WIEST: And in their application they're

[ 5 ]
o

._
-
n
=
=
.
-
w3

"
Q
L |

|a¢runl' 4 one-year waiver; correct?

24 | MR. LEE: But they‘re willing to shorten it
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1

party service to all customers, and the second waiver

[

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

4 | MR. COIT: I think I would guess that that
5 !w1u.ﬂ be from the date of the order.

6 MS. WIEST: Okay.

7 | MR. COIT: On the toll control? You’re

8 | speaking to the toll control; correct? |

9 | MS. WIEST: Yes, toll contrel.

10 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a question
as long as we're talking about the waivers both on toll

12 | control and on the single party service. As long as

13 | you're asking for waivers, let's make sure it’'s done

l4 | properly and that we're not back here in two months

15 | asking for more waivers. I would hate to go through
|
1€ this process, or would not like to go through this l
process again. I think we need to be accurate when

8 we're doing it. I alsc have a question about what !
1 me et the requirements of the Act? How much of a

20 waiver can we give? I don't know as I know the answer
‘- & ' that

2 MS. WIEST Right The time actually in the
23 | FCC Order is not specified. But it does say in

24 paragraph 89, I believe, that the Commission must, upon
£5 | a Linding of exceptiocnal circumstances, you can make a
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ip, individualized hardship or
tional time to comply and that |
|
public interest that is in
i - i
e time period and it should
the exceptional circumstances [
¢ |
would note that in the :
1
|
‘*ve requested a year, we've nla:i
that period of time we would file
the Commission indicating, you
ity 18 available 1£f the
i
have and Mr Lee, I think, can|
I
1 * I
in the area of toll control that
e're faced with a situation today
are just not available 1f a I
know, from our perspective we %
n it would be available and !
d a year But if there's better:
Aybe the time period can be |
i
now we really don't know when thel
be available ;
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The second or alternative to that is a
software provisioning of toll contrel. And, again, to |
my knowledge, there is no interface between a software
system and a switch that has that capability.
Frimarily because it would take real time rating of a
customer’s usagqe; and because the customer control
switch interexchange carrier it’'s choosing, there are al
myriad of optional call plans and rate structures that
would be applied. And, to my knowle lge, there just is
no technology, nor software, available to carry out
that program.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And if I recall
right, it doesn’'t - it's not permissive, one or the
ner. You really to need to do all of the above.

MR. LEE: It includes both, that’'s correct.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:- I believe some
companies have asked the FCC for clarification, that

sort of thing And as far as I know, you migh

rt
= o
-]
<
w

better infermation than I do that that decision has not|

been handed down by the FCC
MR. LEE A, I doubt I have better
information; and, B, I agree it has not been handed

down, to my knowledge. There is that clarification
Procedure request in front of the FCC.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.
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4 MR. LEE I'm going to define as toll

c restriction, if I can instead of toll limitation, yes.
£ CHAIRMAN BURG Tell blocking is what I

|

il .

7 | mean Everybocy can offer that?

] MFE LE: To my knowledge, that's a true

3 | statement |

|

1 CHAIRMAN BURG And 1 guess my position is to
11 me, the otherx - 1 really don't see, you know, since !

13 it I even putting t int here I think it satisfies |
|
14 i 1 f ir needs have no problem giving the full I
1 ear rf more as long as it gets through FCC, which ar |
|
L€ me it appears it should So I don't see this .
1 £ ne 1 me in making it a shorter limit because I
M i I i - e R 3 * 1 - - - 1 =T * okt e |
18 cthink 1 will interfere with the ETI |
3 caDiishment
: !
. MR l : would agree with that and then t
1
= " - - et = ¥
21 would point out in the applications the companies have
22 indicated that they will investigate and will work with|
|
|
F their switch vendors s that when it does become
<4 available, they’'re willing to impiemant it I think
F that the telephone companies feel that once it "ﬂc::'-eﬂ!
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waiver 1n TCS57-081 in the single party requirement

available, it is in the public interest and would be
very supportive of that concept. ‘
CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'l]l move that we |
grant the one-year waiver on toll -- what is it E
called? Toll limitation? Toll control? |
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to
concur with that as long as the motion is understood

that there will be some formal way to limit toll for

=

lese customers just so that everybody understands the
nmotclion.
CHAIRMAN BURG: 1 think in every application

you agreed that you can do toll restriction --

MR. LEE: Right.
CHAIRMAN BURG: -- 1f I remember reading the |

applications, and that to me is satisfactory.

MR

L i
(! * 1

in

E: Thank you.
CHAIRMAN BURG: Do you want them as a
separate motion? Okay. I'll] also move -- which one do

we need on th ?

o]
ba
®

MS. WIEST: The single party service until

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

e

-y
r

il June 1, 1998.
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1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. |
2 MS. WIEST: For one year? ;
3 CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes.
4 MS. WIEST: 069,
£ ; CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll keep making them. 1I'1l1l
[ imcve we grant the toll control waiver in TC97-065 for
7 !cne year. i
8 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. f
9 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
10 E MS. WIEST: ¢70.
11 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I‘1l11 move that we grant toll
12 | contrael in TC97-070 for one year, the waiver for one
|
13 iyear.
14 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Second it.
15} COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. i
16 MS. WIEST 171
17 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’'l]1 move that we grant toll
18 | control, the waiver for toll control, in TC97-071 for
19 | one year
20 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
21 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
22 MS5S. WIEST 073
213 CHAIEMAN BURG: 1'l]l move we grant the waiver
24 | for toll contrel in TC97-073 for one year.
25 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
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MR. COIT:

Exhibit No. 2, the

is dated 10-8-97,

have been admitted.

CHAIRMAN

MS5. WIEST:

We would move for the admission of

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

regsponse to staff data request which

Any objection? If not, 1 and 2
Any questions regarding 0837

BURG: I'll move we grant the toll,

the waiver for toll control in T

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

MS WIEST TC97-084.
MR COIT We move for

| ETC reguest dated 6-17-9%7, which

for the admission

Pk
1)
b=
& B
E
L)
3
o)
L
i

regponse to staff data reguest d

MS. WIEST: Are there

not, they’'ve been admitted.
CHAIRMAN BURG: 11l m
for toll control in TC97-084 for

COMMISSIONER NELSON:
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFEL

Does this have a single party qu

tion that they are offeri

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

€97-083 for one year.
Seconded.

Concur.

the admissicn cf the
is marked Exhibit No.
of Exhibit No. 2, the

ated 10-8-97.

any objections? If

ove we grant the waiver

one Yyear.

Seconded.
DER : 1'll concur.

egstion on this one?
said in their original

ng single party service
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1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: 1 got a sticky on

2 | ic. Sorry. James Valley; righc?

3 | MS. WIEST: I believe in their -- okay.

L] i?nah. that was Bob's question. And the reason he had
g !the question is it was actually in the original

6 | application. So if you look at the original

application on page two, under gquestion number three,
8 | they do atate that they provide single party service to

9 | all consumers in their service area. Number four down

10 n cthat 18t
i AR T BT AR o i -
11 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.
12 MS5. WIEST: Thank you. Okay. Let’'s go to
|
M COIT h

"
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i
i
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= |
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= 3
s
o
ot
i
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Q

E T e s 1
s = e HIEEST ATY biections? 1¥f not ..-.,_‘.J.-vﬂ_ |
1 M iEST ny ¢ J=f ne? f not, th e |
|
18 Ded admitted hal the same gquestion here with :
.
4 respect t gquestion number U |
o~y - . H
2 ME CO1l M1 Benton is available to respond
|
21 t questions I believe Is this Heartland? Right? i
|
2 2 r Don -an you respona t Any gquestions |
23 MR. LEE Mark has asked me ¢ respond on his
24 behalf which wilil be Heartland Communications, and
- - & |
25 hey are tfering all single
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customers? Any other gquestions concerning this |

MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to all

docketc? Is there a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant the

ver for toll control to TC97-089 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
M5. WIEST: 085, 1 believe.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me, 85,

MS. WIEST: TC97-086.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-17-97, and response to

staff data requests, Exhibit No. 2, which is dated

10-10-97.,

M5. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, they
have been admitted, Same guestion, can yocu answer
that, Mr. Lee?

MR. LEE: I'm sorry, 1 don’'t have the
associated companies with the exhibit numbers. Which

pany are we referring to?

MR. COIT: Midstate.

m

KA. LEE: They are currently all private line

MR. COIT: Single party; correct?

