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lnTheMabc'Oflhe&tabllhmentOt~~RatnForWestRiwrlelecommunk:ationsCooperaM, H:,,zen, N.D. 
(SC.ff: H64<C) V"'9lt RHef Telec:ornmunic:d led~ a,cty revenue reqoirem•nts that are included In the Local Exchange 

TC97-118 I C.rnrtr Anodatlon IWilched access rate !\ling (TC97-061). West Rivet Telecommunications requn!S that the Comn'IISSion I 06130.'97 
allow the UH of GVNYfs cost study model as opposed to the Commilsion model for revenue requirement and rate 
_devek>pmenl 

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING A_GREEMENT ~=~===~;~s~ for apprOV8I by the Commission the Type 1 Paging AQreemenl betwlten Community I 06/30197 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE DOCKET OPENED 
The 1997 South Dllkota L.egillalurepnsed SOCL4D-31 -60 through 49-31~ ~ outline the legislaffl inl.t11I regarding the 
ltllle's liMCommlri::atinsinfrutructure. ThnestaMnareetfectiYeJuty 1, 1997. AccordmgtoSOCL 49-31-80, 1iJlls1he 
lrllenl otthe IAgiltatute that South Dakota have a telecommunlc&tions infraatructure that me•II the advanced communication 
needs otthe --•• indMduaf cilizens and its communities of interest. including our schoob, medical facilities, businesses and 
an levels of government~ TM statutn further dncribe specific netwofk req•ements end ~ent goals. On June 24, 
1997, lllill regute,fytcheduled fflNling , lhe Commiuion considefedwhether to open a docket to invnligate the current st■1us 

TC97-120 I otSoulho.ota'steiecornmuricalliontS\fraslruc:tureandlhet.iecommwlicatioos companies' plans to comply with thestatutin 
After hHrlng the comments of the South Dakota Independent Telephone Coalition, US WEST Communications. !nc .. the 
Bur1,au of Information and Telecommunications. and MCI Telecommunk:ations Corporation, the Comrnissk)n unanimol.l9.ly 
voted to open en investigative dockel Thtt Commillion has Jurisdiction in this m■ner pursuant to SOCL Chapter 49-31 and 
lhe Telecornmunic:MoActof 1996 II is therefore ORDERED lhal a tJocl,,el shall be opened lo investigate ttie cunent Slalus 
of South Dakota's telecommunications infratnKtur• and the telecommunications companies' plans lo comply With the 
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State Capitol 500 E. Capitol 
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Pierre, SD 57501-S070 06/27 /97 through 07 /03/97 
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DOCKET TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS OATI! INTERVENTION - FUD DEADUNE 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 
Application by USA Tete Corp. for a Cetlilcete of Authoriy lO operate • • telecomm~ company~ the suite of 

TC97-1US 
SolAt'I Dakota. (Stitt. TSIJZ) ·~ ii a..,._ rneller wNcfl Intends to orr.r 1+ dhct dialing, 800 toll frH and travel 06/30197 07118/97 
eard (no prepwd c.alling cards) MfVlce through the r...:. of telephone servlcn provided by laclliliN-bned interexchange 
earners.~ 

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS 
-~T-eompony..,......,.,1u.s .c . 21«•>and•7CFR5'.201 __ ___, .. "" .. ~ lelecommunaloM canief ........ loc:af uchange.,... that condtl.M .. MMC■ arN In South 0.ota. McCook 

1!!!f•117> Cooperative T•phone Company ii the laclliliN-bned local uchange carrier presently provla1g k>cal exd,ange 06/30197 07118197 1•1ecomm--In the folloM,g ....._In Soult, Oekota: Canon (523), ~, (2•7). -(2'8) and 
'AWred (485). McCook~ Telephone Company, 10 ill know6edge. ii the only carrier today providing k>cal exchange 
telecommunicdons Mnlica In the above idenlffled exch...,,.. ■1ea. lStaff: HBICHl 

Kack>b Telephone Company puAUlnt to 47 U.S.C. 214(•) and 47 CFR s.t.201 hetaby INU dffignHOO a an eligible 
~ cwriw.,.. lhe local mcchange.,... lhal: c:ondlute a service ••• In South Dakota. Kadoka Telephone 

TC97-121 Company ii lhe ~ local exchange canwt presently providing local ••changtt t.t~munlcations sef\'icn In the 07103197 07115197 
following nehange: Kadoka (137). Kadoka T.tephone Company, 10 ill ktlowtedge, ls lhe only came, today p,O'Ming ~ 
exchanoe tetecommunlcalk>ns seMCeS In the aOO'H iclenliSled _...,.,.,... ..... lStaff: HBICHl 

REQUEST FOR WAIVER 

TC97•109 
F'nTel, "- has Med a ~that the Commission waive ARSO 20:10:24:02(7) and 20:10:24:02(12) from lhe requhments 

07101197 07115197 
for Cer11ftcete of Authoritv. rstan: TS/KC\ SubdMllon 7 ls the-... of• man and aubdivilion 12 • cost tuDDOrt, 

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS 

PAGE 1 OF 2 



~-T ...... ....-m-ml , .. _...... , _ ___ 
, __ 
, .. _,,..,,,. --1.-..m-1,a 

TTY---,......,,.111, -I -➔• . ...... ,_ ---.__ 
.,_ 

.......... Jt. ---

So«d 'Ddot4 
Publiu Utilities ColDlllission 
~1, 1897 

M.-. RldlanlO. Coit -SOITC 
P. O. Box57 
Plon9, 80 57501 

RE: EJigiblo T-Carrior~, TC97-117 
McCook eooi-- T .......... COn-,y 

OoorM.-.Ccit: 

The---~---byllo-alllol'IMc
Ccmmiuion. --.--11-lnonlotfor .. ~to 
-lhll~: 

1. ~to47C.F.R 54.101(a)(4), linglo-party-orlls..._....._ .... 
ba .- - by an EJigiblo T__,. Carrier (ETC) to - -

---· Doas----------? 
2. ~ lo 47 C.F.R 54.405 and 54,411 , .._,. and Unit Up-...., Ila
_ by an ETCloqualilyw,g--. Doasllo....,..__,M -------•quollfjlrlg-? 
3. PlnHprovidaa-byan--,..--,IO--~ln _.,.....,...._...IOlloc..mwsiGnflllllo--lnlloRaqa.-forETC 
Dnll,,atiorlandh_to _ _,...,_, 1 and2. - ... trullllul . 
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your-lOlhll-. 

cc: Harlan Bfft 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FllJNGS BY THE 
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COMPANIES FOR DUIGNATION All 
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
CARRIERS: 

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

G0LOEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

VALLEY CABLE & SATEWTE 
COMIIUNICATIONI, INC. 

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC. 

IIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

MOUNT RUSltllORE TELEPHONE COMPANY 

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

INTRAITATE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

WEST RIVER COOPERAllYE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE 
OFHEARING 

TCl7~1 

TCl7-G91 



SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 

IIERESfOIID MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO. 

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE 
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION 

RC COMMUNICATIONS. INC. 

8PlJTR0CI( PROPERTIES, INC. 

SPUTROCt< TELECOII COOPERATNE. INC. 

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC. 

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPtt0NE COMPANY 

NIIIOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT 
TELEPHONE COMPANY 

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY 

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY 

TCt7-GII 

TCt7 ... 

Tc:97-100 

Tc:97-101 

Tc:97-102 

TC97-10I 

TC97-1GI 

Tc:97-113 

Tc:97-114 

Tc:97-111 

Tc:97-121 

BROOKINGS MU-AL TEL£PHONE 

HANSON COIIMUNICAllONS INC. 0/8/A 
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

HANSON COIIMUNICAllONS INC. 0/8/A 
MCCOOK TELECOM 

WUT RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE 

llll0IIRIOGE TELECOIIMUNICAllONS CO. 

US WEST COIIMUNICAllONS, INC. 

THREE RIIIER TELCO 

Tc:97-121 

TCt7-130 

TC,7-131 

TCf7-114 

Tc:97-111 

Tc:97-113 

TC,7-117 

The Sex.Ch Dak<lla l'IA:>lic Utilities Corrrniuian (CommiNion) - reques1S from 
the - captioned leteconvnunicalions companin requesting designation as eligible 
tetecommunicalions ecmers. 

The Commission -ly frslsmitted notice of the filings and the intervention· 
deadlines to inta,ested individuals and entities. On June 27, 1997, the Commiuion 
- a Petition to tnterv.lefrom Dak<lla Telec:orrrrlncat Systems, Inc. (OTS) and 
Dakota Telecom, lnc.(OTI) with reference to FOr1 Randall Telephone Company (Dockal 
TC97-075). On.July 15, 1997, at its "9Jlaly-.-ig, the Commiuion granted 
intervention to OTS and DTI in Dockal TC97-075. No other Pet~ions to lnhlnlene were 
filed. 

The Conmuion has µisdiclion ~ this matter pursuant to SOCL Chapters 1-26 
and 49-31, induding 1-26-18, 1-26-19, 49-31-3, 49-31 -7, 49-31 -7.1, 49-31 -11, and 47 
U.S C. § 214(e)(1) through (5) 

The issues at the i-;.,g shall be as follows: (1) whether the - captioned 
lelea>n'IITUlications companies should be grr,ted designation as eligible 
leleconwnunicalions came<s, and (2) what service ..... shall be established by the 
Conimission. 



A~shallbeholdat1:30P.M., onWedr-.,y, November19, 1997, in Room 
412, Stale Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota. II shall be an~~ oonducted 
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be pr-.t - to be 
n,pesr,ted by an attorney. These rights and - due process rights shall be fDffeited 
W not 9ll«Ci1ed at the i-ing. ff you or your reix-,tatiwl fail to lll)p88r at the time -
place set for the hearing, the Final Decision will be baled solely on the testimony and 
8Yidanca provided, W any, cuing the ~or■ Final Decision may be iuued by default 
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20. After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence 
and~ that was presented at the '-ing. The Commislion will then enter Findings 
rA Fact, Conclusions rA Law. and a Final Decision~ this matter. As a rftUlt rA this 
-ng. the Commission may - grant or deny the request from any cA the -
captioned telea>mnulications ..,,._ies recpsling designation as an eligible 
~ carier, and the Commission shall -ioh l8<Vice --for eligible 
tel■cormu1icati am■rs. The Corrmiaion's decision may be appaed by the parties 
to the 1tate CirD.Jit Court and the state Supn,me Court as provided by law. It i1 thenlfono 

ORDERED that a -ng lhall be held at the time and place opec:ified - on 

the - ol - the - captioned teleaxmu'licationl companiel lhould be 
granted designation as eligible teteoommunicationl carrienl, - the Commission shall 
-ish l8<Vice areas for eligible telecommLr1icati carrienl. 

Pu,-nt to the Americans with Oillbilitiel I'd, this t.aring ii being held in a 
physically ac:mssible location. - a,ntact the Public Utilitiel Commission at 1-«>0-
332-1782 at-48 holn prior to the~ lyou-special Medi 10 _,.,ge,,-111 
can be ..- to accommodata you. . r-' 

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _!l_ day o1 November, 1997. 

camRCATI 0# ~ 

n. ........ ....,~ ....... ............................. ............................ ....... ., ....... ., ..... c-.,...,. 
,,.,.,, .................. CNl'll9 

~:Ji~k 
-~10b/?1 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION: 
Commission■rl Bu-g, Nelton -
~ 
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10 VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE 
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17 
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24 
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EAST PLAINS TELECOM INC. 

) 
) DEC 02 1997 
F" DAKOT4 PUii.iC 
l UTIUTIES COMMISSION 

) TC97-0U 
) 
) TC97-069 
) 
) 
) TC97-070 
) 
) 

) TC97 - 071 
) 
) 
) TC97-073 
) 
) TC97 - 074 
) 
) TC97-07S 
) 
) TC97-077 
) 
) 

) TC97-078 
) 
) 
) TC97-080 
) 
) 

I TC97 - 081 
) 

) TC97 - 083 
) 

) TC97-084 
) 
) 

) TC97-08 S 
) 

) TC97-086 
) 

) TC97-087 

: TC97 - 088 

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

STOCKHOLM·STRANDBURG TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO ., INC . 

5 JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC . 

6 SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
INC . 
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11 

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC . 

SANCOM , INC. 

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 
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19 
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21 UNION TE LE PHONE COMPANY 

22 MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
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23 
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l HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

2 HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. , D/8/A 
MCCOOIC TELECOM 

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
4 COOPERATIVE 

5 MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO . 

6 US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC . 

7 THREE RIVER TELCO 
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CHAIRMAN BURG , Okay . We ' ll go ahead and get 

started . I ' ll begin the hearing for the dockets 

relating to the e ligible telecomcunications carrier ■ 
The date 

5 designation . The time ie approximately 1 : 50 . 

i ■ November l9 , 1997; and the location of the hearing 

is Room 41 2, State capitol, Pierre, South Dakota. 

I am Jim Burg, Commiaaion Chairman. 

9 
Commi ssioners Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Neleon are 

The 
10 also present . I'm preaiding over thia hearing . 

11 

12 

13 

hearing was noticed purauant to the Commia ■ ion'a 

For and Notice of Hearing i ■ aued November 7, 1997 . 

The issues at this hearing ■ hall be a ■ 

14 follows : one, whether the requeating 

15 

1 6 

17 

1 8 

19 

2 0 

2 1 

2 2 

23 

24 

25 

telecommuni c ations company ahould be granted 

designation as eligible telecommunication■ carrier ■; 

and, two , what service areas shall be eatabliehed by 

the Commission . 

All part i es have the right to be present 

to be repre ■ented by an a t torney . All peraona ■ o 

testify ing wi ll be aworn in and aubject to 

cross - examinat i on by the partiea . The commi ■aion's 

final dec i sion may be appealed by the parties to the 

state Ci rcu i t court and the State Supreme Court . 

Rolayne Wieet will act a ■ Commisaion 

1 coun ■ el . She may provide recommended rulings on 

2 procedural and evidentiary mattera . The Commieaion may 

3 overrule its counsel's preliminary rulings throughout 

the hear i ng . If not overruled, the pre l iminary ruling ■ 

5 will become final. 