MS5. WIEST: 8Single party to all customers?

(|




MR. LEE: Correcet.

-

2 MS. WIEST: Any other guestions in this
3 | docketr?

4 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the toll

§ | control waiver in TC97-086 for one year.

. COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.

70 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

™
" 4
th
x
* 4
m

8T: TC97-087.

9 | MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

.

Exhibit No. 1, ETC request, dated 6-17-97, and Exhibit

11 No. 2, response to staff data request, dated 10-16-97.

12 | MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1f not, Exhibits
|
1

13 1 and 2 have been admitted,

14 CHAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant toll

1k ontrol waiver in TC97-087 for one year.

1 é COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it |

1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur |
[

18 MS. WIEST: Again, I'd have a guestion on

16 | =k e, Rich

- - - - - . - I

2 ME 017 Mr Lee is representing Baltic as |

- o -

- P 5 I

24 MR EE Baltic 1s currently all private |

23 iine I*'m sOTITYy single party I should use the r:gnJ
|

25 term ingle party service

2 M5. WIEST To all customers?




i

MS5. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-088.

| MR. LEE: Correct. !
E
|

3 MR. CCIT: We move for the admission of

4 | Exhibit Neo. 1, ETC request dated 6-17-97, and response
S | to staff data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is
2] dated 10-17-%

7 MS. WIEST Any objections? If not, Exhibit

9 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l]l move we grant a waiver
10 | on teoll control in TC97-088 for one year.

11 ] COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second irt. |
12 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

13 | MS. WIEST: Can you answer my guestion on

4 this one, Mr Lee?
i5 MR. LEE: Company name, please? i
|
1 MS. WIEST East Plains.
17 MR. LEE Currently is all single party |
18 service i
[ |
15 MS. WIEST Thank you |
t
20 MS. WIEST TC97-089 !
| [ b e il * |
21 | MR. COIT We move for the admission of
22 Exhibit No 1 which 18 the ETC request dated 6-17-97
|
23 | and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is a response

25 MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they’ve
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admission of

that

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST:

MR. COIT:

Exhibit No. 1, which
Telephone
Exhibit No.
staff data reguest

that Mr. Rod Bauer

heir reguest.

MS. WIEST:
docket? If not,
CHAIRMAN BURG:
MS. WIEST:
admit Exhibit Numbers 1

CHAIRMAN BURG:

NELSON:

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M5. WIEST: TCS7-093 .

MR. COIT We would move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC reguest of Jefferson E
Telephone Company, dated 6-18-97, and move also for the
admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data
request, which is dated 10-10-97. And I would note

TCS7-092,
We move for the admission of
is the

Company dated 6-18-97,

dated 10-10-97.

is here to respond to any questions

the Commissioners or staff may have concerning

Any questions concerning this

do you have a moticn?

I'm sorry,

in TC97-052

Concur.

of Kennebec

s
- =

request
and move for the
2, which is the response to

And I would note

Did we admit both those?
I did not. I will
and 2.

that we

I*1l move grant a

for cne year.

1'd second 1irt
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Lad

that Mr. Dick Connors is available to answer any

gquestions concerning the Jefferson request.

| M5. WIEST: Any objection to the exhibits?

If not they* ve been admitted. Any quest.ons
i:_r"arn:“q this docketr?
i CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC27-093 for one year.
' COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
i COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELLER: Concur.
! MS. WIEST: TC97-094.
MR. COIT: We'd move for the admission of
Exhibit No 1, which is the ETC request dated £6-19-97,

and move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2 which is

the regponse Lo data reguest dated 10-15-597

MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
2 If not, those exhibits have been admitted. Do you
have ny itn 528 = this one?

- —




{in the past?

A Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no
The fact is all single party service.
language such if there were
a disastezx t to respond to, they wanted to
regerve the igh ¢ party line under the
emergency basis cnly. it they have for a number of
been all single party service,
MS. WIEST: Any other questiosns?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘l]l move we grant a waiver
control for TC9%7-094 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, I'll

WIEST: TC97-095.
We would move for the admission
ed 6-19-57, and admission of
2, response to data request dated
would point out that I believe that there
issue with respect to single party service
-his case as well.
Right. At this time are there
any objections to Exhibit 1 and 2? 1If not, they've
been admitted. Yes. And it would appear they would

need a waiver. And my question for apparently they
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1 | admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data request

2 | dated 10-10-97.
3 ME. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they've

4 | been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket?

5 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘'ll move we grant a waiver
& on toll control in TC97-096 for one year.
7 : COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1‘’d second it.
.
8 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
9 I MS. WIEST: TCS7-097.
10 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
11 | Exhibit Ne. 1, ETC reqguest, dated 6-19-97, and Exhibit

12 | No. 2, response to data request date' 10-10-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, they've

14 | been admitted. Does anybody have any guestions

15 | concerning this docket?

16 ! CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
17 | for toll ccatrol in TC97-097 for one year. |
18 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. ;
15 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur, ‘
al M5 WIEST: TC9%T7-098

21 MR COIT: We move for the admissicn of ETC

22 request dated £6-19-97, which is marked Exhibic No. 1

[

23 | and admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response

24 1 iata request dated 10-14-97 |
|

25 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
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than this that

we've had there that

single party service
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b
|

if th i suffice

WIEST:

CREMEER:

WIEST:

CHAIRMAN BURG:

toll control

COMMISSIONER

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

Exhibit No.

ane admission

reguest

IEST:

epresen

we'll have to deal w

if that's okay.

= o
MS. WIEST:

as manager of

Association of Telephone

in TCS7-099

Communicati

ith

the South Dakocta
-ops and the daily

they do, in fact, provide all

throughout Roberts County Co-op,
for your
8 that
That's
Okay.
I'll move we grant a
for one year,
NELSON: 1‘d second it.

Concur.

the admissiaon

dated 6-

Any objection?

question on this oane

don' know the answer,

is Mr. Lee 13 not here

ons today, soc I suspect

that with a latce

requests

-filed exhibirc
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1
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it [
|
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TCS7-105.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

Exhibit No. 1,

=

- g

MS.

s

[ ]

WIEST:

been

dated 6-

admittrted.

19-97,

Any objection?

Any questions

If not,

and admission of

response to data regquest dated 10-14-97.

Exhibits

|
concerning ]
|
I

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-105 for one year

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur

M5. WIEST: TC97-108.

MR. COIT We move for the admission of ETC
request Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-23-%97 and the
admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data i

equest dated 14-97 H
i

3 WIEST Any objection? If not, Exhibits |
1 and 2 have been admitted. Same gquestion. Can you,

M1 Lee, answer that one? Is that single party neruz:;
available for

MR COIT Fr Faith,

!

MR. LEE ! do not represent them, I'm aorryi

MR. COIT: We would request permission to

e — |
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Telephone Company service area. It has been since

late seventies.

ME. WIEST: Are there any others questions of

this witness? Thank you.

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

iy

or toll control in TC97-113 for one yea:

COMMISSIONER NELSON-: I'd second.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur,.

MS5S. WIEST: TCO97-114.,
i MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC |
request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,
which is dated 6-25-97, that’'s Exhibit No. 1. And alsol
the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is

response to data requests of staff dated 10-9-%7. And

=)
o
[~ v
in
.
4]
-

| Mr. Haugen 1s here as well to respond to any questicns

| MS. WIEST: First of all, any objection to
| Exhibits 1 and 27 If not, they‘ve been admitted. And

I would ask the same question.
ME. HAUGEN: S5ingle party service is
{ available to all the customers in the
Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges.
| MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other guesticns

| of this witness?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'"ll move we grant a waiver




for one year.

LSON: I1'd second

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur

MS. WIEST: TC57-115.

e

5 | MR. COIT: We would move the admission of

& Exhibit No 1. the EIC request of Union Telephone

3 | M5. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits

o
s
EJ
|,
T
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¥
b
[+
(o8
3
v
"
o
]
[
>
a3
[+

would ask the same

i1d MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is

13 available to all the customers in the Union Telephone
i “ompany sService area, Hartford and Wall Lake Exchanges,
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1 CHAIRMAN BURG I‘ll move we grant a waiver

; for 11 restriction in TC97-115 for one year. |
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21 COMMISSICNER SCHOENFELDER Concur

22 M5. WIEST Than you TCS7-117

- e 5T T P T €=

2 ot I ne ove for the admission of
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1 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits
2|1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning

3 this docket?

4 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll] move we grant a waiver

0
i
N
o
=
i’
™
~
e
-
-
-4
p]
s
=~J
[
[
]
Q
s |
]
= |
]
-
w
-
Ly |

|
|
¢ COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it. 1
T 1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

B | MS. WIEST: TCS7T-121.

E MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

10 i;yh bit No. 1, the ETC request of Kadoka, dated 7-3-97,
11 | and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data

12 requests dated 10-28-97

113 MSE. WIEST: Any objections o Exhibits 1 and |
14 | 27 1If not, they’'ve been admitted. Any gquestions |
1k concerning this docket? f
16 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I1"1ll move we grant a waiver
17 | for toll control in TC97-121 for one year. l

18 | MMISSIONER NELSON: 1"]1]l second it

19 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur ‘.
2 MS5. WIEST: TC97-125. |
21 MR. COIT: We'd move for the admiassion of ETC

B
A
"
?
whd
c
®
n
r
m
=
-
-
-
.
v

No. 1, dated 7-7-97, and Exhibit No.

23 | 2, response to data request of staff, which is dated

25 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and

i
)
£
O
-
I —




If not, they’'ve been admitted. Any questions J

1 27

2 concerning this docker?
i
1

3 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
|
4 | for toll contrel in TC97-125 for one year.

5 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

6 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur
7 MS WIEST: TC97-130
! MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of

Exhi

o

rr
=
L8]

[ 8}
o
x
]

-

response to data request dated

"
b
-
o ]
-
N
W
4

i

9 | Exhibit No. 1, the ETC reguest dated 7-10-97, and
|
|

12 | MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
13 | 22 If not, they’ve been admitted. Any questions
14 concerning this docket?
15 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'll move we grant a waiver
16 | for tell control in TC97-130 for one year.
J COMMISSIONER NELSON: I would second it.
18 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
19 M5. WIEST TC97-131
20 | MR. COIT: We would move the admission of ETC

21 | request Exhibit Neo. 1, which is dated 7-10-97, and
22 | Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated 10-14-97.

23 M5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and

24 | 22 If not, they've been admitted., Any questions i
25 | concerning this docker?
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1 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
2 | for toll control in TC97-131 for one year.
1 COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1‘d second ir
4 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
s MS. WIEST: TC97-154.
6 | MR. COIT: We would move intoc the record
7 | Exhibiz No 1, the ETC request, dated 5-10-97, and also
8 | Exhibit No. 2, the response to data request dated :
!
9 | 10-16-97 ;
!
i
1C MS5. WIEST Any objection to Exhibit 1 and
11 27 1f not they have been admitted Let's see, ON
12 this one this was one of a couple that no time period
was requested for the waiver. I assume you still want
4 | the one year?
15 MR 01T Mr. Barfield is here. He could
Lé regpond., He's Mr. Bob Barfield, manager for West |
!
17 River
i8 M5. MWIEST They request a wa:ver but this is
13 | ond f the few ones that didn’'t ask fo: ne year, as I
i
|
20 far as I can see, or any time period. 5c 1 was i
|
= i
1 | wondering if there was any different time period that |
22 was being requested

23 BOB BARFIELD,
24 | called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

25 was examined and testified as follows:
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question with respect to the length of the waiver,

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

MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other gquestions?

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'l1]l move that we

| grant a waiver on toll control in TC97-155 for one

year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second ict.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I concur.
M5. WIEST: Thank you. Let's skip to
TC97-167

MR. COIT: I would just note that Three River
elco is not an SDITC member compan-, so I'm not really
here today to represent Three River Telco.

MS. WIEST: Nobody is here?

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

MS. WIEST: Somebody needs to move it in

R. COIT: Well, if you're loocking for a
body., I guess ]l can serve as the body.

MS. CREMER: Otherwise, I can move to adm

| the two exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97, the request for

ETC, and 11-7-97, the amended -- oh, I'm sorry, that’s
U 5§ West., Let me try that again 10-16 of *597 is the

request and 11-13-97 is the amended request, and I




un
e

would ask that they be admitted in.

]

[ 8]
=
]
X,
=
i
s
b |

Any objection? I1f not, they’'ve

Lad

been acmitted,. Are there any questions concerning this

4 | docker? I would note that their application does

5 irequrﬁ: a waiver for one pericd for toll control.

6 | CHAIRMAN BURG: There isn’'t a question on the
7 | single party line, though, is there?

8 | MS. WIEST: No.

) | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I1°'11 move we grant a waiver
10 I!:r toll control in TC37-167 for one year.
11 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1*d second

12 COMMISSTIUNER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

113 MS. WIEST: At this time did you want to go
14 to U S West, or is Harlan going to speak to these

15 dockets?
16 MS. CREMER: We'll finish up these first
MS. WIEST Okay.
18 STAFF'S EXHIBIT NO. 1 WAS MARKED FOR |

- HARLAN BEST,

21 called as a witness, being first duly sworn,
23 was examined and testified as follows:

2 DIRECT EXAMINATION

i4 BY MR HOSECK

21 C Would you state your name for the record,
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.
ease. :

A Harlan Best ]

Q. And what is your 7job?

A I am deputy director of fixed utilities for
Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota. :

Q And have you been present in the hearing room

this afternoon for the hearing on these applications?

A Yes.

Q And have you had the opportunity to review
caption in the notice of this hearing which lists
cases which are before the Commission on this date?

A Yes

G. And are you familiar with the applications in

h of these cases?

A Yeq

Q As a part of your job, have you reviewed

se applications?

A Yes I have

C. Yfou have before you an exhibit numbered

ff's No 1; 18 that correct?

AL Yes

Q And is that an exhibit that you prepared in
course of your dutiea?

A Yes, 1t is

Q Just briefly explain to the Commission,




ease, what that exhibit entails.

N
sl
.

2 | A. What I have done on this exhibit is across

3 |the top is listed each of the companies requesting

S

»

-
o]

o

m

r.

elecommunications carrier status, the

docket number, and the staff cunsel that is

un
;
m
o
n
w
-
i ]
[+%

¢ | assigned to the respective dockets Down the side, the

7 lefr-hand side, is the regquirements that are set forth
B | for ETC status Populated within the columns is the

9 | responses tha

.
(.l

he respective companies gave within

10 their exhibits 1 and Exhibit 2 that have been admitted

or corrections Lo

B

L

b

L2 ]

-

m

=

«
a <
3
=

-]

u

m

]

like to make at this time?

14 A One thartr 1] am aware of ic under Vivian

1 Telephone, Docket TC57-068, under the Lifeline and Link
£ Ur it shows that it will be available 1-1-97. It
1 £ iyld be 1-1-98 1'm not aware of any other
3 - - oa e
|
1 MR. HOSECK kay, At this point in time I |
|
~ - I
: - i move Staili"s Exhibit § 1 int evidence This
21 15 intended ag testimony for all of the dockets en masJ
22 With the exception of U S West r
r COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER U 5 West is on |
24 eres though '
25 MR HOSECH That would be handled later J
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Is there any objection?
My comment would be that I just

ven't had an opportunity to go

to make sure this is all accurate. I guess I

Mr. Best's word that it is accurate and 1'11

I gu

&85, Other tharp that, I don't

comment

MS. WIEST Do you want an opportunity to
over?

MR. COIT: Well, it might take me a while,
hax any cbjection.

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

admitted

2
3

wr =
¥ il
-
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all of the dockets that we have

Jkay Thank you.

to whatever extent you may on

rrier?
Ave with the noted late-filed
be done in a number of the

gard to advertisin
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e review of these dockets that you

1, did the applicant companies meet
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carrier be

ear; and if

L4 |
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usion,

cants

they have any

included

these proceedings?
f's recommendation

required to

change be advertised when it

do you

co

in an orde

-
-

for advertising
advertige

race

have an opinion as

ntained on Exhibit

with the excepticn of U § West which has not had its|
¢ heard yet at this time, whether or not those !
licants meet the gqualifications as an eligible 1
ecommunications carrier? |
- L i 5 1 l
A. With stafi’'s review that has been undertaken,|
1
they do meet the requirements for ETC status.
ME. HOSECK 1 have no further questions of
i WLILnNess
MS WIEST Are here any questicons of this |
¥ Mr co1t
CRUSS-EXAMINATION .
|
ME 01T '
. assume when you talked about advertising
Nanges Tthat you're referencing the rates just forl
Esential services that are supported by -ﬁ:v":sali
|
a3 |
|
= e = == e — ]
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2 | MR. COIT: No further questions.
[ MS. WIEST: Mse. Rogers?

e
Li}]

ROGERS: No, no guestions.