At this t i me I ' ll turn it over to Rolayne for 

the hearing. 

MS. WIEST : I'll take appearances of the 

9 parties . Rich , who do you represent? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

1 9 

MR . COIT : I'm here today representing all of 

the SDITC member companies, and also Kadoka which haa 

recently applied for membership with the coalit i on. 

And Darla Rogers is here representing some companies , 

and 1 guess she cou l d indicate for the record which 

ones she ' s represe n t i ng . 

MS . ROGERS: I'm here r~present i ng Valley; 

Stoc:: :.olm-Strandburg; Golden West , including Viv i an; 

and Sully Buttes and Venture . 

HS . WIEST : Could you repeat those again? 

20 Valley, Stockholm-Strandburg, Viv i an , Golden West . 

21 MS . ROGERS : Golden West , Sully Buttes and 

22 

23 

24 

Venture . 

MS. WI EST : US West . 

MR . HEASTON : Bill Heaston and Tammy Wi lka 

25 for US West Comm unications. 



MS . CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff. 

MR. HOSECK : Camron Hoseck, Commission 

3 staff . 

MS . WIEST: we have had a reque ■ t to take one 

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

6 the parties want to make an opening ■ tatement before we 

7 begin? 

Why don ' t you proceed with 075 then. 

MR . COIT: Sure, that•• fine. I really don't 

1 0 have an opening statement. There are• couple of 

ll exhibits that we would like to admit . And I under■ tanC 

1 2 

13 

there ' s also been some letter• aent to the Comffliaaion 

that we would like to admit into the record•• evidence 

14 on the ETC questions . And that would be Exhibit Number 

15 1 , which is the application of Fort Randall for ETC 

16 designation , and Exhibit No . 2, which ia the reaponae 

l7 of Fort Randall to a data requeat from ataff, dated, I 

18 believe, October lat . And there are two letter ■. 

19 don ' t know if we've marked those yet. 

2 0 

21 

22 

(EXHIBITS NO. 3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR 

IDENTIFICATION.) 

MR. COIT: There are two other exhibit ■ 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 ia the letter of 

1 Dakota . 

MR. COIT : So the Exhibit 3 is the letter 

from Robert Marmet to the Commission, and Exhibit 4 i• 

a letter from Mike Bradley to the Commission. 

MS . WIEST: What's the date of that letter , 

the letter from Bradley? 

MR . COIT : November 18th. 

MS. WIEST : Because I have one dated November 

9 18th and one the 19th. 

10 MR . COIT: I think so . Is that right , 

11 Exhibit 3, is that the 19th? Okay. I had a letter 

12 

13 

that was dat e d yesterday, but the ones we have marked 

for admission today, I believe both the letters are 

14 dated the 19th , November 19th. 

1 5 MS. WIEST: So the letter from Mr. Bradley is 

16 dated the 19th? 

17 

18 

19 

MR . COIT : Yes . So rry abou t that . 

MS . WIE ST: And that ' s Exhibit 4 . 

MR . CO IT: I don't know why they"re dated 

20 differentl y . The 19th is the one we're seeking 

21 admission on, I bel i eve. Yes, they are identical so 

22 we"re seeking admission of the 19th letter . 

23 MS . WI EST: I think they"re not exactly 

24 identical but we ' ll go with the 19th . Could I see the 

25 letter from Dakota? I don't believe we got copies of 



staff. 

MS . CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff. 

MR . HOSECK : Camren Hoseck, Commission 

MS . WIEST: we have had a requeat to take one 

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

6 the parties want to make an opening etatement before we 

7 begin ? 

why don't you proceed with 075 then . 

MR . COIT: Sure, that's fine . I really don't 

10 have an opening statement. There are a couple of 

11 exhibit& that we would like to admit . And I underetan~ 

1 2 

13 

there's also been some letters aent to the Commiasion 

that we would like to admit into the record as evidence 

14 on the ETC questions . And that would be Exhibit Number 

15 1, which is the application of Fort Randall for BTC 

16 designation , and Exhibit No . 2, which is the re ■ponae 

17 of Fort Randall to a data request from staff, dated, I 

18 bel i eve , October 1st . And there are two letters. 

19 don't know if we've marked those yet. 

2 0 

21 

22 

(EXHIBITS NO. 3 a nd 4 WERE MARKED FOR 

IDENTIFICATION.) 

MR. COIT: There are two 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 letter of 

l Dakota. 

MR . CO I T : So the Exhibit 3 is the letter 

from Robert Marmet to the Commiaaion, and Exhibit t ia 

4 a letter from Mike Bradley to the Commission . 

MS . WIEST: What • a the date of t hat letter, 

the letter from Bradley? 

MR . COIT : November 18th. 

MS . WIEST : Because I have one dated November 

18th and one the 19th . 

10 MR . COIT : I think so . Is that right, 

11 Exhibit 3 , is that the 19th? Okay . I had a letter 

12 

13 

that was dated yesterday , but the ones we have marked 

for admission today , I believe both the letters are 

14 dated the 19th , November 19th . 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

dated the 

MS . WIEST : 

19th? 

MR . CO I T : 

MS. WIE ST : 

MR. CO !T: 

So the letter from Mr . Bradley 

Yes . Sorry about that . 

And that ' s Exhibit .. 
I don't know why they• re dated 

20 differently . The 19th is the one we"re seeking 

21 admission on, I believe. Yes, they are identical ao 

22 we ' re seeking admiss i on of the 19th letter. 

23 MS . WIEST : I think they ' re not exactly 

is 

24 identical but we ' ll go with the 19th . Could I see the 

25 letter from Dakota ? I don't believe we got copies of 



1 that one . (Pause . ) So at this t i me are you offering 

2 Exhibits 1 , 2 , 3 and 4 ? 

MR . COIT : Yee, that • • correct . 

MS. WIEST : I• there any objection to thoae 

s exhibit ■ being admitted? If not, 1 , 2, J and 4 have 

6 been admitted in TC91-07S . Then at thi• time I would 

7 ask if any of the parties have any queat i ons pertaining 

e to TC97-07S , including the Cogmiaaioners? 

The only queation I would have, Rich, i• on 

10 the response t o the data requeat, Exhibit 2. And the 

11 first question it talk• about aingle party service . 

12 guea • i t's not absolutely clear that it ' • available to 

13 all the customer• the way that the atatement i ■ writte~ 

14 and answered. 

1 5 MR . COIT : Oh , becauae they aaid doea the 

16 above-referenced company have thia aervice. 

17 

1 8 

MS. WIEST: Right . 

MR. COIT: Yeah, I gue•• that ia correct . 

19 And I am not here today to serve as a witness. 

20 

21 

MS . WIEST: No . 

MR . COIT : If that • • a concern that you feel 

22 you need addressed, and t hate to aay thia, but I••• 

23 led to believe that i f there were some question■ on 

24 applications and there was not a witneaa here to answer 

25 that , those questions could be dealt with between now 

10 

1 and December 2nd . There are witneaaea here today for 

2 some of the other applications, but there ia not a 

3 witness here today with respect to Port Randall's 

application . 

MS . WIEST : The only other thi ng I would 

suggest is that perhaps the Commission could just have 

it clarified by another affidavit from the person . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : We c ould approve it on the 

9 basis of that clarification . 

10 MS . WIEST : A late-filed exhibit just 

11 clar i fying that since we are taking affidavits from th e 

12 wi tnesses o n other issues . 

13 

14 

MR . COIT : I appreciate that opt i on . 

MS . WIEST : Otherwise, are there a ny othe r 

15 questions re l a ting to 07S ? 

16 

17 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Can we make ben c h decisions ? 

MS . WIEST: Staff wi ll have somet hi ng too . 

18 They' ll have testimon y on all of the cases . Doe s staff 

19 wan t to go now , or do you want t o go at the very end? 

20 MR. HOSECK: Originally we had planned to go 

21 after the appl i cants had . 

22 

23 

MS. WIEST : All the applicants? 

MR . HOSECK : Ye s . And if these are created 

24 en mass or some t hing f a i rly close to that, then we 

25 would be prepared to put on our case in a similar 
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1 manner . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: That'& fine. 

MS . WIEST : Let ' s just go through them and 

then we'll have Harlan as the witnea ■. Let ' s go back 

s to TC97-068 . Does anyone have any queation• on 

6 TC97-068? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Just a clarification . What 

e data request response ia this? 

MS . WIEST : Yes. That would be in that 

10 packet . 

11 

12 

MR . COIT : Is there a chance that we could 

consider or deal with these en ma ■ a •• Mr . Hoaeck haa 

13 i ndicated or suggested? 

H 

15 

16 

MS . WIEST: I ' d rather not ju ■ t becauae on• 

few of them J have a couple question• on aome of the• . 

MR . COIT: Okay . Should I go ahead and 

1 7 introduce the exhib i ts? 

18 

19 

MS . WIEST: Yea. 

MR. COIT : With respect to Docket TC97-068 

2o there are two exh i bita . Exhibit No . l is the actual 

21 ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company . And 

22 Exhi•i t No. 2 i s the response of Vivian Telephone 

23 company to a data request from Commieaion staff . lie 

24 would mov e the adm i ssion of thoae exhibit• . I do not 

2s h ave the dates . I don't have them here with me . 

12 

l Okay . Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No . 1 is 6-1997, 

2 and the date on the reaponae to the data request is 

10-14-97 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : 6 - 9; right , no t 6-19? 

s' MR. COIT : 6 - 19 6 - 9, excuse me . 

MS . WIEST : Okay . Is there any objection to 

7 admitting Exhibits 1 and 2 in 068? If not , they've 

8 been adm i t te d . Again , Ri ch, on Exhibit 2, the f irst 

9 qu es tion , it says we provide single party service 

10 throughout . I guess I'll assume that means all 

11 customers? 

12 MR. COI T: 1 would call Don Lee. Don Lee is 

13 here r epresenting Vivian as well as some of the other 

14 companies . Don Lee , do you want to take a seat? 

15 

16 

17 

DO• LSS, 

c a lled as a wi tness, be ing f i rst duly sworn, 

was examined a nd teatified aa follows: 

18 DIRECT EXAMINATION 

19 BY HR. CO IT: 

20 Q . Co u ld you respond to Commission c ounsel ' s 

21 questi on , please ? 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A . Yea. The answer to your quest i o n is, yes, i t 

does indicate that they provide service pr i vate line 

throughout the study area . 

MS . WI ES T: Sing l e party to all customers ? 
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It's available to all cuatomera? 

A. Right . 

MS . WIEST : Thank you. That•• the only 

4 question I have. Doe ■ anybody elee have any queationa 

for this witness for 068? If not, thank you . I did 

admit Exhibit 1 and 2. 069 . 

MR. COIT: We would move the admission of 

8 Exhibits No. 1 and 2 in 069, and that i• an ETC request 

9 or application dated 6-9-97 and re ■ponae to a ataff 

10 data request dated 10-14-97 . 

l l MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, they've 

1 2 been admitted . 

l3 COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLDBR: Excu ■e me, I do 

14 not have the data requeat up here with me f~r some 

1 5 reason . I 'm sorry about this, but I need ·.:o go back 

16 ane aak Mr. Lee about the Lifeline, Link Up. I think 

1 7 was that covered in the data reque ■ t? I ' m sorry to be 

1 8 behind the eight ball, but I did not have that and ao 1 

19 need to know whether this company is do ~ng Lifeline, 

20 Link Up now or whether you need to - - wt\ether you 

21 i ntend to have that i mplemented by 1-1? 

22 A . 

23 Company? 

2 4 

You ' re referring to the Viv i an Teleµhone 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Yeah, Viviani• 

25 what we're doing now. 

l4 

A . Vivian Telephone Co~pany doe• provide 

2 Lifeline and Link Up throughout its system with the 

3 exception of the Vivian sxchange, and they anticipate 

4 providing it in the Vivian Exchange by January 1, 

S 1998 . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : But anticipated 

7 and doing it are two different things . And I think I'm 

going to have to be assured that you're either going to 

9 do it or that you're going to aak for something from 

10 ua . 

ll A. Do you want a commitment that we will do it 

12 by that date? 

13 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I th i nk that's 

14 one of the re~uirementa , if I ' m reading the Act right. 

lS 

16 

A. Yeah. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : And l think 

17 that's important that we have that on the record . 

lB A. Certainly , Comm i ssioner . The answer is, yea, 

19 they are comm i tted to prov i ding it by 1 - 1-1998. 

20 

21 

COMMIS S IONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Just a question , a general 

22 one on that. On the toll, what do we call it toll 

23 control? Do we need a statement on those , too, or a 

24 request for a wa iver? 

2S MS . WIEST: They did actually request waivers 
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in their original applications . 

MR. COIT: t wa• at the conclu■ ion of going 

3 through, I guess, the question• and ao forth, I wa ■ 

4 basically -- before the Commission acts on any of 

s these, go i ng to restate the requeat . But if the 

6 commission has questions of Mr. Lee with reapect to 

7 certain aspects of providing it , I would -- yeah, I 

e would suggest you go ahead and ask it. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : No, I don't have a problem a ■ 

1 o long aa we know all of them that•• going to apply to. 

11 

12 

In other words, if it applies to every one of them, 

then the statement at the end saying it applie• on all 

13 of them is adequate for me . Or if you have aome that 

14 already could do the toll control , we need to know 

15 that. J doubt if there are any at this time. 

16 MR . COIT: No, we don't . And the waiver 

17 request is included in all the application■. But juat 

18 to make sure it was ruled on , I wa• intending on 

19 br inging it up again at the end. 

20 

21 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Okay. That • ■ fine with me . 

MS . WIEST: Any other que stion ■ of thi• 

22 witness regarding 068 and 069? If not , we will go to 

23 TC97-070. 

24 MR. COIT : Again, I would move for the 

25 adm i ssion of two exhibit• in TC97-070, and that ia the 

16 

1 ETC application or request dated 6-10-97 and response 

to staff•• data request dated 10-97. 

MS. WIEST : Any objection? If not , Exhibits 

1 and 2 have been admitted . Are there any questions 

5 with rega~d to this docket? If not, let ' s go to 

6 TC97-071 . 

MR . COIT : We would move for the admission of 

8 Exhibits No . 1 and 2, request for ETC status dated 

9 6-10-97 and response to data request of staff dated 

10 10-9 - 97 . 