F
L

b 4
wn

WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

o

|
| MR. HEASTON: No.

7 CHAIRMAN BURG: The only question I'd

8 | there any - is advertising identified in any
|
9 | there any criteria for what advertising means
. C
10 | context of thisa? Is the methods in the FCC Ord
11 well
12 i MSE. WIEST I'm sorry, what was the
1
13 | gquestion?
14 CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I had £
1§ or anybody else 18, is there a meaning, is the
L€ description, definition for advertising, what
17 constitutes?
18 MS. WIEST Under the statute itself
19 | 214 (e 1) (B! they must advertise the availability
20 | Buch services and 1f you're referring to the ser

(5a)

-
Q
!
K
-
[ =
-
<
[ ]
(=]
L ]
T
bt
0
"
s
<
o
in
w
= 1]

21 that are supported by

d charges therefore using media of general distr
3 CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay I think that
24 me

25 COMMISSIOMER MNELSON: Does that mean




hey have to advertise this

MS. WIEST: 1at would be under staff’'s

recommendat sVeE,

»CHOENFELDER : Are you do

up - excuse me, to fol

guestion, are you

tise once each vye

t you have to sen
inictially and th

requesting this

1k in additio

under




i

year after,

1 i A. Yes. They would do it originally, and once a
|
! MS5. WIEST: How wculd they advertige?

4 Wherea?
5 | A Where would they advertise? |
i
s MS W1IEST: Yes
|
7 A Whatever general distribution it meets

H according, I assume, it means newspapers and those
% | types of publications.

10 MS. WIEST: So it could be iny type of

11 | general distribution media once a year? |
12 | A Whatever is avajilable within their given E
13 | exchanges that they serve i
4 MS. WIEST: And it would only be for those
5 services supported right now by federal universal i
14 service? l
~ Saa |

|
18 MS. WIEST And every time they changed a i
19 rate for ne of those services, then that would have :;
20 | be re-advertised ar that time

i
a1 i Yus |
2 | MS WIEST Are there ny cther questions of
23 | this witness? 1If not, thank you, Actually, I do. E
24 | Could you retake the stand, Harlan? 1 guess we have a
rd juestion for you. Could you look at your exhibit for

By S I
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Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2, which

is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is the
gervice territory map. That's Exhibit 1, 2 and 3
regpectively in the docket.

MS. WIEST:

Any objection to Exhibit

Do you have a copy of the service terri

Are there any objections to Exhibits 1 2

not, they’'ve been admitted. You may proceed,

Heaston.

HEASTON ; We would also join in the

mct toll control. The reason we did not seek

a waiver in the initial applicartion is because as

4

read Paragraph 288 of the Order in the DA 97-157

inicate rhat toll blocking would be sufficient in the

was dependent upon when you upgraded

wé do not feel we need a waiver of

h

e common wisdom seems to be there I

here

Y

-

.EC{UEE!’.

toll block!ng and

we would also point

number portabilicy that

L

toll control somewhat significantly.




le we agree with Bob Barfield in his observation

ince we don‘t know when it's going to happen,

why we wouldn’ want ime limit on

1g to accept

expensiv

come back to this
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11 | MS5. WIEST: Okay. Would the Commissioners --

13 CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit the exhibitas?
3 vo WIEST Yoo
14 CHAIRMAN BUERG I'll move that we waive toll |
l
1% ntrel for TC97-16 for one vyear [
1 4 _OMMISSIONER NELSON Well, I'm gaing to !
i v i it, but I heard an expansion of what we've been
|
18 waiving in the past [rom giving them one year with the I
|
| |
15 idea we're golng t enew 1t And the reason 1 was
|
willing ¢t grant 1t A ecause technel Y 18 niot Ut l
o i thered Now th ACt regulires that it be there and it
: jidn "t sy anything about how much it cost So 1 -
|
23 iidn't hear anything about cone of the reasons we were
» - - - ] 3 |
24 0 ing 1 in the past was because that it might be |

25 st prohibitive as much as because rechnology wasn’'t
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there, I can understand why technology wasn'’'t there,
but I didn't -- I wasn’t in Congress when they voted
that was part of the Act. i

MR. HEASTON: It's not part of the Act. I .
guess that's the first thing. It's an FCC -- j

COMMISSIONER NELSON: It"s a rule

MR. HEASTON: It's an FCC dictate,

COMMISSIONER NELSON: But it has the same
weight as the rules and statute unless it’s changed in
court; right?

MR. HEASTON: That's true. But unless the
FCC changes, as we‘ve urged them to ‘o,

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Right. So I'm
seconding your motion with the understanding it's
exactly as we had stated it originally; is that
correct?

{AIRMAN BURG: I mean the motion was for one|
year.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I believe the
motion was for one year, a waiver for one year, and I
didn't know that the mction had anything more than
that, than just a waiver from toll control for oéne
Year

CHAIRMAN BURG It doean’'t.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then I'll concur.
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1 | pieces of paper. So if we can find a way to

2 | consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any |

3 | suggestionasa. That’s all I have,

4 MR. HEASTON: 1 have Mr Lehner available i

5 | here and we do have a couple guestions toc ask him.

£ JON LEHNER,

|
7 called as a witness, being first duly ﬂwo:n.‘
8 | was examined and testified as follows: L
9
|
10 | BY MR. HEASTON: !
' i
11 Q. Mr. Lehner, in our application we described
- £ 3 e % 1
12 | the issue { eliminating multi-party services and going|

13 | to single party service throughout U § West service

14 |ar:as. Can you update the Commission on the status of

el

i3 that consistent with wha

we've already put in the

16 application?
|
17 A Yes. As of October 31 of this year the
- ]
18 | numbe f multi-party or two- and four-partcy customers |
- . . = - " - - > I
18 i S West's territory is 612 612
2 HAIRMAN BURG What was the datea on that
r A As olf 0-31-597 |
|
- - - 19 I
3 C And what can you tell the Commission about }
i4 ir continuing effort to eliminate the multi-parcy :

45 service?
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exhibit. Let me just read them off. Arlington is
four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, four:
Lake Preston, one.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Do you want to st

over?

A Arlington, four; Belle Fourche, six: De Smect,
four; Huron, three; Lake Preston, ocne; Madison, two;
Milbank, four; Pierre, two: Redfield, two; Sisseton.
81x; Spearfish, two; Volga, five; Watertown, ten;
Yankton, one,.

Q. Is there a particular reason?

hnacconda line or something?

A It’s a combination of many factors, but you

mean as far as the 52 are concerned?

Qs Yes,

A. It's a combination of many factors. We're

talking about feeder distribution, we‘re talking abcut
g g

in some C

1]

ses a PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda thatr

£
0
=
g
B
i
1)
]
i’
0
T
i)
La |
1]
-
o
m
¥ |
it
(s

MS. CREMER: Okay. That’'’s all the gquestions
| I have
CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any

O
-
o

ier technical solutions other than to a single party

her than line extension?

4]
T
=
-

A You mean in order to provide a single parcy
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CHAIRMAN BURG:

Yes.

~-ommlSsslon

e Tnieverl

customers?

Yes,

= by 3
thRlinx

the answer

cheaper way to do this because in some

we're talking about over 5100,000

single customer, and it just doesn’t make
hat And the answer would seem to lie

£f wireleas, but sc far the

logies, whether then satellite

till pretty expensive. I

ion, though, to some of these.

BURG I‘'m going to move ¢t

a second. the

ionse? As opposed to

ask you some
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MS. WIEST: And does it provide local usage?
A. Yes.

MS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone
multi-frequency signalling or its functional
egquivalent?

A Yes.

MS. WIEST: Do you preovide access to your

emergency services?
A. Yes

MS. WIEST: Do you provide access to operator
services?

A. Yes.

MS. WIEST: Do you provide access to
interexchange service?

A Yas

MS. WIEST: And do you provide access to

directory assistance?
S Yes

M5. WIEST And you've already talked about
tell control and the waiver, Do you prcvide or are You
able to provide toll blocking?

A Yes

MS. WIEST Then getting back to your request
for the waiver on single party service, I know in your
application you talked about the ones that yocu have no
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[

lans, you know, of roviding service due to the cost
P Y

[ %)

and everything. My problem, I guess, is that I don't

3 see that there is any de minimus exception within the

- CC rules with respect to single party service. Have
S | you been granted any of this type of de minimus

€ | exception to that requirement, do you know, in any of

g MS. WIEST: And what I'm getting at is that

10 it appears, according to the FCC rules -- and I'm ]
11 | looking at 47 54.101(c), that in order to grant any

12 | additional time to complete network upgrades for single

3
L

o
-]
"

-
[#]
-
]
= |
=%
b |
n
1]
[*9

1 or toll limitation, thact the

14 Commission does in fact have to set a time period for

15 | you to complete those network upgrades, Is your

lé ontention that we do not?

17 A. I would not make that contention i1'm going
18 t let my attcrney argue with you about that.

1 MS. WIEST Well, then, I do have a couple
20 ther questions My other guestion is on service

21 | area. And it is alsc a requirement of the state

<3 emmission to designate service areas as opposed to

23 | study areas for nonrural telecommunications companies.

24 | First of all, you would agree that you are a nonrural

telecommunications company?
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Yes.

=
-

2 MS5. WIEST: And in the FCC’'s public notice
3 |96-45 issued 9-29-97, it does state that we must send
4 | to USAC the names of the ETC’'s and the designated

5 service areas for nonrural carriers no later than

[ o}

December 31st, 1997. And I know you made some

7 | reference to these things in your application, but I

s &
=B
O
=
e
r*
=
s
. |
=
-
)
[ 4

really told us what you want your

(.}

service area to be. Because the FCC has told us that
10 | we better not ado your study area as your service

pt
area for large ILEC's. Do you have service areas for

e
=3

|
!
|
12 ‘your company that you want the Commission to adopt at

13 this time?
14 A. Well, 1 suppose that -- and, Bill, jump in
15 | here, I guess, to help me with this. But I suppose

16 that our service area ought to be our exchanges in the

17 state of South Dakota. Now, the study area is a

i8 |different issue and that has not been determined yet

-

19 But I woul

(o3
P
o
P
o
a
i
g
=
]
*
0D
i

¥ service area would be our
20 | exchanges that we serve in the state of South Dakota.
21 | MR. HEASTON: If I may from a legal

22 | standpoint, there is no definition yet; and certainly

23 our service area would be those areas within which we

K
d

are authorized to provide the supported services.

25 MS. WIEST: Right. And that’s my question.
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MR. HEASTON:

guess, if that’s what

woul

outs 'de the area

provide service. When it

going to be thar would be w

supported by a universal se

high cost or low income oOr

happens to be, know, th

Yyou

| currently under debate depe
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HEASTON : ] gy

you're looking for i

comes to where

From a general perspective, I

8 what you

designate to the FCC would not be anything

where we're authorized or certified to

the areas are
here the services would be

rvice fund, whether it’'s

libraries or whatever it

at's an area that'

8
nding upon which proxy cost

ed. And so that’'s why we

term because what this

nor has the FCC come out

tc what model it is going to
e required to take a look at
o it from the standpoint of
the law If that's what

Y with the FCC requirement.

look at is an area,

xchange area, which we would

an exchange area And we
at

w many exchanges do you

8 on the list we submitted.




A I can't answer

approximately 35.
MS.

WIEST: It

MR. HEASTON:

It’'s on our exhibit

that exactly. ic's

would be attached?

Lo our

application.

MS.

| amendment

service area

designate fo

A

the

WIEST:

wr

5 Y

ou

r 05

guess I'm

three that
would

West

So however many with the

were missed. That’s how many

like the Commission

to

at this time?

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

EeIVviCcCe area

A.

Th

exchange.

noc

ME.

18.

en

something
I1've done

1
-

% I |

WIEST:

HEASTON

suppose

ue -y
iEASTON:

will have

could with an affidavit from Jon.

we cught to do it

exchange by

want more time

T

1 I would. I mean

think

that's come up in the other two

this in, and I had the same basic

ED ==

I ill do a late-filed

Ckay.

What are you relying on again,
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Rolayne? |

[y

2 MS. WIEST: Actually what as far as the FCC's

public notice, that was docket 96-45 DA 97-1892 issued

-

9-29-97. |

c MR. HEA N: 1892

0y &0 F i .

M

¥
4]

6 | MS. WIEST: And I'm also relying on

paragraphs 185, 192, 193 of the FCC's universal service

b
=
]
-
-
m
/7]
~
-
un
-J
o
g

X
w

CREMER: 185, 192.

12 MS. WIEST: The docket number for the FCC

i 3 saniiaVeEersal Bervice

14 MR. HEASTON Not the docket number but the

. |

1 raer umber the rder number l
|

. MS. WIEST KAy I was looking at 185, 92

i anad paragraph |
|

18 MR. HEASTON 1 got those. Was it FCC !

s a - .

2 M WIES : right And the other thing

21 you might want to address in paragraph 185, for

23 example, it does say 1f a state PUC adopts its ex.s:;nJ

2 Eervice areas Ifor arge ILEC's, their study area, this

24 would erect signif{icant barriers to entry We are alsc

25 er iraged to consider designating service areas that
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require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have not

traditionally served.

MRE. HEASTON: VYes. And, see, this -- what
the problem this causes is where you have not
considered and have left to the FCC to determine how
that’'s going to be modeled from a proxy standpoinc.
And, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic elements
than the wire center for universal high cost support
but I do not have a South Dakota specific look because
this Commission decided not to do their own earlie:
this -- a couple months ago, as opposed to Wyoming and
North Dakota where I do have that be:ause those two are

leoking at 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
idenctify anything smaller than right now than a wire

£
x

1EST: Okay.

IT Excuse me, may I comment briefly

0
on this? And 1 understand that I‘m not a party but I
de believe it was my understanding today that the whecle
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

&

think that the FCC rules indicate that -- the orders
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and the rules

service area, that
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indicate
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Wesrt

=

]
that before changing an existing

the Commission at the state level

it’'s consistent with universal

8. S0 1 think it's a really

than the review of

= |

o

"

(]

<
o

ocbligations. You're

changes 1n a U 5§ West service area

ly change the level of support it

federal universal service fund.

service area disaggregation and

[
-
b |

ly impact rural telephone

d I n

to this

>

guess going §

understanding that there are

incumbent LEC service areas, and wel

uess, that we -- that the issue

cket or any of O

]

8 would |

ggregatlng service areas.
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e
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re

hat was

-
i1y

ies with

)
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at doing

rt

¥ 11

the FCC. That’'s all I'm

talking

reason why 1 only brought up this
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issue with respect to U S West. And it’s just my
understanding the Commission does have to do the
service area in order for U S West to get your
universal service money.

MR. HEASTON: If I could have until whatever

| date was suggested earlier on getting the additional

affidavits in, I'1l1 have a recommendation for you from
U § West on that.
MS. WIEST: Okay. Are there any other

questions of this witness? One more question,

Mr. Lehner. Do you have any cobservation to what

Mr. Best suggested as advertising reguirements for your
company?

A. I'm not sure that I understood exactly what
he was requiring. If the requirement is to advertise
it once a Year 1in the newspaper, I don‘t think we have
a problem with that,

MS5. WIEST: And getting back to single partcy
service 1s high cost, the only barrier is to provide

single party service to those 52 customers?

MS. WIEST: 1Is it also U S West’'s position
that the settlement agreement that you‘ve stated is
suspended concerning single party service no longer

applies where I believe you stated you would have




80

seingle party service to all customers by the year ECDC'?.I

A. Had the 121 inveatment program continued, I
would have been out here talking to the staff and to
you about these anyway, because as we honed down to
scme to the last few on some of these exchanges, it
became obvious that this was -- this is foolish to
spend that kind of money with the current technology.
Just doesn't make any sense.

MS. WIEST: That's all 1 have. Mr. Heaston,

you might also want to address the gquestion of whether
the Commission has the authority to provide any de

minimus exception to the single party without putting

L
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don’‘t know that de minimus is
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nk that you could put a time
line on it and make it renewable that we would have to

§ - i |
what the rul

e would allow you te do
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maybe semi-annually, to update

the Commission of where we are technologywise 1in ’akl:‘.gl

Jkay Any other questions?