MS . WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and 11 

12 2? If not, they've bee n admitted . Are there any 

13 questions regarding TC97-071? If not, we will go to 

14 TC97-073 . 

15 MR . COIT : We would move for the adm i ss ; on of 

16 Exhibit No . 1 , ETC request dated 6-11-9 7 and Exhibit 

17 No . 2 , res pon s e to staff data request dated 10 - 14-97 . 

1 8 HS . WIEST: Any objec tions to Exhibits land 

19 2 be i ng admitted? If not, they have bee n adm itted. 

20 Any questions regard i ng 073? 

21 MR . COIT : I would note that Dennis Law , who 

22 is the current manager of Sioux Valley Telephone 

23 Company, is available if the Commissioners have any 

24 question s . 

25 MS. WIEST: Any questions? If not , we'll go 



l to TC97-074. 
MR . COIT: We would move for the admiesion of 

3 Exhibit No . 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-12-97 

and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data requeet dated 

10-31-97 . 
MS . WIEST: Are there any objection ■ ? If 

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

8 question• concerning 074? J have the same queetion on 

9 this one. Rich, with reepect to the data reque•t numbel 

10 one . 

11 

12 

13 

14 filed. 

1S 

MR . COIT : Would an affidavit be adequate? 

MS . WIEST: Yeah, ae far a ■ all cu•tomer• · 

MR . COIT: Okay . I will make •ure that get• 

MS . WIEST: Any questions on 074? If not, 

16 let's go to TC97-077 . 
MR . COIT : we would move for the admi ■■ ion of 

17 
18 Exhibit No . 1, which is the ETC request and that'• 

19 dated 6 - 13-97 , Also move for admia•ion of Exhibit No . 

20 2 , which is a response to data request dated 10-9-97 . 

21 And there is also an Exhibit No . 3 in thi• docket, a 

22 supplemental response to staff data reque ■t . It'• 

dated 10-28 - 97 . We move the admiaaion of all three 
23 

24 

2S 

exhibits . 
MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not , tho■e 

18 

three exhibits have been admitted. 

2 question& regarding thie docket? 

Are there any 

MR . COIT: I believe Mr. Lee i s repreaent i ng 

ITC today aa well? 

MR . LEE , That ' s right . 

MS . WIEST , Okay. Let's go to TC97-078 . 

MR . COIT , Ve move for the admiaaion of 

8 Exhibit No . 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-13 - 97 

9 and move for the admission of Exhibit No . 2, which ia 

response to staff data request dated 10 - 9-97. 10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1S 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

2S 

MS. WIEST : Any objection to those exhibits? 

If not, the , y ve been admitted . Any questions 

concern ing this d ocket ? Let ' s go to TC97 - 080 . 

MR . COIT : w 
Exh i bit e move for the admission of 

No . 1, which is the ETC request dated 6 - 16 - 97, 

and also move for admiaaion of response to •taff data 

Exhibit No. 2, which is dated 10-14-97 . reque st 

2? 

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit s 1 and 

If no t, they've been admitted . Any questions 

regarding th i s docket? 

TC97 - 08 1 . 

If not , le t ' s move t o 

MR. CO!T : W 
request e move f or the adm i ssion of ETC 

dat e d 6-16-97 , which 
Exh i bi t No. is Exhibit No . 1, and also 

2, response to staff data request , dated 

10-15 -97 . 
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MS. WIEST : Are there any objections to land 

2? If not, they've been admitted . Any queation• 

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

4 one, you will be aeking at the end about the waiver for 

5 the single party and all the other waivers; ia that 

right? 

MR . COIT: Ia there a waiver request in the 

e Stateline on the single party iaeue? 

10 

11 

12 

MS . WIEST : Yea. 

MR . COIT: I wasn ' t aware of that. 

understood there were some companies that had purchaaed 

us west exchanges that were still in the proce•• of 

13 converting some party linea. But, yea, if they need• 

14 waiver , I guess so . I ' ll renew that requeat . I don't 

I don't 
15 

1 6 

17 

18 

have any factual information I can provide. 

believe, Mr. Lee, are you here representing Stateline? 

MR . LEE: I am. And in conversation• with 

Stateline management yeaterday , they indicated that 

19 they would l i kely need a waiver request until March , 

20 April time frame when the y can finish the con■truction 

21 to provide all one party service . 

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

23 actual ly asking for a one-year •aiver ; correct? 

24 MR . LEE: But they"re willing to shorten it 

25 up . 

20 

MS . WIEST : So you probably ju ■ t need a 

2 waiver until June? 

MR . LEE : That would be adequate . 

MS . WIEST: June lat? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Do we need to act on the 

6 waivers now? 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Do you want a 

8 motion on the waiver now? 

MS . WIEST : Let's talk about that . The thing 

10 is that all of these , I believe, are going to also need 

11 

12 

a motion on the wa ivers for the one year on the toll 

control, and we ha ven ' t been doing any of those motions 

13 at th i s time. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

CHA I RMAN BURG: We have to take each of those 

separate mot i ons , do you th i nk , at the end for the toll 

control? 

MS. WIEST : Yes . If we want to go --

MR . COIT: We could pick it up here now and 

19 start doing wa ivers. That might be the easiest way . 

20 CHAIRMAN BURG : If we got to go thro~gh each 

21 one . 

22 

23 

24 

MR . COIT: Rule on them as you go through . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Easier than going back . 

MS . WIEST: Okay. For 081 ~ith r e spect to 

25 t he waiver until June 1st , 1998 , concerning single 
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1 party service to all cuatomera, and the aecond waiver 

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

3 date , Rich? 

MR . COIT : I think I would gueaa that that 

5 would be from the date of the order . 

MS. WIEST : Okay. 

MR . COIT : On the toll cont r ol? You're 

8 speaking to the toll control ; correct? 

MS . WIEST : Yea, toll control . 

' 

10 

11 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPELDBR : I have a que ■tion 

as long as we • re talking about the waiver• both on toll 

12 control and on the single party aervice . A■ long•• 

13 you ' re asking for waivers, let•• make ■ ure it"s done 

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

1s ask i ng for more waiver ■ . I would hate to go through 

1 6 th i s process , or would not like to go through thi ■ 

l 7 p rocess aga in. I think we need to be accurate when 

1 8 we ' re do i ng i t . I also have a question about what 

1 9 meets the requirements of the Act? How much of a 

2 0 wa i ver can we g i ve? I don ' t know as I know the answer 

21 to that . 

2 2 MS . WIEST : Right. The time actually in the 

23 FCC Order i s no t specified . But it doea aay in 

24 paragraph 89, I believe, that the Commiaaion must , upot 

25 a find i ng of exceptional circumstance■, you can make a 

22 

1 waiver for single party services for a specified period 

2 of time . And also on the toll limitation the company 

3 must also show exceptional circumstances exist and need 

for addit i onal time to upgrade . They should have to 

5 show i ndividual hardship, individualized hardsh i p or 

inequity warrants additional time to comply and that 

1 would better serve the public interest that is in 

stric t adherence to the time period and i t should 

9 ex t end only as long as the exceptional circumstances 

1 0 ex i st . 

11 MR . COIT: I would note that in t he 

1 2 appl i cat i ons , wh i le we've requested a year , we ' ve also 

1 3 indicated that within that period of t i me we would f i le 

1 ~ some i nformat i on wi t h the Commission i nd i cat i ng , you 

1 5 know, when t he ca pab i l i ty is a vai lable . If the 

16 Commi ss ion -- wha t we have - - and Mr . Lee , I th i nk , can 

1 1 a n swe r some quest ion s in the area of toll co ntrol t hat 

1 8 I c an ' t answer . But we're f aced wi th a si tuat ion today 

19 where the c apabili t i es are j ust not ava ilab l e. If a 

2 0 ye ar i s t oo l ong , y ou kno w, f r om our perspective we 

2 1 rea ll y d i d n't know whe n it would be ava ilab l e and 

22 that ' s why we req uested a year. Bu: i f there' s better 

2 3 in f o rma tion on that , maybe the time per i od c a n be 

24 d if f e r en t . Bu t r i g ht now we r e al ly don't know when t he 

25 c apa bili ty i s go ing to be ava i lable. 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I hate to belabor 

the point , and I know everyone want• to get through 

thi s, but to me it ' s very important that we do it 

right . And 80 if it means that we need to answer the 

5 question when we grant these waiver• and we send theae, 

6 or you send them on to the FCC, we need to be aure that 

7 you have spelled out why these companies - - at least 

e this is what I ' m understanding -- why the•• companiea 

9 can ' t do toll control and why it'• going to take that 

10 long of a period of time to do aingle party aervice . 

11 And so I think that ahould be in the application 

12 

l3 

somewhere, or at least in our motion•• we approve it, 

or we should have something on the record to aupport 

14 where we're going . 

l S MS . WIEST : T~ey do explain the rea•ons in 

16 their application , their or i ginal application, with 

17 respect to toll control. 

18 

19 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Okay. 

MS . WIEST: But if there are any further 

2 0 questions that the Commiss i on would like to aak at this 

21 time , i f you need more information on that, we could do 

22 that now. 

2 3 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I would like to 

24 know - - and this probably isn ' t true of all companies . 

25 But of the ones you ' re test i fying for at l~aet , 

24 

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

2 that we need to do these two things and what kind of 

delays you mi ght expect . Becauae I don't want thi ■ to 

not go forward the way that it's been perceived that it 

5 should go forward. 

MR . LEE : Sure . Okay . I might respond to 

7 that in general; and then if there a r e spec i fic 

8 questions , I'd be happy to do that . But the issue of 

9 toll limitation, which I believe under the FCC ' s 

10 description identifies a toll restriction and a toll 

1 1 control , and the issue at hand i a in the toll control , 

12 which my understand i ng is to ind i cate that the end uaer 

13 subscr i ber is to be able to control the amount of ita 

14 monthly bill , at which time a restriction automat i cally 

1 5 kicks in and disallows access to the long distance 

16 network . To my knowledge , there is no switch vendor in 

17 the United States today who provides that capability 

18 with i n its switch. I k now tha t the vendors are working 

19 on i t. I could not sit here with a clear consc i ence 

20 and i ndicate that on X date that I would expect it will 

21 be available . Given my honest opinion , I would doub~ 

22 that it ' s available to the general population within a 

23 year ' s time period. And therein is the reason I 

24 believe that SDITC members ask for the one-year period 

25 because we don't antic i pate it being available . 
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The second or alternative to that ia a 

2 software provisioning of toll control . And, again, to 

3 my knowledge, there i• no interface between a aoftware 

system and a awitch that ha ■ that capability . 

Primarily because it would take real time rating of a 

6 customer's usage; and because the customer control 

7 switch interexchange carrier it'a choosing, there are a 

a myriad of optional call plan■ ~nd rate atrueturea that 

9 would be applied . And , to my knowledge, there juat ia 

10 no te c hnology, nor aoftware, available to carry out 

11 that program . 

12 COMMISSIONER SCHOENPBLOBR: And if I recall 

11 right, it doesn't -- it's not peraiaaive, one or the 

14 other. You really to need to do all of the above. 

15 

16 

MR. LEE : It include• both, that•• correct . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I believe aome 

17 companies have asked the FCC for clarification, that 

18 sort of thing. And as far as I know, you might have 

19 better information than I do that that decision ha ■ not 

20 been handed down by the FCC . 

21 MR . LEE: A, I doubt I have better 

22 information; and, B, I agree it ha• not been handed 

23 down, to my knowledge . There ia that clarification 

24 procedure request in front of the FCC . 

25 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER , Okay . 

26 

CHAIRMAN BURG: To my knowledge , everybody 

2 can offer toll limitation; right, fro■ what we"ve had 

to get a generAl atatement? 

MR . LBE : I'm going to define aa toll 

5 reatriction , if I can , instead of toll limitation , yea . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Toll blocking is what I 

7 mean . Everybody can offer that? 

10 

MR. LEE : To my knowledge, that's a true 

atatement . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : And I guess my position ia to 

11 me, : he other •· I really don ' t aee, you know , since 

12 you said it's not available, I can 't aee them implying 

13 it or even putting i t into here . I think it aatisfiea 

14 all of our needs . I have no problem giving the full 

15 year or more as long as i t gets through FCC , which at 

16 th i s time it appears it should . So I don ' t see this 

17 point to me in mak ing it a shorter limit because I 

18 don 't think it will interfere wi th the ETC 

19 establi shment. 

20 MR . LEE: I would agree with that and then 

21 would point out i n the applications the companies have 

22 indicated that they will investigate and wil l work wit h 

23 their swit :h vendors so that when it does become 

24 a v a il able, they"re wi lling to implement it . I think 

25 that the telephone companies feel that once it becomes 
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1 available , it ia in the public interest and would be 

2 very supportive of that concept . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I ' ll move that we 

4 grant the one - year waiver on toll -- what ia it 

s called? Toll limitation? Toll control? 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I'm going to 

8 concur with that as long as the motion is understood 

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

10 these customers just so that everybody understands the 

11 motion . 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG : I think in every application 

13 you agreed that you can do toll reatriction --

14 

15 

MR . LEE : Right. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : if I remember reading the 

16 applications, and that to me is satisfactory . 

17 

18 

MR. LEE : Thank you. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Do you want them ••• 

19 separate mot ion? Okay. I• 11 alao move • • which one de 

20 we need on this one? 

21 MS. WIEST : The single party service until 

22 June 1st . 

23 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant a 

24 wa iver in TC97-081 in the ain~le party requirement 

25 until June 1, 1998 . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

28 

MS . WIEST : Any other questions in 081? Do 

4 you want to go back now? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : It might be easier to go back 

6 and get these others. 

MR . COIT : Whatever. 

MS. WIEST : We'll go back to 068 , and the 

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

10 control . 

11 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant the 

12 waiver of toll control in TC97•075 . 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST : 068 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the t o l l 

.. I mean I'll mo ve we grant the waiver for toll 

18 limitat i on. 

19 MS. WIEST : Toll control. I ' m sorry, we have 

20 to be accurate because what the FCC did is they call it 

21 combined to J ! control and toll blocking as toll 

22 limitation . 

23 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the waiver 

24 for toll control in TC97·068 . 