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a questxoﬂ
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question.

| why you

syotems

and Pier

A

| Beams we

provide

Huron, ¢t

gize. But you addressed in here and you have an

ehner. And the reason 1 have a question is
in your amended application you might have
d it, however, 1 don‘'t have a copy of that and
|
|
on your original application that regards
» Link Up. And basically what it is it’'s your
or a page that looks like a tariff page to me.
West really intends to comply with the
on order in Lifeline, Link Up?
Absolutely.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know

And that page doesn‘t apply any more.
R SCHOENFELDER: Thank you.
MS. WIEST: Any other questions? Thank you.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I gueuds I have a
You know, you -- when you were talking about
shouldn‘t have tc provide this single party
for these areas that you listed like Spearfish

re and all th 1

(1]

ist that you went through

Yes

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Why would it -- it just
ird to me that it would be that expensive to
those services in some areas. Like Pierre and

hose are pretty -- 1 mean can you explain that
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22 t need to be replaced It's expensive.

213 COMMISSIC NELSON: I guess in my mind it
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because 1

out

ther

miles and miles and miles and there‘s nobody out

e

was thinking maybe these lines had tc be run

or something. But if this 18 in a fairly

populated area,

-

P e r_l

telephone sysntem when most of the world doesn’'t, as we

looking for some reason why that's acceptable,

especially when some of those little companies are

sayi

that

engineering

1ms

ng

should have to live with just two party

Chat

South Dakota, doesn't have to do that

lines are all filled up. 1 mean I'm

they got maybe three or four pecple left

they don‘'t

(]

that was done probably 15, 20 years ago in

companies’ cases where they at the time

Kk

and it doesn’'t seem to me that these

*

have that service for and they’'ve made

1

say, well, we want a waiver but we will

d of the year or whatever.

nk that most of the companies you've

to up until now -- and 1 obviocusly can‘'t

but I think you're talking about

|
bution systems that were literally f
provide single party service. There &
unding mechanisms and different i

They've had the ability

ind of money and recover it. Now, 1 can




spend §$100,000 or §$150,000 or 50,000, whatever it is,
o do : . but somewhere that has to be recovered and
to s ¢ 1 from a customer. That
that.
It seems to me this

vernor’s bill said last

making available high

Basically
talking here some

single party

1
15 | spend that kind of money And 1 certainly wouldn't
U e S ol
17 HAIRMAN BURG The question I have in the !
.
:
& E Justry when we have these kind of situations once
A while there’'s another provider that is closer thart|
2 s i i1 Would that be the case to any f thege 1
21 | Would that be a reascnable solution ever?
2 A Y=g, it would And, Commissioner, if there
2 i ANy mpany n thi room that w id like to serve
|
- - P z |
24 Any f these 52, 1 would be happy to negotiate.
r CHAIRMAN BURG I think maybe when we‘re down
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1 | to 52, we ought to get a list of those names and see if
2 | we could work it out. I share what Counsel has said.
3 |I°'m not sure we can make the exception. I know that

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

L

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

h
-

or a limited period of time, but I don't know that'’'s

[ |
7| a

n indefinite solution and we probably ought to work --
B i!oﬂk alr working together to meet and find the solution
g E:o meet the FCC rules I think if we can. But so many

.

10 i maybe, I guess, what I would lik: to request is the
11 | actual name and location of those 52 filed at some
12 [time. I don‘t care whether it's part of this docket or
13 innr.
14 | A. I think that can be provided.
15 | S. WIEST: Any other questions? If not,

16 | thank you.

~J

: CHAIRMAN BURG: I suppose we do need some

18 | type of waiver in order to grant them an ETC status. '

18 | MS. WIEST: crry, for which now?

20 _ CHAIRMAN BURG: For single party.

21 M5. WIEST: At this time staff has a witness
22 jon this case first

23 E MS. CREMER: Staff would call Harlan Best.
24 : HARLAN BEST,

25 | called as a witness, being previously sawor
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i

was examined and testified as follows:

kS

3 | BY MS5. CREMER:
4 | Q Harlan, were you the analyst assigned to

5 | TC97-163, U S West's application?

s A Yes
7 0 And have you reviewed that application by U S

|
- |

¥ £
5
s
m
Y

(= 8

10 Q. And woul you agree with Mr. Lehner when he

11 testified earlier that they met all the requirements of

12 47 CFR 54-1017

13 A. That they have met those?

0 5 LT o

i -l IeB . |
1

B A Yes, with the discussion that we've had on

16 ilngle party

1 0. Right Okay. And at your recommendation for

.4
T
el
TS
.
-
]
.
'
"
'
e
LV% ]
E
E
N
¥
L]
b 4
-
st

be the same for U S West as it

15 wag for the others I.
{
{
‘ 2 Yes '
|
v C And what would your recommendation be for thel
1
g mmlission 1n lr'f:","; a service area for U & West ‘
1
23 A It would be the wire center ‘
24 MS -REMER That's all the questions 1 would
: |I'|.|'.




=

1

=

st

(o

[ =]

1

[$8 ]

et

an

17

(T

D

rJ

Lat

un

87

MS. WIEST: Any questions, Ms. Wilka?

MS. WILKA: No gquestions.

MS. WIEST: Commissioners?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The guestion I'd have is
based on that, should we not -- I mean is this -- what

ic? Is this a document that is filed in

these hearings? |
MS5. CREMER: Yes.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I guess I think we ought t

&}

correct that exhibit to put no on each of those that

we've made a waiver for on the single party because I
pelieve the answer is no and we’'ve made a waiver to

gsatisfy that.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that’'s filed.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not maveﬁ
for a waiver in that area, have we?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes, for six months on one
cther company.

MS. WIEST: We have two single party waivers
so far, but U 5 West we haven’'t muved yet; right?

CHAIRMAN BURG: But if we do and for any we
do, since he's a witness on the stand and this is his
document, I think that this document should be

corrected to reflect, no, they do not meet that to
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| be sBubmitted,

didn't really need it
move it.,

MS. WIEST:

M5. CREMER:

MS. WIEST:
witness? Thank you.
parties? At this time
take these matters und
for some late-filed ex
will be possible that
the decisions either a
December 2nd hearing o
dockets. Are there an
MR. COIT: 1
to focrmally request th
of the based upon ¢

- =
that Tthe

ETC's and that their s

That's
MS. WIEST:

hearing.

ral telephone compani

in mine. But I can certainly
It's up to you.

We don’'t need it in this dockert.
Any other questions of this
Anything else from any of the

I believe the Commission will
er advisement, We are waiting
hibits in scome dockets, and it
perhaps the Commission will make
t a Commission meeting or at the
n scme other related ETC
Y questions from anybody or any

would just, for the record,
at the Commission designate =zach
he record, the affidavits yet to

Commission designate each of the

€8, SDITC member companies, as

tudy areas be designated as their
all I have,
Thank you. That will close the

CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)
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1697-090

RECEIVED
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION JUN 17 199/
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA UTILITIES COMMISSION
IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF Docket No.
STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE
COMPANY FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELI- REQUEST FOR ETC
GIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER DESIGNATION

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company (“Stockholm™), pursuant to
47 United States Code Section 214(¢) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section
54.201, hereby secks from the Public Utilities Commission (“Commission™) designation
as an “eligible telecommunications carrier” within the local exchange areas that constitute
its service area in South Dakota. In support of this request, Stockho. 1 offers the follow-
ing:

I. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e). it is the Commission’s responsibility to
designale local exchange carriers ("LECs") as “eligible telecommunications carriers”
(“ETCs"), or in other w rds, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service
obhigations consistent with the federal law and should be deemed eligible to receive fed-
eral universal service support. At least one eligible telecommunications carrier is lo be
designated by the Commuission for cach service area in the State. However, in the case of
areas served by “rural telephone companies,” the Commission may not designate more
than one LEC as an ETC without first finding that such additional designation would be
in the public interest. Under 47 CFR § 54.201, beginning January 1, 1998, only tele-

communications carmiers that have received designation from the Commission to serve as

EXHIBIT




an eligible telecommunications camer within its service arca will be eligible to receive
federal umiversal service support
2. Stockholm is the facilities-based local exchange camer presently pro-

viding local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges in South

Dakota:
Stockholm-Strandburg 676
Revillo 623
South Shore 756

Stockholm, to its knowledge, 1s the only carrier today providing local exchange elecom-

municalions services in the above-identified exchange arcas,

3. Stockholm, 1n accord with 47 CRF § 54.101, offers the following local
exchange telecommunications services to all consumers throughout its service area:

e Voice grude access 1o the public switched network:

* Local exchange service, including an amount of local usage free of per-minute
charges under a flat-rated local service package and as part of a measured local serv-
ice offering;

« Dual-tone multi-frequency signaling;

* Access to emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 911 public services;

* Access lo inlcrexchange service;