2 5 COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded. 



COM~ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : For one year? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yea . 

MS . WIEST: 069 . 
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll keep making them . I ' ll 

6 move we grant the toll control waiver in TC97•069 for 

7 one year. 

10 

ll 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: 070 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant toll 

12 control in TC97-070 for one year, the waiver for one 

13 year. 

l4 

15 

16 

1 7 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST: 171 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant toll 

18 control , the wa iver for toll control , in TC97 - 071 for 

19 one year . 

20 

21 

22 

23 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST : 073. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the waiver 

24 for toll control in TC97 - 073 for one year. 

25 COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

10 

ll 

12 

13 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST , 074 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the waiver 

for toll control in TC97-074 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

HS . WIEST: 077 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I ' l l move we grant the waiver 

for toll control in TC97 - 077 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMM I SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST : 078. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the waiver 

1 4 for toll contro l i n TC97-07 8 for one year . 

15 

16 

17 

18 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST: 080 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : And I'll move we grant the 

19 waiver for toll control in TC97 - 080 for one year . 

20 

21 

22 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : We did 81 ; right, and we are 

23 done with 81 . 

24 HS. WIEST : Any further questions on 081? 

25 083, TC97-083 . 
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MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of 

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

3 Exhibit No. 2, the response to ataff data reque ■ t which 

10 

11 

12 

is dated 10-8-97. 

MS. WIEST: Any ob jection? If not, 1 and 2 

have been admitted. Any queation■ regarding 083? 

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

the waiver for toll control in TC97-083 for one year , 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: concur . 

MS. WIEST: TC97-084. 

MR . COIT: We move for the admie•ion of the 

13 ETC request dated 6 - 17-97, which ia marked Exhibit No. 

14 1, and we move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, the 

15 respo ns e to staff data requeat dated 10-8-97. 

16 MS. WIEST: Are there any objections? If 

17 not, they've been admitted . 

18 CHAIRMAN BURG: I • 11 move we grant the waiver 

19 for toll control in TC97~084 for one year. 

20 

21 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I'll concur . 

22 Does this have a single party que ■tion on this one? 

23 MS. WIEST : No . They sa id in their original 

24 application that they are offer ing ■ ingle party service 

25 to all consumers . 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I got a sticky on 

i t . Sorry. James Valley; right? 

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

Yeah, that waa Bob's question. And the reason he had 

S the question is it waa actually in the original 

application. So if you look at the or iginal 

7 application on page two, under question number three, 

they do state that they provide aingle party service to 

9 all con ■umers in their ■ ervice area. Number four down 

10 on that list . 

11 

12 

13 TC97 - 08S . 

14 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Okay . 

MS. WIEST : Thank you. Okay. Let ' s go to 

MR . COIT : We move for admitting of Exhibi~ 

15 No. l, the ETC request , dated 6-17-97 , and Exhibit No. 

16 2 , the response to staff data request dated 10-10-97 . 

17 MS. WIEST : Any ob jections? If not, they've 

18 been adm i tted . I have the same quest i on here wi~h 

19 respect to quest i on number one. 

20 MR . CO I T : Mr . Benton is available to respond 

21 to questions. I believe. Is this Heartland? Right ? 

22 Or , Don, can you respond to any questions? 

23 MR . LEE: Mark has asked me to respond on hie 

24 behalf , which will be Heartland Communications, and 

25 they are offering all single. 
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MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to all 

2 customers? Any other questions concerning this 

3 docket? Ia there a motion? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant the 

5 waiver for toll control to TC97 - 089 for one year . 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

request , 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST: 085 , I believe . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Excuse me, 85 . 

MS , WIEST : TC97-086 . 

MR . COIT : we move for the admission of ETC 

Exhib i t No . 1 , dated 6-17-97 , and reeponae to 

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

14 10 - 10-91 . 

15 MS . WIEST : Any objections? If not, they 

16 have been admitted . Same question , can you answer 

17 that , Mr. Lee? 

18 

19 

MR . LEE : I ' m sorry , l don ' t have the 

assoc i ated companies with the exhibit number ■. Which 

20 company are we referring to? 

21 

2 2 

23 s erv i ces . 

24 

MR. COIT : Midstate . 

MR . LEE: They are currently all private line 

MR. COIT : single party; correct? 

MS . WIEST: Single party to all cuat omera ? 25 L_ _____________ ____, 

MR . LEE : correct . 

MS . WIEST: Any other quest i ons in thia 

3 docket? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the toll 

s control waiver in TC97-0 86 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97-087 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

10 Exhibit No . l, ETC request, dated 6-17 -9 7, and Exhi b it 

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

MS . WIEST , Any objections? If not, Exhib i t ■ 12 

13 

14 

l and 2 have been admitted . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant toll 

15 control wa iver in TC97-087 for one year . 

16 

17 

18 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second i t . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST : Again, I ' d have a quest i on on 

19 this one, Ric h. 

20 

21 well . 

22 

MR. CO IT : Mr . Lee is represent ing Baltic aa 

MR. LEE : Baltic i a currently all private 

23 l i ne. I ' m sorry , single party . I should use t he right 

24 term, single party service . 

25 MS . WIEST : To all customers? 
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MR. LEE : correct . 

MS . WIEST : Thank you . TC97-088 . 

MR . COIT : we move for the admiaa.ion of 

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

5 
to staff data request , which is Exhibit No. 2 , which i ■ 

6 dated 10-17-97 . 

MS. WIEST: Any objectionsi If not, Exhibit ■ 

1 and 2 have been admitted . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant a waiver 

10 on toll control in TC97-088 for one year. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

this one , 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it , 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST : can you answer my question on 

Mr , Lee? 

MR . LEE : Company name , please? 

MS. WIEST : Eaat Plains. 

MR . LEE : Currently i• all ■ ingle party 

18 service . 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

MS . WIEST: Thank you. 

MS . WIEST , TC97-089 . 

MR . COIT : We move for the admiaaion of 

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC reque•t dated 6 - 17 - 97, 

and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which ie a reapone• 

to staff data request, dated 10-21-97 . 

MS . WIEST : Any objection•? If not, they've 
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1 been admitted . Same question . 

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

here repreaenting We stern today . 

t he response ? 

What did they say i n 

MS . WIEST : They said Western Telephone 

6 offers sing l e party service . My question is do they 

7 offer to every customer again? 

10 

MR . COIT : Well 

MS . WIEST : Can you do a late-f i led on that? 

MR . COIT : We can do an affidav i t on that 

11 one, I guess. 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a wa i ver 

13 on toll control for TC97 - 089 for one year . 

14 

15 

16 

17 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second i t . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Con cur . 

MS . WIEST : Okay . Let ' s go on to TC97- 090 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the adm i ss i on of 

18 Exh i b i t No . 1, wh i ch i s the ETC request dated 6- 17 -9 7 , 

1 9 and Exhibit No . 2, wh i ch i s the response t o s t af f data 

20 r equest dated 1 0-24 -9 7 . 

2 1 

22 

23 

24 

25 

MS. WIEST: Any obj e ction? If not, they ' ve 

been adm i tted . Any questions concern i ng this docket ? 

CHA I RMAN BURG : I ' ll move that we gran t a 

waiver on toll control in TC97-090 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second i t. 



COMMISSIONER SCHOENPELOBR: Concur . 

MS. WIEST : TC97-092 . 

MR . COIT : We move for the admiaeion of 
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4 Exhibit No . 1, which ia the ETC request of Kennebec 

5 Telephone company dated 6-18-97, and move for the 

6 admission of Exhibit No . 2, which is the responae to 

7 staff data request dated 10-10-97 , And I would note 

8 that Mr. Rod Bauer ia here to respond to any queationa 

9 that the commiaaionera or staff may have concerning 

10 their request. 

11 
MS. WIEST: Any queationa concerning thia 

12 docket ? If not, do you have a motion? 

13 

14 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Did we admit both thoae? 

MS. WIEST: I'm sorry, I did not . 1 will 

1 s adm i t Exhib i t Numbers 1 and 2 . 

16 

17 

1 8 

1 9 

20 

2 1 

22 

23 

24 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll eove that we grant a 

wa i ver on toll control in TC97-092 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd ■ econd it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC9 7 -093 . 

MR . COIT : we would move for the admiaa i on of 

Exhib i t No . 1, which ia the ETC reque ■ t of Jefferaon 

Telephone company , dated 6-18-97 , and move alao for the 

adm i aa i on of Exh i b i t No. 2, reapon ■e to ataff data 

2S request , which ia dated 10 - 10 - 97 , And I would note 
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that Mr . Dick Connors is available to anewer a n y 

2 question■ concerning the Jeffer ■on r eque st . 

MS . WIEST : Any objection to the exhibits ? 

If n ot, they ' ve been adm i t t ed . Any qu e stions 

5 concern i ng this docket? 

10 

11 

CHAIRMAN BORG : I'll move we gran t a waiver 

for toll control i n TC97 - 093 for one yea r . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second i t . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Con cur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97 - 094 . 

MR . COIT: We ' d move for the admission of 

1 2 Exhibit No . 1, wh i ch is the ETC request dated 6- 1 9-97 , 

t l a nd move for the admiss i on of Exhibit No . 2, wh i ch is 

1 4 the r e sponse to data request dated 10 - 15 - 97 . 

15 HS. WIEST: An y objection to Exh i b i ts l and 

16 2? If no t , those ex h ibits have be e n adm i tted . Do you 

1 7 

1 8 

have any wi tnesses for th i s one? 

MR. COI T: Mr. Lee i s a v ailab l e f or both 

19 Sull y Buttes and Vent u re . 

20 MS . WI EST : I j ust had a quest i on , I guess, 

21 conce rn i ng single part y service because in th i s one i t 

22 

2 3 

24 

does say should fac i liti es not allow i mmed i ate single 

par t y serv i ce , Su ll y Butt e s may offer mult i -par t y 

serv i ce u n t i l the f ac il ities are restored or i nstall e d 

25 t o allow for s i ng l e party service . Has that occurred 
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in the past? 

A . currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no 

3 multi-line . The fact is all single party service. 

think they added that language such that if there were 

s a disaster that they had to reapond to, they wanted to 

6 reserve the right to offer party line under the 

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

a years been all single party service. 

MS . WIEST : Any other questions? 

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

11 on toll control for TC9 7 -094 for .one year . 

12 

13 

14 concur. 

15 

16 

COMMISSIONER NBLSON: I'd second it , 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Well , I'll 

MS . WIEST: TC97-09S . 

MR. COIT: we would move for the admission of 

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

18 Exhib i t No . 2 , response to data request dated 

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

20 might be an issue with respect to single party service 

21 wai ver in this case as well . 

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

23 any objections to Exhibit land 2? If not, they've 

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

2s need a waiver. And my question for apparently they 
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have three multi-party customers and they plan to 

inatall single party service during the 1988 

conatruction aeaaon . So I gueaa my question is 

apparently they haven't aaked for a waiver . Are you 

S doing so at this time? 

MR . COIT: Yes, we would on their behalf. 

7 And I think Mr . Lee would be able to respond to 

8 questions on that . I assume so anyway . 

MR . LEE: Sure . But that would be correct, 

10 we do need a wa i ver . The same June 1 date would be 

11 acceptable to us . 

12 

13 

MS . WIEST : June 1, okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant a waiver 

14 in single party serv i ce to June 1, 1998 , ir. TC97 - 095. 

15 

16 

17 concur . 

18 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I would second that. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Sure , I'll 

CHAIRMAN BURG: And I'll also move that we 

19 grant a wa i ver for toll control on TC97 - 09S for one 

20 year . 

21 

22 

23 

24 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97-096. 

MR . COIT : I move for the admiss i on of ETC 

2S request, Exhibit No . 1 , dated 6-19-97, and move for the 
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1 admi ■ •ion of Exhibit No . 2, reaponae to data request 

2 dated 10-10•97 , 

MS. WIEST : Any objection■ ? tf not, t hey've 

4 been admitted . Any questions concerning this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we gr•nt a waiver 

6 on toll control in TC97-096 for one year . 

10 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd ■eeond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST : TC91-097 . 

MR. COIT : We move for the admi ■aion of 

11 Exhibit No . 1, ETC reque ■ t , dated 6-19-97, and Exhibit 

12 No . 2 , reapon■e to data requeat dated 10-10-97 . 

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

14 been admitted . Does anybody have any queation■ 

15 concerning thi ■ docket? 

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

17 for toll control in TC97 - 097 for one year. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97 - 098 . 

MR . COIT: we move for the admi ■■ ion of ETC 

22 requeat dated 6-19-97 , which is marked Exhibit No . 1, 

23 and admi a eion of Exhibit No . 2 , which i• the reeponse 

24 to data request dated 10-14-97 . 

25 MS . WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit ■ 1 and 
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2? If not , they've been admitted. Are there sny 

2 questions concerning th i s docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I ' ll move that we grant a 

• waiver for toll control in TC97•098 for one year . 

COM~ISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-099. 

MR . COIT : We move for the admiaaion of 

9 Exhib i t No . 1 , which ia the ETC dated 6 - 19-97, and 

10 admiasion of Exhibit No. 2, which i• the response tc 

11 data request dated 10-9-97 . 

12 MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not , they've 

13 been admitted . I have the same question on this one. 

14 The question is do we have single party service , and 

15 the answer is yea? 

1 6 MR . COIT : Hr . Lee, are you here for Roberts 

17 County or not? 

18 

1 9 

MR. LEE: No . 

MR . CO I T : The n we probably need to handle 

20 that , I suppose , by the aff i davit . 

21 

22 

23 County or 

24 

25 

MS . WIEST : Okay. 

MR . LEE : Rich, are we talking about Roberts 

MR . COIT: Roberts County . 

MR . LEE: I know from another source other 
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1 than this that as manager of the South Dakota 

2 Association of Telephone Co-op• and the daily requests 

3 we've had there that they do, in fact , provide all 

single party service t hroughout Roberta County Co-op, 

if that will suffice for your information here. 

MS. WIEST: Ia that sufficient? 

MS. CREMER: That ' s sufficient . 

MS . WIEST : Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

10 for toll control in TC97-099 for one year . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d aecond it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97•100. 

MR . COIT : We move for the admiaaion of 

15 Exhibit No. 1 , which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97 , 

16 and admission of Exhibit No . 2, reaponae to data 

17 request dated 10-9-97 . 

18 MS . WIEST: Any objection? If not, they ' ve 

i9 been admitted . Same question on thi• one . 

20 

21 

MR. LEE: I don 't know the anewer. 

MR . COIT: There is -- Mr . Lee is not here 

22 representing RC Communication ■ today , ao I euapect 

23 we'll have to deal with that with a late-filed exhibit 

24 if that's okay . 

2S MS . WIEST : Okay . 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-100 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NE~SON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97 - 101. 

MR . COIT : We move for the admission of 

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

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

10-14-97 . 

10 MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, they've 

11 been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket? 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant waiver for 

13 toll control in TC97 - 101 for one year. 

14 

1S 

16 

17 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I ' d second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

HS. WIEST: TC97-102. 

HR . COIT : We move for the admission of 

18 Exh i bit No. 1 , which is the ETC dated 6 - 19-97, and 

19 Exhibit No. 2, which is a response to data request 

21 MS . WIEST : Any objections? If not , 1 and 2 

22 ha v e been admitted . Any questions concerning this 

23 docket? 

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

25 for toll control in TC97-102 for one year . 



COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97•105 . 
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~R . COIT: we move for the admission of ETC 

S request, Exhibit No . 1, dated 6-19-97 , and admieeion of 

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

MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, Exhibits 

1 and 2 have been admitted . Any questions concerning 

9 th i s docket? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-105 for one year . 

request, 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd aecond it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97 • 108 , 

HR. COIT : We move for the admiaaion of ETC 

Exhibit No . 1, dated 6-23-97, and the 

admission of Exhibit No . 2, response to staff data 

request dated 10 - 14 - 97. 

MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, Exhibit ■ 

20 1 and 2 have been admitted. Same que ■tion . Can you , 

21 Mr . Lee , answer that one? t ■ that single party aervice 

22 ava i lable for 

23 

24 

25 

MR . COIT: For Faith . 

HR . LEE: I do not repre ■ent them, I'm ■orry , 

MR . COIT : We would request permission to 
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1 provide that via affidavit . 

MS . WIEST: Okay. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll c ontrol i n TC97-108 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-113. 

MR . COIT : We move for the admission of 

9 Exhibit No . l, ETC request dated 6-25 - 97, and Exhibit 

10 No . 2 , re ■ponae to data requeata dated 10 · 9-97 . 

11 MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not , they "ve 

1 2 been admitted. I have the same question on this one. 

13 MR. COIT : This is Armour . Bill Haugen can 

14 respond to your question . 

15 

1 6 

1 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

MR . HAUGEN : Yea, I can answer that. 

BILL BAUQSN, JR., 

called as a wi tness , being first duly sworn . 

was exam i ned and testified as follows: 

EXAMINATION 

MR . HAUGEN : Good afternoon . 

MS . WIEST : And I would just like to ask you 

22 if you currently provide single party service to a ll of 

23 your customers in your area . 

24 HR. HAUGEN : Single party service is 

25 available to all of our customers i n Armour Independent 
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1 Telephone company service area. It ha• been since the 

10 

late seventies. 

MS. WIEST : Are there any others question& of 

th i s witness? Thank you . 

CHAIRMAN BORG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-113 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd aecond . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOEN?BLDBR : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97-114 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the admieaion of ETC 

11 request of the Bridgewater-Cani ■tota Telephone Company, 

12 which ia dated 6-25-97, that ' a Bxhibit No. 1 . And al ■c 

13 move for the admiaaion of Exhibit No . 2 , which ia 

14 response to data request ■ of ataff dated 10-9-97 . And 

15 Mr . Haugen is here as well to respond to any question■ 

16 i n this docket. 

17 MS. WIEST: Firat of all, any objection to 

1 8 Exhibits land 2? If not, they ' ve been admitted . And 

19 I would ask the same queetion . 

20 MR . HAUGEN: Si ngl e party aervice ia 

21 available to all the customers in the 

22 Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges . 

23 MS. WI EST: Thank you. Any other queation• 

24 of this witness? 

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

for toll control in TC97-114 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97-115. 
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MR . COIT : We would move the admission of 

6 Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request of Union Tel e phone 

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

8 data request which i s dated 10-9-97 . 

MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, Exhibits 

10 land 2 have been admitted . And I would ask the same 

11 queation in this docket. 

12 MR . HAUGEN: Single party service i s 

13 available to all the customers in the Union Telephone 

14 Company service area, Hartford and Wall Lake Exchanges , 

15 again , has been since late seventies . 

16 MS. WIES T: Thank you . Any other quest i ons 

17 of this witness? 

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

19 for toll restriction i n TC97-115 for one year . 

20 

21 

22 

23 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST: Thank you . TC97-117. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of 

24 Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6 -3 0-97, and Exhibit 

25 No. 2, response to data request dated 10-14 - 97 . 
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MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, Exh i bits 

1 and 2 have been admitted . Any question• concerning 

3 thia docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-117 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNFBLDBR : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-121. 

MR . COIT : We move for the admission of 

10 Exhibit No. 1, the ETC reque ■ t of Kadoka, dated 7-3-97, 

11 and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data 

12 requests dated 10-28-97 . 

13 MS. WIEST: Any objection■ to Exhibits 1 and 

14 2? If not, they ' ve been admitted . Any queations 

1s concerning this docket? 

16 CHAIR~AN BURG: I ' ll move we grant a waiver 

11 for toll control in TC97-121 for one year . 

1 8 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' ll aecond it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97-12S . 

MR . COIT: We'd move for the admieaion of ET< 

22 request, Exh i bit No. 1, dated 7-7-97, and Exhibit No . 

23 2 , responae to data requeat of ataff, which i• dated 

24 10-29-97 . 

25 MS. WIEST : Any objection to Exbibita 1 and 

so 

2? If not, they've been admitted . Any queationa 

2 concerning thia docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-125 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97-130. 

MR . COIT : We would move for the admission of 

Exhibit No . 1, the ETC request dated 7-10-97, and 

10 Exhibit No . 2 , the response to data request dated 

11 10-14 - 97. 

12 MS . WIEST : Any objection to Exhibits land 

13 2? If not, they've been admitted. Any questions 

14 concerning this docket? 

15 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wah,er 

16 for toll control in TC97-130 for one year . 

17 

18 

19 

20 

COMMISS I ONER NELSON: I would second it. 

COMMISS IONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WI EST: TC97-1 31 . 

MR . COIT : We would move the adm i ssion o f ETC 

21 request Exhibit No. 1, whi ch is dated 7 -10-97, and 

22 Exhibit No . 2, response to data request da ted 10-14-97. 

23 MS . WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits land 

24 2? If not, they've been admitted . Any questions 

25 concerning this do cket? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-131 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST : TC97-154 . 

MR. COIT : We would move into the record 

7 Exhibit No . 1, the ETC request, dated 9-10-97, and also 

e Exhibit No . 2, the response to data requeat dated 

10-16-97 . 

10 MS . WIEST : Any objection to Exhibit land 

11 2? If not, they have been admitted . Let'• ■ ee, on 

12 this one this waa one of a couple that no time period 

13 was requested for the waiver . I aa ■ ume you atill want 

14 the one year? 

15 MR . COIT: Mr. Barfield is here . He could 

l6 respond. He ' s Mr . Bob Barfield, manager for Weat 

17 Ri ver . 

18 MS. WIEST: They request a waiver but this ia 

19 one of the few ones that didn't ask for one year, aa 

20 far as I can see, or any time period . So I was 

21 

2 2 

23 

24 

25 

wonder i ng i f there was any different time period that 

was be i ng requested. 

called as a witne••• bei ng fir ■ t duly aworn. 

was examined and testified•• follow■ : 
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EXAMINATION 

MR . BARFIELD : In response to your question, 

since the vendor does not have a date , as far as we 

know, at this time to provide this, that ' s the reaeon 

5 we didn't aak for a certain time period on the waiver. 

MS . WIEST: But we will need a time period . 

MR . COIT : Would you be willing to accept the 

8 one-year time period that is being granted to other 

9 companies? 

10 

11 

1 2 

MR . BARFIELD : We sure would . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : And I think the thought 

behind it is if there still i sn"t any solution, then it 

13 would be renewed or we'd requeat . With that , I ' ll move 

14 that we grant a wa i ver for toll control i n TC97-154 for 

15 one year . 

1 6 

1 7 

1 8 

19 

COMMI SSION ER NE LSON: I would secon d i t. 

COMM I SS I ONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WI EST : Let ' s go t o TC 97 -1 55 . 

MR . COIT : We would request ad mi ss i on of 

20 Ex hi b it No . 1. wh i ch 1s the £TC request of Mobr i dge 

21 

22 

2 3 

Telecomm un i cat i ons . whi c h i s dated 9-10-97, and also 

Ex hi b i t No. 2 , whic h i s the response to data request 

da t e d 10 -1 6- 97 . 

MS . WI ES T : Any objection? If not , Exhibits 

2 5 1 a nd 2 have been admi tted. And I would have the same 
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1 question with respect to the length of the waiver. 

MR. BARFIELD: And the reeponae would be the 

same. we would ask for a year on the waiver . 

MS . WIEST: Thank you . Any other questions? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : With that I ' ll move that we 

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

7 year. 

10 

11 TC97-167. 

12 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I concur . 

MS, WIEST : Thank you. Let 'a akip to 

MR . COIT : I would ju■ t note that Three River 

13 Telco is not an SDITC member company, ao I'm not reall} 

14 here today to represent Three River Telco . 

1S 

16 

MS . WIEST : Nobody is here? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Do we have any que ■ tion ■ on 

11 i t, or do we have to have repreaentation? 

18 

19 

MS . WIEST : Somebody needs to move it in. 

MR . COIT: Well, if you're looking for a 

20 body , I guess I can serve a s the body . 

2 1 MS . CREMER: Otherwiae, I c an move to admit 

22 the two exhibits , Number 1, 10-10-97, the requeet for 

23 ETC , and 11 - 7-97, the amended -- oh, I"m eorry , that •• 

24 u s West. Let me try that again . 10-16 of '97 i a the 

2 5 request and 11-13-97 is the amended requeat, and I 

S4 

1 would ask that they be admitted in . 

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

3 been admitted. Are there any questions concerning thia 

docket? I would note that their application doe ■ 

S request a waiver for one period for toll control . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : There isn ' t a question on the 

single party line, though , is there? 

MS . WIEST : No . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant a waiver 

10 for t oll control in TC97 - 167 for one year. 

11 

12 

13 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : At this time did you want to go 

14 to US West, or is Harlan going to speak to these 

1S dockets? 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

22 

23 

MS . CREMER : We' ll finish up these f i rst. 

MS. WIEST : Okay . 

(STAFF ' S EXH I BIT NO . l WAS MARKED FOR 

IDENTIF ICATION. ) 

■Aau■ HST, 

called as a witness , being firs t duly sworn, 

was examined and testif i ed as follows : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

24 BY MR. HOSECK , 

2S Q . Would you state your name for the record, 



l please . 

A . 

Q. 

A . 
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Harlan Beat. 

And what ia your job? 

I am deputy director of fixed utilities for 

s the Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota . 

Q . And have you been pre ■ent in the hearing room 

7 this afternoon for the bearing on these application■ ? 

A. 

Q . 

Yes. 

And have you had the opportunity to review 

10 the caption in the notice of thi ■ hearing which li ■ t ■ 

11 the cases which are before the Commi■■ ion on thi ■ date? 

12 

13 

A . 

Q . 

Yes. 

And are you familiar with the application• in 

14 each of these cases ? 

15 

16 

A . 

Q. 

Yes. 

As a part of your job, have you reviewed 

11 those applications? 

18 

19 

A. 

Q. 

Yea , 1 have . 

You have before you an exhibit numbered 

20 Staff's No . l; is that correct? 

21 

22 

A . 

Q. 

Yes. 

And is that an exhibit that you prepared in 

23 the course of you r duties ? 

24 

25 

A. 

Q. 

Yes, it is. 

Just briefly explain to the Commi ■aion , 
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1 please, what chat exhibit entails. 

A . What I have done on thia exhibit ia acroaa 

the top is listed each of the companies requesting 

eligible telecommunications carrier status, the 

associated docket number , and the staff counsel that i ■ 

assigned to the respective dockets. Down the side , the 

left - hand side, is the requirements that are set forth 

for ETC status . Populated within the columns is the 

9 responses that the respective companies gave within 

10 their exhibits 1 and Exhibit 2 that have been admitted 

11 into the record . 

12 Q . And are there any changes or corrections to 

13 this exhibit that you would like to make at this time? 

14 A . One that I am aware of is unde r Vivian 

15 Telephone , Docket TC97 - 068 , under the Lifeline and Link 

16 Up it shows that i t will be available 1-1-97 . It 

17 should be 1 - 1 - 98 . I 'm not aware of any other 

18 c orrections. 

19 MR . HOSECK : Okay . At this point in time I 

20 would move Staff's Exhibit No . 1 into evidence. Th is 

21 i s intended as testimony for all of the dockets en mass 

22 with the exception of US West . 

23 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : us West is on 

24 here though . 

25 MR . HOSECK : That would be handled later . 
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MS . WIEST : ts there any objection ? 

MR . COIT : My comment would be that I juet 

received this so I haven't had an opportunity to go 

through to make aure this i• al l accurate . I gueaa I 

s can take Mr . Best ' s word that it ia accurate and I'll 

have to do that, I gueaa . Other than t hat, I don ' t 

7 have any comment . 

MS. WIEST : Do you want an opportunity to 

look it over? 

1 0 MR. COIT: Well, it might take me a while , ■ 

11 I don't have any objection . 

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

13 will be admitted into all of the docket• that we have 

14 gone through so far . 

15 

16 Q. 

MR . HOSECK : Okay . Thank you . 

Based on the review of these docket• that you 

17 have done and relying to whatever extent you may on 

18 Staff ' s Exh i bit No. 1, did the applicant companies meet 

19 the requirements of becoming an eligible 

20 tele~ommunicationa carr ier? 