* Access lo directory assistance; and

= Toll-blocking service to qualified low-income consumers.
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As noted above, Stockholm does provide 1oll imitation service in the form of 1oll block-
ing o qualifying consumers; however, the additional toll limitation service of “toll con-
trol” as defined in the new FCC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54.400(3)) is not pro-
vided. Stockholm is not aware that any local exchange carrier in South Dakota has a cur-
rent capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior 1o the release
of its universal service order (FCC 97-157) that toli control would be imposed as an ETC
service requirement, and, to our information and belief, as a result, LECs nationwide are
not positioned to make the service immediately available. In order for Stockholm to pro-
vide the service, additional usage trucking and storage capabilitics will have to be in-
stalled in its local switching equipment. At minimum, the service requires a switching
software upgrade, and at this time, Stockholm is investigating and attempting to deter-
mine whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might become
available,

Accordingly, Stockholm is faced with exceptional ¢ .cumstances con-
cerming its ability to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's uni-
versal service rules, and must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such
service, At this time, a waiver for a peniod of one year is requested. Prior (o the end of
the one-ycar period, Stoci “olm will repent back to the Commission with specific infor-
mation indicating when the necessary network upgrades can be made and the service can
be made available to assist low-income customers. The Commission may properly grant
a waiver [rom the “toll control” requirement pursuant to 47 CFR 54.101(c)

4. Stockholm has previously advertised, and will continue to advertise the

availability of 1ts local exchange services in media of general distribution throughout the




exchange areas served. Prior to this filing, Stockholm has not generally advertised the
prices charged for all of the above-identified services. It will do so, going forward in ac-
cord with any specific advertising standards that the Commission may develop.

5. Based on the foregoing, Stockholm respectfully requests that the

Commission:
(a) Grant a temporary waiver of the requirement to provide *toll control™
service, and
(b) Grant an ETC designation to Stockholm covering ail of the local exchange

areas that constitute its present service area in the State.
Dated this r4 _ dayof June, 1997

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE COMPANY:

e = S S ——

Haro'1 Nowick, President
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STOCKHOLM & STRANDBURG TELEPHONE CO.

Main Street - Box 20
STOCKHOLM, SOUTH DAKOTA 57264

605-676-2311
Karen Cremer, Staff Attorney 0CT 2 4 199;
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION SOUTH DAk
State Capito] Building UTILITIES c{-?..: a ,‘; ;‘%;;T

$00 East Cepitol Avenue
Pierre, South Dakota 57501

Re: ETC Application of Steckholm Telephone
Dear Karen:

Please be advised that | am the president of Stockholm-Strandburg Telepbone Company,
of Stockholm, South Dakots. In my capacity as such officer, [ would advise you as fol-

lows:

I Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. 54.101(a)(4), Stockholm-Strandbt g Telephone Com-
pany does provide single-party service 1o all customers in .ts service areas, in-
cluding the newly-purchased exchanges.

2. Pursuant to 47 C.FR. 54.101(a)6), Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Com-
pany provides 1o each of its customers access (0 Operator services.

3. Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company currently offers Lifeline and Link
Up local service discounts in all of its exchange areas. Beginning Jenuary 1,
1998, the rograms will be offered under new terms in accord with the FCC
rules, 47 CFR §§ 54.400 - 54.417, and any PUC decisions concerning unple-
mentation of the expanded programs.

Please let me know if you need any further information.
Sincerely yours,

i

Harold Nowick, Presadent
Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company

* EXHIDIY

| =




STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA)
SS. VERIFICATION
COUNTY OF GRANT)

Harold Nowick, being first duly swomn, on his oath, deposes and says that he
is the president of Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company, that he has read the initial
ETC Application of Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company and the foregoing letter,
and knows the contents thereof; that the same are true to his own kuowledge, information
and belief.

et A Sz 8
Harold Nowick, President
Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Co.

Subscnibed and swom to before me this twenty-thind day of October, 1997.

Al s s o
haF, :1 e 3-;,; I [ :/"r’*"'"
My Cormmission Expires: 3/ 70, Notary Public e

(SEAL)




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE )  CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
COMPANY FOR DESIGNATION AS AN )  ORDER AND NOTICE OF
EL'GIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) ENTRY OF ORDER

) TC97-090

On June 17, 1997, the Publc Utiiies Commussion (Commussion) recewved a request for
designation as an ehgible telecommunications camer (ETC) from Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone
Company (Stockhoim). Stockholm requested designation as an ehgible telecommunications camer
within the local exchange areas that constitute ils service area

The Commussion electronically transmitted notice of the fiing and the inlervention deadiine
to interesled individuals and enliies  No person or entity filed to intervene. By order dated
November 7, 1997, the Commussion sel the heanng for this matter for 1.30 p.m on November 19
1987 in Hoom 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was held as scheduled. At the heanng, the Commision granted Stockholm a
one year wawer of the requirement to provide toll control service with | 15 service area. At s
December 11, 1997, meeting, the Commussion granted ETC designation to Stockholm and
designaled its study area as s service area

Based on the evidence of record, the Commission enters the following Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
I

On June 17, 1997, the Commission recerved a request for designation as an ETC from
Stockholm Stockholm requested designation as an ETC within the local exchange areas that
construte its service area  Slockholm serves the following exchanges  Stockholm-Strandburg (676},
Revwvillo (623} and South Shore (756) Exhibi 1

i

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)}(2). the Commission is required to designate a common
carner that meets the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designaled
by the Commussion

n

Pursuant to 47 U S C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
1o receive universal service support and shall throughout s service area, offer the services Lthat are
supporied by federal universal service supporl mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combination of its own facilities and resale of another carners services The carmer must also
advertise the availability of such services and the rales for the services using media of general
distribution



v

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or
functionalities as those supported by federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade
access 10 the public switched network, (2) local usage, (3) dual jone 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 1o interexchange service, (8) access to
directory assistance; and (9) toll imitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R §
54 101(a).

v

As par of s obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R § 54405, 47CFR. § 54411

Vi

Stockholm offers voice grade access to the public swilched network to all consumers
throughout its service area Exhibit 1

Vi

Stockholm offers local exchange service including an amount of local usage free of per
minute charges to all consumers throughout its service area Id.

Vil

Stockholm offers dual tone muilti-frequency signaling to all consumers throughout its service
area. |d

X

Stockholm offers single party service to all consumers throughout its service area Exhibit

X

Stockholm offers access to emergency services 1o all consumers throughout its service area
Exhibit 1

Xl

Stockholm offers access to operator services to all consumers throughou! IS Service area
Exhibit 2

Al

Stockholm offers access 1o interexchange services to all consumers throughoul its service
area Exhibit 1

X1

Stockholm offers access to directory assistance 10 all consumers throughout ils service area
ld
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One of the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll imitation. 47 CF.R. § 54 101(a)(9). Toli imitation consists of both toll blocking and 1oll
control. 47 CF R. § 54 400(d) Toll control is a service thal aliows consumers to specify a certain
amount of toll usage that may be incurmed per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking i3 a senvice that lets consumers elect not to allow the completion of guigomg 1ol calls. 47
CFR §54400(b)

XV
Stockholm offers toll blocking to all consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 1
Vi

Stockholm does not curmently offer toll control  id  In order for Stockholm to provide toll
contro!, additional usage tracking and siorage capabiities will have 1o be instaled in its local
swilching equipment.  Stockholm s attempting to determine whether the necessary software has
been developed and when it might become available. |d

Xvil

Stockholm stated that #t s faced with exceptional circumstances conceming its ability to make
toll control service available and requested a one year waiver from the requirement to provide such
service. [d Pnor to the end of the one year penod, Stockholm will report back to the Commission
with specific information indicating when the network upgrades can be made in order 1o provide toll
control. |d

Xvil

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

XIX

Stockholm currentl; affers Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in its exchanges. Exhibit
2. Stockholm 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 to 54 417, inclusive, and any Commission
imposed requirements. Exhibit 2

XX

The Commission finds that Stockholm currently provides and will continue lo provide the
following senvices or functionalities throughout its service area. (1) voice grade accass o the public
swiiched network, (2) local usage. (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4) single-party servics,
(5) access lo emergency services; (6) access 1o operator services. (7) access lo interexchange
service, (B) access lo directory assistance; and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-income consumers




XX1

The Commussion finds that pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 101(c) it will grant Stockholm a waiver
of the requirement {o offer toll control services until December 31. 1998, The Commission finds that
exceptional circumstances prevent Stockhoim from providing toll control at this time due 1o the
difficulty in obtaining the necessary software upgrades to provide the service