21 A . Yes, they have , with the noted late•filed 

22 affidavits that will be done in a number of the 

23 dockets . 

24 Q . And with regard to advertiaing aervices 

25 exchange - wide , do you have a recommendation to the 

58 

1 Commission for a provision to be included in an order 

which would come out of theae proceedings? 

A . Yee . Staff•• recommendation for advertieing 

t would be that the BTC carrier be required to advertise 

5 at least once each year; and if they have any rate 

change, that that rate change be advertised when i t 

7 does change. 

Q . And in conclusion , do you have an opinion aa 

9 to whether or not the applicants contained on Exh i bit 

10 1, with the exception of US West which has not had its 

11 case heard yet at this time , whether or not those 

12 applicants meet the qualifications as an eligible 

13 t elecommunications carrier? 

14 A . Wi th staff's review that has been undertaken, 

lS yes, they do meet the requirements for ETC status . 

16 HR . HOSECK: I have no further q uestions of 

17 this witness. 

18 MS . WIEST : Are there any quest ions of th i s 

19 wi tness? Mr . Co it? 

20 CROSS-EXAMINATION 

21 BY HR . COIT : 

22 Q. I assume when you talked about advert i a i ng 

23 r at e changes that you're referenc i ng the rates just for 

24 the essent i al services that are supported by universal 

25 service ? 



59 

A . Yee . 

MR . COIT: No further questions . 

MS . WIEST: MB. Rogers ? 

MS. ROGERS : No, no queetiona . 

MS . WIEST: Mr . Heaston? 

MR , HEASTON: No . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : The only question I'd have ia 

there any -- i s advertising identified in any way? 

9 there any criteria for what advertiaing means in the 

1 0 context of thi a ? ls the methods in the FCC Order•• 

1 1 well ? 

12 MS . WIEST : I ' m sorry, what was the 

13 question? 

I ■ 

1 4 CHAIRMAN BURG : The question I had for Harlan 

1 s or anybody else is, is there a meaning, ia there• 

16 description , definition for advertising, what that 

17 constitutes ? 

MS . WIEST: Under the statute itself 18 

19 

20 

214 (el Ill (Bl the y must advertise the availability of 

such serv ices and if you "re referring to the aervicea 

21 that are supported by federal univeraal aervice and the 

2 2 charges therefore us i ng media of general diatribution . 

23 

24 me . 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Okay . I think that aatisfiel 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Doe ■ that mean for 

Lifeline and Link Up, they have to advertiae this 

2 once ? 

MS . WIEST: That would be under staff's 

recommendation, I believe . 

A. Yes, once each year . 
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COMMISSIONER NELSON : Well , frankly , I don ' t 

7 think it's adequate. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Are you doing 

9 that? Are you -- to follow up -- excuse me , to follow 

10 up on Commissioner Nelson ' s question, are you 

11 recommending that they advertise once each year after? 

12 I believe our order said that you have to send an 

13 application to everyone once initially and then to 

14 e very new customer . You're requesting this 

15 advertisement of Li feline, Link Up i n addition to , 

16 would that be accurate or not? 

17 A. Right . The Lifeline , Link Up under TC97 - lS0, 

18 which was issued yesterday, states that it shall be - -

19 a form shall be , or a lette r shall be sent to present 

20 customers, and then th i s would be an advertis eme nt of 

21 it . They'd have to do advertisement of this for at 

22 least once each year . 

23 

24 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Okay . Thank you . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : So is the answer to 

25 Laska ' & quest i ons it's in addition to? 
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A . Yea. They would do it originally, and once a 

2 year after . 

4 Where? 

A . 

A . 

MS. WIEST : How would they advertise? 

Where would they advertise? 

HS . WIEST : Yes. 

Whatever general distribution it meets 

according , I assume, it means newapaper• ane thoae 

9 types of publications . 

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

11 general distribution media once a year? 

12 A . Whatever is available within their given 

13 exchanges that they serve . 

H MS . WIEST: And it would only be for thoae 

15 services supported right now by federal univeraal 

16 service? 

17 

18 

A . Yea . 

MS. WIEST : And every time they changed a 

19 rate for one of those services, then that would have to 

20 be re-advertised at that time? 

21 

22 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIEST : Are there any other question■ of 

2 3 this witness? If not , thank you . Actually , I do. 

24 could you retake the stand, Harlan? I gueas we have a 

25 question for you . Could you look at your exhibit for 
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1 venture Communication ■, TC97-095? 

A . Yea . 

MS. WIEST: Does the answer to number four, 

single party aerv i ce, we did grant them a waiver 

5 because currently they do not have single party aervice 

6 apparently to three customers? 

A . Yes . 

MS. WIEST : So would that be incorrect there, 

9 your question there? 

10 

ll 

A . It would be a clarification there to it , yea . 

MS. WIEST : Okay . Thank you . Do you have 

12 anything further, Mr . Hoseck? 

ll MR. HOSECK: Staff has nothing further . 

14 Thank you. 

lS MS . WI EST: Do you want to take a short break 

16 until we go to Us West? 

1 7 HR. COIT : When does the Commission -- are 

18 you going to wa i t unt i l the end to rule on all of t hese 

19 with respect to the actual ETC designat i on? 

20 

21 break. 

22 

23 

MS . WIEST : That ' s why we're taking a short 

(AT TH I S TIME A SHORT RECESS WAS TAKEN . ) 

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

24 will go to TC97 - 163 . 

2S HR. HEASTON : And I would move admission of 
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1 Exhibi~ 1, which ia the request, and Exhibit 2, which 

2 is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is the 

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

respectively in the docket. 

MS . WIEST : Any objection to Exhibite 1, 2 

and 3? Do you have a copy of the service territory 

7 map? Are there any objections to Exhibit ■ 1 , 2 and 3? 

I! not, the y've been admitted . You may proceed, 

9 Hr . Heaston . 

10 MR . HEASTON : We would alao join in the 

11 motion on the toll control. The reason we did not •••k 

12 a waiver in the initial application ia becauae •• I 

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

14 indicated that toll blocking would be sufficient in the 

15 meantime and it was dependent upon when you upgraded 

16 switches. And so we do not feel we need• waiver of 

17 toll control , but the common wiadom aeem■ to be there 

18 needs to be a waiver, ao we will follow the herd here 

19 and request the toll control waiver also. 

20 And we are alao one of the partie ■ to the 

21 request of the FCC to reconsider the toll limitation, 

22 that this includes both toll blocking and toll 

2 3 control. And I guess we would alao point out that with 

24 the implementation of number portability that i• going 

25 t o impact toll control ■ omewhat significantly. And ■o 

6i 

1 while we agree with Bob Barfield in his obaerv ation 

that since we don ' t know when it'a going to happen, 

that's why we wouldn't want a time limit on it, but we 

are willing to MCcep t the one year with the 

5 understanding that if there ie not the ability to 

implement it or if the ability is too expensive to 

7 implement, that we would be able to come back to thia 

8 Commiaaion and seek further waiver of that , of 

implementing toll control with part of the essential 

10 telecommun i cations carrier obligation . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

MS . WIEST : Okay . Would the Commissioners 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit the exhibita? 

MS. WIEST : Yea . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we waive toll 

15 control for TC97-l63 for one year. 

1 6 COMM I SSIONER NELSON : Well, I'm going to 

17 seco11d i t, but I heard an expansion of what we ' ve been 

18 wa iv ing in the pas t from g i ving them one year with the 

1 9 i dea we're go in g to re new it . And the reason I was 

20 will i ng to grant i t i s be c ause technology is not out 

21 there. Now , the Act requires that it be there and it 

22 did n' t say anything abo ut how much it coat. So I 

23 didn ' t hear anything about one of the reasons we were 

24 waiving it in the past was because that it might be 

25 cost prohibitive as much as because technology wasn"t 
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1 there . I can understand why technology wasn't there , 

2 but I didn't -- I wasn't in Congress when they voted 

that was part of the Act. 

MR. HEASTON: It ' s not part of the Act . 

S guess that's the first thing. lt'a an FCC -

COMMISSIONER NELSON : It• ■ a rule . 

MR . HEASTON: It's an FCC dictate. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : But it haa the same 

g weight as the rules and statute unless it ' s changed in 

10 court ; right 1 

11 MR . HEASTON : That' ■ true . But unlea ■ the 

12 FCC changes , as we've urged them to do . 

13 COMMISSIONER NB~SON: Right . So I'm 

14 seconding your motion with the underetanding it' ■ 

15 exactly as we had stated it originally; ia that 

16 correct? 

17 CHAIRMAN BURG: I mean the motion waa for one 

18 year . 

19 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I believe the 

2 0 motion was for one year, a waiver for one year, and I 

21 didn't know that the motion had anything more than 

22 that, than just a waiver f r om toll control for one 

23 year . 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG : It doesn ' t . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then I'll concur. 
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COMMISSIONER NELSON , All I'm aaying, though, 

i ■ 1 voted for it and there will be a record that I 

3 voted for it : and the reaeon t voted for it was the 

technology wasn't available . And that's a lot 

s different in my mind than it's cost prohibitive . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER, I think 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Not that that wouldn't 

e be an issue in my mind that you could debate . I don ' t 

9 want a record that I'm supporting aomething for a 

10 different reason than I did . 

11 CHAIRMAN BURG: Juet a comment that I ' d make 

12 on it, I guess. If there isn't a technology, I really 

13 hate to see all 50 or 75 filings just for an 

14 extension. If there is some way we could certify ~here 

15 is no technology and extend it as we come up towards 

16 that year, I'd welcome that solution rather than go 

17 through this with this many of them . I, personally, in 

18 my own mind, cannot see a solution when we're going to 

19 have multiple companies in number portability. It 

20 boggles my mind to see how that's even going to happen 

21 that you could end up with any k i nd of toll 

22 limitation . So I'm guessing when we come up to the 

23 year, we " re still not going to have a solution, and I'm 

24 not looking toward to requiring all of you·· I mean 

25 that's the name of a bureaucrat to file that many 
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2 consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any 

suggestions. That's all I have. 
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MR . HEASTON: I have Mr . Lehner available 

s here, and ~e do have a couple queation■ to aak him. 

,10• La■■aa, 

called•• a witneaa, being fir ■ t duly aworn, 

waa examined and teatified •• followa : 

DIRECT BIAMINATION 

10 BY MR. HEASTON : 

11 Q . Mr . Lehner , in our application we deacribed 

12 the issue of eliminating multi-party ■ervices and goin 

13 to aingle party service throughout US Meat service 

1 4 areas. Can you update the Commiaaion on the statue of 

15 that consistent with what we've already put in the 

16 application? 

17 A . Yes . As of October 31 of thia year the 

18 number of multi-party or two- and four-party cuatomer ■ 

19 in Us West 's territory is 612 . 612 . 

2 0 

21 Jon? 

22 

23 

A. 

Q . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : What waa the date on that , 

As of 10-31 - 97 . 

And what can you tell the Commission about 

24 our continuing effort to eliminate the multi - party 

25 service? 
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A . The plan right now ia to eliminate all of 

2 those 612 except for 52 of them . And the time frame 

for that will be by the end of the second quarter, 

4 which I suppose we could put for a date of 6-30 of 

'98 . So all but 52 of thoae will be completed by 6 - 30 

6 of ' 98. 

Q. And what about the remaining 52? 

A. The remaining 52 are extremely high coat 

g upgrades . And until other technology or other mean s 

10 become available, there are no plans right now . We 

11 have no plans to move ahead with those 52 . 

1 2 Q . With that we still believe that it is 

13 appropriate for us to - - we still believe the waiver is 

14 appropriate in this case ; is that correct? 

1 5 

16 

17 have. 

18 

19 

A. That is cor rect . 

MR . HEASTON : That ' s all the questions I 

MS . WIEST : Ms . Cremer? 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

20 BY MS . CREMER : 

21 Q . Mr. Lehner, where are those 52 located? Are 

22 they spread throughout, or are they in a specific area , 

23 do you know? 

24 A. I could read them off for you . There's about 

25 a dozen exchanges . · Or I could give you a l ate-filed 
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1 exhibit . Let me just read them off. Arlington ia 

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

3 Lake Preston, one . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Do you want to atart 

5 over? 

A. Arlington, four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, 

four ; Huron , three ; Lake Pre ■ ton , one ; Madison, two; 

e Milbank, four; Pierre, two; Redfield, two ; Si ■■eton , 

9 six; Spearfish, two; Volga, five; Watertown, ten; 

10 Yankton, one. 

11 Q. Is there a particular rea■ on? la it like 

12 Anaconda line or something? 

13 A. It's a combination of many factors, but you 

14 mean as far as the 52 are concerned? 

15 

16 

Q . 

A . 

Yea , 

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

17 talking about feeder di ■tribution , we're talking about 

18 in some cases a PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda that 

19 would need to be replaced . 

20 

21 I have. 

22 

MS . CREMER: Okay . That ' ■ all the que ■tiona 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Have you investigated any 

23 other technical solution ■ other than to a single party 

24 other than line extension? 

25 A . You mean in order to provide a eingle party 
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l service to these cu ■ tomera? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Yea. 

A. Yea . ! think the answer is we are conatantl) 

looking for a cheaper way to do this because in some 

5 cases, Commiaaioner , we're talking about over $100,000 

to upgrade a single customer, and it just doesn't make 

7 sense to do that . And the answer would seem to lie 

8 probably in some form of wireless, but so far the 

9 wireless technologies, whether then satellite or fixed 

10 wireless , are still pretty expensive . I see that as 

11 the ultimate solution , though, to some of these . 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG : I"m going to move to grant 

13 the waiver . 

14 MS . WIEST : Just a second . Do the 

15 Commissioners have any other questions? As opposed to 

16 the other ones, I'm going to have to ask you some 

17 questions to verify things that were in the application 

18 because that was signed by Mr . Heaston . It wasn ' t 

19 signed by a witness with an affidav i t , as all the 

20 others were . So bear with me for a second . 

21 

22 

A . I've never trusted his signature either . 

MS. WIEST: First one , does US West provide 

23 voice grade access to the public switched network to 

24 all in its serv i ce area? 

25 A. Yea. 
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MS . WIEST : And doe ■ it provide local usage? 

A . Yea . 

MS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone 

4 multi-frequency signalling or ita functional 

5 equivalent? 

A . Yes . 

MS . WIEST: Do you provide acceee to your 

8 emergency services? 

A . 

10 

11 services ? 

12 

13 

A . 

Ha . 

MS . WIEST: Do you provide acce•• to operatoJ 

Yea . 

MS . WIEST: Do you provide acceaa to 

14 interexchange service? 

15 

16 

A . Yea . 

MS . WIEST : And do you provide acceaa to 

17 directory assistance? 

18 

19 

A . Yea. 

MS . WIEST: And you've already talked about 

20 toll control and the waiver . Do you provide or are you 

21 able to provide toll block ing? 

22 A. "" · 
23 MS. WIEST: Then getting back to your reque ■ t 

24 for the waiver on single party service, 1 know in your 

25 application you talked about the onea that you have no 
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1 plan ■, you know , of providing ■ ervice due to the coat 

2 and everything. My problem, I guea ■ , i ■ that I don't 

aee that there i ■ any de minimu ■ exception within the 

FCC rule ■ with re ■pect to single party service. Have 

s you been granted any of thie type of de minimue 

6 exception to that requirement, do you know, in any of 

7 the other states? 

A. I am not aware. 

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 . l0l(c) , that in order to grant any 

12 additional time to complete network upgrades for single 

13 party or enhanced 911 or toll limitation, that the 

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

15 you to complete those network upgrades. Ia your 

16 contention that we do not? 

17 A . I would not make that contention . I'm go i ng 

1 8 to l et my attorney argue with you about that . 

19 MS . WIEST : Well, then, I do have a couple 

20 other questions . My other question i s on service 

21 area . And it is also a requirement of the state 

22 Commission 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 

25 telecommunications company? 
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A. Yee. 

MS. WIEST : And in the FCC'a public notice 

96·4S issued 9-29 - 97, it doea ■ tate that we muat send 

to USAC the names of the ETC'• and the designated 

service areas for nonrural carrier ■ no later than 

6 December 31st, 1997 . And I know you made ■ome 

7 reference to these things in your application, but 

e don 't think you really told ua what you want your 

9 service area to be. Becauae the FCC hae told u ■ that 

10 we better not adopt your study area•• your ■ervice 

11 area for large ILEC'a. Do you have ■ervice area• for 

12 your company that you want the Commia ■ ion to adopt at 

13 this time? 

14 A. well, I suppoae that -- and , Bill , juap in 

1s here, I guess , to help me with this . But I auppo~e 

16 that our service area ought to be our e x change ■ in the 

17 state of South Dakota . Now, the atud) area ia • 

18 d iffe rent issue and that has not been determined yet . 

19 But I would th i nk that our service area would be our 

20 exchanges that we aerve in the state of South Dakota . 

21 MR . HEASTON: If I may from a legal 

22 standpoint , there ia no definition yet; and certainly 

23 our service area would be thoae area• within which we 

24 are authorized t o provide the aupported aervicea. 

25 MS . WIEST : Right . And that•• my queetion . 
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MR . HEASTON : From a general perspective, I 

2 guess , if that's what you're looking for is what you 

3 would designate to the FCC would not be anything 

outside the area where we"re authorized or certified t o 

s provide service . When it comes to where the areas are 

6 going to be that woul d be where the services would be 

7 supported by a un iversal service fund, whether it's 

8 high cost or low income or libraries or whatever it 

9 happens co be, you know, that ' s an area that ' s 

10 current ly under debate depending upon which proxy coat 

11 model is go i ng co be accepted . And ao that ' s why we 

12 a r e somewhat vague on that term because what this 

13 Commission has not done and nor has the FCC come out 

14 wi th any fin a l d e c i s i o n as to what model it is going to 

1 5 a c cept . So I t hink i f we're required to take a look at 

1 6 a •service area ,• I woul d do it from the standpoint of 

17 what Jon -- to c omp l y with the la•. If that's what 

18 we ' re looking for . to comply with the FCC requirement . 

1 9 I think that's what we woul d look at i s an area, 

20 though , no l a rge r tha n a n exch a nge area, which we would 

21 e quate to a wire center or an exchange area . And we 

22 have however many are on that. 

23 MS . WI EST : He how many exchanges do you 

24 st ill have? 

25 MR. HEASTON : It's on the list we submitted . 



A . 1 can't answer that exactly . It's 

2 approximately 35 . 

MS. WIEST : It would be attached? 

MR . HEASTON : It's on our exhibit to our 

s application . 

MS . WIEST : so however many with the 
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1 amendment the three that were mla ■ed . That ~• how many 

e service areas you would like the commieaion to 

9 designate for US West at this time? 

10 A . I guess I'm not aure whether we would want to 

11 designate each exchange . 

12 MS. WIEST : My problem is we are ■uppo■ed to 

13 tell the FCC by December 3l ■ t what your designated 

1 4 service area is . 

15 A . Then I suppose we ought to do it exchange by 

16 exchange. 

17 MS . WIEST : If you want more time to think 

18 about it 

19 MR . HEASTON: Yes , I think I would . I mean 

20 this is not something that ' & come up in the other two 

21 states that I ' ve done thia in, and I had the aame baaic 

22 application. I will have to -- I will do a late - filed 

23 exhibit on that if I could with an affidavit from Jon. 

24 

2 5 

MS . WIEST: Okay . 

MR . HEASTON : What are you relying on again, 
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1 Rolayne? 

MS . WIEST : Actually what as far as the FCC ' ■ 

3 public notice , that waa docket 96-45 DA 97-1892 iaaued 

9-29-97 . 

MR . HEASTON: 1892 . 

MS . WIEST : And I'm also relying o n 

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

8 order . 

10 

11 

12 

MR . HEASTON : 197, 175 . 

MS . WIEST : 157 or 

MS . CREMER : 185, 192 . 

MS . WIEST : The docket number f6r the FCC 

13 universal service . 

14 MR . HEASTON : Not the docket number but the 

15 order number, the order number . 

16 HS . WIEST : Okay. I was looking at 185 , 192 

17 and paragraph 

18 

1 9 97-157? 

20 

MR. HEASTON: I got those . Was it FCC 

MS. WIEST : 157, right . And the other thing 

21 you might want to address in paragraph 185 , for 

22 example, it does say if a state PUC adopts its existing 

23 serv ice areas for large ILEC's , their study area, this 

24 would erect significant barriers to entry . We are also 

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

2 traditionally served. 

MR. HEASTON : Yes . And , aee, this -· what 

the problem this causes is where you have not 

5 considered and have left to the FCC to determine how 

that's going to be modeled from a proxy atandpoint . 

7 And , yes, we are advocating amaller geographic element• 

a than the wire center for univeraal high coat aupport 

9 but I do not have a South Dakota specific look becauae 

10 

11 

12 

ll 

th i s comm i ssion decided not to do their own earlier 

th i s __ a couple months ago, aa oppoaed to Wyoming and 

North Dakota where I do have that becauae thoae two are 

looking at doing their own , or auggesting their own 

lt coat atudy. So I do have the ■mall grid■, •• we call 

15 it, and I could identify that for you . I cannot 

16 i dentify anything smaller than right now than a wire 

1 1 center. 

1B 

19 

MS . WIEST : Okay . 

MR . COIT: Excuse me, may I comment briefly 

20 on th i s? And I understand that I ' m not a party but I 

21 do believe it was my understanding today that the whole 

22 issue of disaggregated service areas for US West or 

23 any other company may come up . But I would like to aa) 

24 we certainly have an interest in the iaaue . And I 

25 think that the FCC rules indicate that -- the order ■ 
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and the rules indicate that before changing an exiating 

2 service area , that the Coamiaaion at the state level 

3 needs to find that it's conaiatent with univeraal 

service requirements. So I think it's a really 

involved -- involves a lot more than the review of 

6 actually looking at ETC service obligations . You're 

7 talking about making changes in a US West service area 

that could significantly change the level of support it 

9 might receive under a federal universal service fund . 

10 Dec i sions on US West service area disaggregation and 

11 ao forth could certa i nly impact rural telephone 

12 compan i es as well . And 1 guess going into this 

13 proceeding it was our understanding that there are 

14 certain established incumbent LEC service areas, and we 

15 d i dn't understand, 1 guess, that we - - that the issue 

16 in this US West docket or any of the other ones would 

17 be with regard to disaggregating service areas . 

18 MS. WIEST : I'm not talking about 

19 disaggregating servi ce areas . And I th i nk you have to 

20 recognize the d is tinction that was made between 

21 nonrurals and rural companies with respect to service 

22 area. If we want to look at doing anything to rural 

23 companies with respect to disaggregation, we have to 

24 specifical l y petition the FCC. That's all I ' m talking 

25 about, and that ' s the reason why I only brought up thia 



issue with reapect to US west . And it'• just my 

2 understanding the commia a ion doea have to do the 

service area in order for US West to get your 

4 universal service money . 
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MR . HEASTON : If I could have until whatever 

6 date was suggested earlier on getting the additional 

7 affidavits in, I'll have a recommendation for you from 

e US West on that. 

MS . WIEST : Okay. Are there any other 

10 questions of this witneas? One more question, 

11 Mr . Lehner . Do you have any observation to what 

12 Mr . Beat suggeated aa advertiaing requirement ■ for your 

1 3 c o mpany? 

14 A , t•m not sure that I underatood exactly what 

lS he was requiring . If the requirement i ■ to advertiae 

16 it once a year in the newapaper, I don't think we have 

17 a problem with that . 

18 MS . WIEST: And getting back to aingle party 

1 9 serv ice i s high cost, the only barrier ia to provide 

20 s i ng l e party service to thoae 52 cuatomer ■ ? 

21 

22 

A . Yea . 

MS . WIEST: Ia it also US West•• poaition 

23 t hat the aettlement agreement that you've atated i• 

24 suspended concerning single party service no longer 

25 applies where I believe you atated you would have 
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1 aingle party service to all cu■ tomer■ by the year 2000? 

A . Had the 121 investment program continued , I 

3 would have been out here talking to the staff and to 

4 you about these anyway , because a■ we honed down to 

5 some to the la ■ t few on some of these exchanges , it 

6 became obvious that th i s waa this is foolish to 

spend that kind of money with the current technology . 

8 Just doesn't make any aense. 

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

10 you might also want to addre■■ the question of whether 

11 the Commission has the authority to provide any de 

12 minimus except i on to t he s i ngle party without putting 

13 the time line on it . 

14 MR . HEASTON : I don ' t know that de mi nimus ia 

15 the i ssue, but I do think that you could put a t i me 

16 l ine on it and make i t renewable that we wou l d have to 

1 7 c o me i n. I th ink what the rule would allow you to do 

1 8 i s require us to c ome in on a regularly - scheduled 

19 bas i s, maybe a nnua l l y . ma ybe semi - a n nually , to update 

2 0 the Commiss i on of where we are technologyw i se i n taking 

2 1 care of these last 52. That would be my position on 

22 this i s t hat that puts a t i me limit on and i t makes it 

23 dr i ven b y the techno l ogy and the affordabili ty of i t. 

24 

25 

MS. WI EST: Okay . Any other questions? 

COMM I SS I ONER SCHOENFELDER : I have a question 
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1 of Mr . Lehner . And the reaaon I have• queation ie 

2 because in your amended application you might have 

addressed it, however , I don ' t have a copy of that and 

I apologize. But you addressed in here and you have an 

s exhibit on your original application that regarje 

6 Lifeline, Link Up . And basically what it is it's your 

7 tariff, or a page that looks like a tariff page to me. 

a Now, us west really intends to comply with the 

9 Commission order in Lifeline, Link Up? 

10 

11 

12 that . 

13 

14 

15 

16 

A . 

A. 

Absolutely . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLDBR: I need to know 

And t hat page doe ■n't apply any more. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLDBR : Thank you . 

MS . WIEST : Any other queationa? Thank you. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I gueaa I have a 

17 question . You know, you -- when you were talking about 

18 why you shouldn't have to provide thia aingle party 

19 systems for these areas that you listed like Spearfiah 

20 and Pierre and all the list that you went through --

21 

22 

A . Yea. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Why would it -- it juat 

23 seems weird to me that it would be that expensive to 

24 provide those services in aome areaa. Like Pierre and 

2s Huron , thoae are pretty -- I mean can you explain that 
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1 to me a little bit becauae I find that a little odd. 

A . The high coat we're talking about in many 

caaea, not only replacing, we're talking about 

customers that were engineered probably back in the 

S sixties and seventiea to multi-party aervice with no 

intention of having single party aervice. So we're 

talking in many cases miles and miles of distribution 

cable , some cases six pair, 11 pair , maybe even greater 

9 pair . so we're talking about now having to replace 

10 that cable with probably SO pair or a hundred pair 

11 cable. And we ' re also talking about many cases where 

12 at the end of that cable we have to extend what some 

13 people will call a drop, what I call a pair of wires , 

14 sometimes several miles. And in order to provide 

1S s ingle party service -- well, I take that back in that 

1 6 case. The drop p iece of that will be okay . I was 

17 thinking of if they have more than one line. But we're 

1 8 talking about distribution cable , we're talking about 

19 feeder, and we're talk i ng in some cases about PAIR GAIN 

2 0 systems that are j ust plai n full. I ' m talki ng about 

21 systems that you've heard like Anaconda that are going 

22 to need to be replaced . It's expensive. 

23 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess in my mind it 

24 seems to me that coat prohibitive -- I didn't exactly 

2S envision exactly what you were just explaining to me 
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1 becauae 1 was thinking maybe theae lines had to be run 

2 out miles and miles and mile• and there•• nobody out 

3 there or something . But if thia ia in a fairly 

4 populated area , and it doesn't seem to me that theae 

s people should have to live with just two party 

t elephone system when moat of the world doesn't , •• we 

7 know it in South Dakota, doeen ' t have to do that 

e because the lines are all filled up . I mean I'm 

looking for some reason why that's acceptable, 

10 especially when some of thoae little companiea are 

11 saying that they got maybe three or four people left 

12 that they don't have that service for and they've made 

13 every effort to say , well, we want a waiver but we will 

14 do it by the end of the year or whatever . 