XX

The Commission finds that Stockholm intends to prowide Lifeline and Link Up progams 1o
qualifying customers throughout ils service area consistent with state and federal rules and orders.

xxXin

The Commussion finds that Stockholm shall advertise the availabiity of the services
supported by the federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout
ils service area using media of general distnibution once each year. The Commission further finds
that if the rale for any of the services supporied by the federal universal service support mechanism
changes, the new rate mus! be advertised using media of general distnbution

XXV

Pursuant to 47 U S C. § 214(e)(5). the Commissicn designates Stockholm’s current study
area as ifs service area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-25, 49-31,
and 47 USC § 214

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(2), the Commussion i1s required to designale a common
camer that meels the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

mn

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
1o recerve univers2! service support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms either using s own facilites or a
combination of its own faciliies and resale of another camer's services. The carner must also
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the senvices using media of general
distribution

v

The FCC has designated the foliowing services or functionaiities as those supported by
federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade a.cess to the public switched
network; (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal, (4) single
party service or ils functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency services, (6) access o operator




services, (7) access lo interexchange service, (B) access o directory assistance, and (9) toli
limitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R § 54 101(a)

v

As par of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC 1s required 10 make available Lifehne and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R § 54 405,47 CF R § 54 411

Vi
Stockholm has met the requirements of 47 C F R § 54 101(a) with the exceplion of the ability
1o offer toll control Pursuant 1o 47 CF R § 54 101(c), the Commission concludes that Stockholm
has demonstrated exceptional circumstances that justify granting it a waiver of tha requirement to
offer toll control until December 31, 1998
Vil

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

Vil
Stockholm shall advertise the availabiiity of the services supporied by the lederal universal
service support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general disinbution once each
year. |l the rate far any of the services supporied by the federal universal sefrvice support
mechanism changes, the new rate shall be advertised using media of general distinbution

X

Pursuant 1o 47 U.5.C_§ 214(e)(5), the Commission designates 3Stockholm's current siudy
area as its service area

X

The Commission designates Stockholm as an eligible telecommunications carner for its
service area

It is therefore
ORDERED, that S:.ckholm's current study area is designaled as ils service area; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that Siockholm shall be granted a waiver of the requirement 1o offer
toll control services until December 31, 1998, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that Stockholm shall foliow the advertising requirements as listed
above, and ilis

FURTHER ORDERED, that Stockholm s designated as an eligible telecommunications
camaer for its service area




NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

- 1

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ ;"/: day of December,
1997, Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of recaipt or
failure 1o accept delivery of the decision by the parties

o/
Dated at Pierra, South Dakota, this /s b{' day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

The undersgned hereby certifes thal the
oocurment hid Deen arved Iodsy Upon a8 partes of
fecord i the docke! o laded on the docet servce
s Dy lacsemile of Dy frsd Class mael i propery

Llr;' 1 ~

S =LA & i | i"/-(.""f\._x'l
PAM NELSON '‘Commpissioner

) :’._; /.‘r j-_")/l;:f :}I T‘

L s / 2
/ﬁ, e [T q.-o""“/-""'
[OFFICIAL SEAL) LASKA SCHOEN LDER COIT‘IHHS!-IDMT
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LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN
OF STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE COMPANY

BLIC
N
The Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company submuts this plan pur-
suant to 47 CFR § 54.401(d). Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company has been des-
ignated as an eligible telecommunications carrier by the South Dakota Public Utilities
Commission (“Commission”), and as such, must make Lifeline and Link Up service
available to qualitying low-income consumers as set forth in the Commission's Final Or-
der and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision dated November 18, 1997, issued in
Docket TC97-150 (In the Matter of the Investigation into the Lifcline and Link Up Pro-
grams), which is attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the crileria established under
47 CFR §§ 54.400 10 54.417, inclusive.

General

L. The Lifeline and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by
providing for reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for lo-
cal telephone service. The assistance applies to a single telephone line at a
qualified consumer’s principal place of residence.

Pt

A qualified low-income consumer is a telephone subscnber who participates in
at least one of the following public assistance programs:

A. Medicaid

B. Food Stamps

C. Supplemental Secunty Income {SSI)

D. Fede 1l Public Housing Assistance

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

3. A qualified low-income consumer is eligible to receive either or both Lifeline
and Link Up assistance.

4. Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company will advertise the availability of
Lifeline and Link Up services and the charges therefor, using media of general
distribution and in accord with any rules that may be developed by the Com-
mission for application to eligible telecommunications carmers.

5. In addition, Stockholm-Strandburg Telephene Company, as required by the
Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision of the Commission
(Exhibit A), will indicate in its annual report 1o the Commission the number of
subscribers within its service area receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance.
In addition, this information will be provided to the Umiversal Service Admin-
istrative Company (“USAC™).

6. Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link
Up assistance cannot currently be provided by Stockholm-Strandburg Tele-
phone Company because it has no access lo the government information neces-
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sary to determine how many of its telephone subscribers are participating in the
above-referenced public assistance programs.  Without this information,
Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company cannot provide at this time cven a
reasonable estimate of the number of its subscribers who will, after January 1,
1998, be receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up service. Information as to the
number of its low-income subscnibers qualifying for Lifehine and/or Link Up
can be provided afler applications for Lileline and Link Up assistance have
been received by Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company.

In accord with the Commission's Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of
Decision, Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company will make application
forms available to all of its existing residential custoriers, to all new customers
when they apply for residential local telephone service, and 1o other persons or
entitics upon their request.

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

Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switched network,
local usage, dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent,
single-party service or its functional equivalent, access 1o cmergency services,
access lo operalor services, access to interexchange service, access to directory
assistance, and toll hmitation.

Qualified low-income subscribers are required to submut an application form in
order to receive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assistance, the sub-
«criber must certify under penalty of perjury that he/she is currently participat-
ing in at least one of the qualifying public assistance programs listed in Section
A2 above. In addition, the subscniber must agree to nouly Stockholm-
Strandburg Telephone Company when he/she crases participating in the quah-
fying public assistance program(s).

The total monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified consumers i1s $5.25
Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company shall provide the credit to quali-
fied consumers by applying the federal bascline support amount of $3.50 to
waive the consumer’s federal End-User Common Line charge and applying the
additional authonzed federal support amount of $1.75 as a credit 1o the con-
sumer's intrastate local service rate. The federal baseline support amount and
additional support available, totaling $5.25, shall reduce Stockholm-
Strandburg Telephone Company’s lowest tanfled (or otherwise gencrally
gvailable) residential rate for the services listed above in Section B3, Per the
attached Commussion Final Order and Decision, Notice of Entry of Decision,
the Commission has authorized intrastate rate reductions for eligible telecom-
munications carmers making the additional federal support amount of §1.75
available. The Commussion did not establish a state Lifeline program to fund

2
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any further rate reductions. (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact VII and VIII: and
Conclusions of Law Il and 111.)

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company will not disconnect subscribers
from their Lifeline service for non-payment of toll charges unless the Commis-
sion, pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.401(b)(1), has granted the company a waiver
from ‘he non-disconnect requirement

Except to the extent that Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company has ob-
tamned a waiver from the Commission pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.101(c), the
company shall offer toll limitation to all qualifying low-income consumers
when they subscnibe to Lifeline service. If a subscniber elects to receive toll
limitation, that service shall become part of that subscriber's Lifeline service.

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company will not collect a service deposit
in order to initiate Lifeline service if the qualifying low-income consumer vol-
untanly elects toll blocking on his/her telephone line. However, one month's
local service charges may be required as an advance pa ment.

Link Up means a reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecom-
mumications service for a single telecommunications connection at a con-
sumer’s principal place of residence. The reductions shall be 50 percent of the
customary charge or $30.00, whichever is less.

Link Up aiso means a deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed
for commencing service, for which the consumer docs not pay interest. The
interest charges not assessed to the consumer shall be for connection charges of
up to $200.00 that are deferred to a period not to exceed one year

Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are custom-
anly assessed for connecting subscribers to the network. These charges do not
include any permissible secunity deposit requircments.

The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to receive the benefit of the Link
Up program for a second or subsequent time only for a principal place of resi-
dence with an address different from the residence address at which the Link
Up assistance was previously provided

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company
Stockholm, South Dakota 57264
Telephone 605-676-2311

i _,A]:»m‘;( . PRESIDENT

Position