15 A . I think that moat of the companie ■ you ' ve 

16 been listening to up until now·· and l obviou ■ ly can't 

11 speak for them, but I think you're talking about 

18 engineering that was done probably 15, 20 year■ ago in 

19 most of the ■ e companiea• caaea where they at the time 

20 spent the money to do that. We did not do that. We 

21 provided diatribution sy■tems that were literally 

22 dea i gned not to provide single party service. There 

23 are different funding mechanisms and different 

24 requirements that we've had . They've had the ability 

25 to spend that kind of money and recover it . Now , I ca~ 
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l spend $100 , 000 or $150,000 or 50,000, whatever it ie, 

to do these , but aoaewhere that has to be recovered and 

it ian•t going to be recovered from a cuatomer. That 

customer ian•t going to pay for that . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : It seems to me thi s 

fliea in the face of what the governor•• bill ■aid last 

7 year . I mean here we're talking making available high 

technology to everybody in South Dakota . Basically 

9 that's what the bill says. And we're talking here some 

10 people that aren't even going to have single party 

11 telecommunication in this state. 

12 A. Commissioner, all l can tell you is what the 

13 cost is . And I th in k that's·· l think that's , unless 

14 there's a recovery mechanism, it would make no sense to 

15 spend that k i nd of money. And I certainly wouldn't 

16 recommend it. 

17 CHAIRMAN BURG : The question I have in the 

18 LEC i ndustry when we have these k i nd of situations once 

19 in a while there's another provider that is closer that 

20 can do it . Would that be the case to any of these? 

21 Would that be a reasonable solution ever? 

22 A . Yes, it would . And, Commissioner, if there 

23 is any company i n this room that would like to serve 

24 any of these 52, l would be happy to negotiate . 

25 CHAIRMAN BURG : l think maybe when we're down 
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1 to 52, we ought to get a li ■ t of thoae names and see if 

2 we could work it out . I ehare what Coun■ el haa ■ aid . 

x•m not aure we can make the exception. I know that 

4 us We•t • a counael has given ua what I call a abort 

s term one, that in other worda , we could give the waive1 

for a l imi t e d period of time , but I don ' t know that ' a 

7 an indefinite solution and we probably ought to work -

look at working t ogether to meet and find the solution 

9 to meet the FCC rules I think if we can . But ao many 

10 

11 

_ _ maybe, 1 guesa, what I would like to reque ■ t ia the 

actual name and location of thoae 52 filed at aoae 

1 2 t i me. t don ' t care whether it'• part of thia docket or 

13 not . 

14 

1 5 

A . 

1 6 thank you . 

1 7 

I think that can be provided . 

HS . WIEST : Any other queations? If not, 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I suppose we do need aome 

18 type of waiver i n order to grant them an ETC atatua . 

1 9 

2 0 

2 1 

MS . WIEST : sorry, for which now? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : For single party. 

MS . WIEST : At this time staff has a witness 

2 2 on this case first . 

23 

2 4 

2 5 

MS. CREMER : Staff would call Harlan Beat . 

BAaLU 9a8T, 

called as a witness, be i ng previoualy aworn, 
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was examined and testified aa follows : 

DIRECT iXAMINATIOH 

3 BY MS . CREMER , 

Q . Harlan, were you the analyst ass i gned to 

5 TC97 - l63 , us West ' s application? 

8 West ? 

A. 

Q . 

A. 

o. 

Yea. 

And have you reviewed that application by US 

Yea. 

And would you agree with Mr . Lehner when he 10 

11 testified earl i er that they met all the requ i rements of 

12 47 CPR 54 - 10 1? 

13 

14 

15 

A . 

Q . 

A . 

That t hey have met those? 

Yes . 

Yes , with the discuss i on that we ' ve had on 

1 6 single party . 

17 o. Ri ght . Okay. And at your recommendat i on for 

1 8 advertising , wou l d that be the same for U S West as i t 

19 was f or the others? 

2 0 

21 

A. 

Q. 

Yes. 

And what would your recommendat i on be for the 

2 2 Comm i ss i on i n def ining a service area for us West ? 

23 

24 

25 have . 

A . It would be the wi r e center . 

MS. CREMER : That ' s all the quest i ons I would 



MS . WIEST : Any questions, Me. Wilka? 

MS . WILKA: No queetiona . 

MS . WIEST : Commiaaionera? 

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

6 do I call it? Is this a document that is filed in 

7 these hearings? 

MS. CREMER : Yes. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: guess I think we ought to 

10 correct that exhibit to put no on each of thoee that 

11 we've made a waiver for on the aingle party becauae I 

12 believe the answer is no and we've made a waiver to 

13 satisfy that . 

14 

15 

16 

MS. CREMER: Okay. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Since that•• filed. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not movec 

17 for a waiver in that area , have we? 

18 CHAIRMAN BURG : Yea, for six months on one 

19 other company. 

20 MS. WIEST: We have two single party waiver ■ 

21 so far, but US West we haven ' t moved yet ; right? 

22 CHAIRMAN BURG : But if we do and for any we 

23 do, since he's a witness on the stand and thi ■ ia hi ■ 

24 document, I think that this document ahould be 

2S corrected to reflect, no , they do not meet that to 

88 

1 coincide with the waiver■ we"ve given. 

MS . CREMER : Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I guea ■ I don ' t know . What 

do we need to do to make sure that correction is made? 

MS . WIEST: I believe there are three 

companies that do not at this time provide single part~ 

service, so all they would have to do is change that 

e yea to no for those Stateline , Venture , and Us west ; 

right? 

10 CHAIRMAN BURG : And the te ■ timony on the 

11 record is adequate to accomplish that? 

12 

13 

14 wondered . 

15 

16 West have? 

17 

18 

A . 

MS . WIEST : Yea . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Okay . That ' s all I 

MS. WIEST: So how many wire centers does US 

38. 

MS. WI ES T: 38 . Thank you. Any other 

19 quest i ons of this witness? 

20 

21 

MS. CREMER: No. 

MS . WIEST : Would you like to admit this 

22 docket for the purposes of this docket? Before I only 

23 adm i tted it for the other dockets. 

24 MS . CREMER : Actually I wasn't going to move 

25 it into this one because people testif ied to it, so I 
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1 didn't really need it in mine . But I can certainly 

2 move it . 

MS. WIEST: I t ' s up to you . 

MS . CREMER : We don't need it in this docket. 

MS . WIEST : Any other queation• of thia 

6 witness? Thank you . Anything else from any of the 

7 parties? At this time I believe the Commiaaion will 

take these matters under advisement. We are waiting 

for some late-filed exhibits in some dockets , and it 

10 

11 

12 

will be possible that perhaps the Commiaeion will make 

the decisions either at a Commission meeting or at the 

December 2nd hearing on some other related BTC 

13 dockets . Are there any queationa from anybody or any 

14 comments? 

15 MR . COIT: I would juat , for the record, like 

16 to formally request that the Commiaaion deaignate each 

17 of the -- based upon the record, the affidavit• yet to 

18 be submitted , that the Commieeion deaignate each of the 

19 rural telephone companies , SDITC member companies, a• 

20 ETC ' a and that their study area• be deaignated ae their 

21 service area . That's all I have . 

22 MS . WIEST : Thank you . That will cloae the 

23 hearing . 

24 (THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P . M. ) 

25 
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1 STATE OP SOUTH DAKOTA 

2 COUNTY OF HUGHES 

l , Lori J. Grode, RMR, Notary Public , in and 

for the State of South Dakota, do hereby certify that 

the above hearing, pages 1 through 89, incluaive , was 

7 recorded atenographically by me and reduced to 

typewriting . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

l FURTHER CERTIFY that the forego i ng 

transcript of the said hearing ia a true and correct 

transcript of the stenographic notes at the time and 

place epecified hereinbefore . 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a relative or 

14 employee or attorney or counsel of any of the partiea , 

15 nor a relative or employee of such attorney or counsel , 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

or financially interested directly or indirectly in 

this action . 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my 

hand and seal of off i ce at Pierre, South Dakota, th i s 

lat day of December , 1997 . 

Lor i J . Grode, RMR 
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TC97-l 17 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION RECEl',/£O 

OFTHESTATEOFSOUTHDAKOTA Sour:UN Jo /997 
Ur1t1r,E~~/(Or,4 PUs1 

INTHE MATTER OF mE REQUEST OF 
MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY FOR DESIGNATION AS AN 
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

OA.1t,11ss1o~c 

REQUEST JOR ETC 
DF.SIGNATION 
IM>CK£TTC9'7-

McCook Cooperative Telephone Company ("McCook") pursuant to 47 United Statel 

Code Section 214(e) and 47 Code ofFedml Rcgulllions Section 54.201 hereby tecks liom the 

Public Utilities Commission ('-Commission") designation II an .. eligible telecommw'licltiom 

carrier'" within the local exchange area that constitute its ta'Vicc area in South Dakota. In 

suppon of this request. McCook offers the following: 

I. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e) ii ii the Commiuion'• responsibility to deli_, local 

exchange carriers ( .. LEC1") u "eligible telecommunications curicra" ( .. ETC1'"). or in other 

words. to determine: which LEC1 have usumcd universal laVice obliplionl c:omiltem with the 

fedml law and should be deemed eligible to receive fedml univonal acrvic:e support. At led 

one eligible telcoommunications carrier is IO be delipllled by 1be Commiuion for each avic::e 

area in tbc Stae. However, in the case of areas KrVed by ""rural &dephooe complnia", dtc 

Commission may no< deailJl&le more than one LEC u ., ETC without finl findina that such 

additional desilJl&lion would be in the public interat. Under 47 CFR § 54.201 , beginniq 

January I. 1998, only telecommunications carriers that have received desipation from the 

Commission to serve u an eligible telecommunication, carrier within their terVice area will be 

eligible to receive federal universal service support. 

2. McCook i, the facilitiel-bued local exchange cmrier p<aently providina local 

exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges in South Du.ota: 

C..Ova 60S-S23 

Center 

Spencer 

Win&ed 

605-247 

605-246 

60-S 



McCook to its knowledge is the only carrier today providing local exchange 

telecommunicalions services in the above identified exchange area. 

3. McCook in accord with 47 CFR § S4.IOI offen the following local exchange 

1elccommunica1ions services to all conswnen lhroughout its service area: 

Voice grade access to lhc public swilChcd netWork; 

Local ochange sen-ice including 1a. amount of local 11111e free of per minute 

clwKcs under a Oat rated local service package and as part of a IMMUf1>d 

local service offering; 

Dual tone muhi-froquency signaling; 

Access to emergency ,ervica ouch u 911 or enhanced 911 public acmce; 
Access to opentor services; 

Acceu to interexchlnae service; 

Accaa to directory lllld1ance; and 

Toll blocking lUVice to qualifiod low-income comumcn. 

Aa notod above, McCoolt doa pn,ride toll limitlllion llllrVic:e in the form of1oll blocking 

to qualifying COIIIUl1ICR, bowever, the addi~ooal toll limilation llllrVic:e of "toll conln>l" • 

defined in the,_ FCC univenal ,ervice rulel (47 CFR § S4.400(3)) ii DOI provided. McCoot 

is not aware lhat any local exchange carrier in South Dakota bu a cunent capability to provide 

such ICMce. The FCC gave no indication prior to the releale of ill uni venal terVice order (FCC 

97-IS7) that toll control would be in_..i • an ETC ,ervice requiffmml and, to our 

information and belief, u I rcsult. LEC1 nationwide arc not positioned to make the service 

immediately available. In order fO< McCool< to pn,ride the service. addi- uup trackinc 
and storage capabilities will have to be inltallcd in ill local switching cquipmcnL At minimum. 

the ,ervice ff>quira a l!Witching aoftware upgrade and at lhil lime McCoot ii invellipling and 

allempling to dderminc whdher the neceuary aoftwaR baa 1-1 developod and when it mi&bt 
become available. 



According. McCook is faced with exceptional circumstances conccming its ability to 

make the toll control service available u set (orth in the FCC's universal service rules and must 

request a waiver from the requirement to pro\.idc such service. Al this time. a waiver for a 

period or one year is reqacstcd. Prior to the end o(the one year period, McCook will report back 

to the Commission v.ith specific in(ormation indicating when the ncccssa,y network upgrades 

can be made and the service can be made available to uailt low income CUIIOfflCrl. The 

Commission may properly grant a waiver &om the "'toll control" requirancnt punuant to -47 

CFR 54. IOl(c). 

4. McCook hu previously and will continue to advertise the 1vlilability of its local 

exchange services in media of general diJtribution throughout the exchange aras served. Prior 

lo Ibis fil ing. McCook has nol generally advertised lhe prices charged for all or lhe above

identified services. II will do 10 going fcxward in accord wilh •Y ,pecific ldvertitin&
lhll lhe Commi11ion may develop. 

5. Based on lhc foregoing. McCook ~lly ffl)_, lhll lhc Commiaion: 

(a) grm11 a 1cmponry waivcroflhe ffl)uirancnt u, provide "1011 con1ror semc:e; and 

(b) grm11 an ETC designation u, McCook covering all of lhe local cxchana< .,._ 

that constitutc its pracnt lel"Vice area lD the Sllle. 

Dalcdlhi12.a{dayofJw,c, 1997 
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McCook Cooperative Telephone Company 
LANNY JOHNSON, -

330 S. - P.O. lol l30 -• S.O. 117088 
Ttloplow (11115) 425-2238 FAX: (9011) 425-2712 

October 13, 1997 

' Hr. Caaron Hoseck 
SUH Attorney 

RECEIVED 

Public Ut1Ut1H C:O-h1ion 
State Capitol Building 
SOO East Capitol Avenue 
Pierre, SD 57501-5070 

OC T I~ 1997 
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

U : Eligible Telec~otcattona Carrier application, TC97•117 
McCook Cooperative Telephone Coapany 

Dear Kr , &1eck: 

Liated below ia the additional tnforaatton requeated for our 
ETC Docket TC97-117: 

1, McCook Cooperative Telephone eo.pany provido■ aingle-puty 
service to all tta aubacrtbera. 

2, McCook Cooperative Telephone Collflany ta not currently off•rin& 
Lifeline and Link Up aervicH within ita uchangaa, but vill u 
required by the FCC rulea, 47 C,F,l , 54 , 400 - 54.417, Mk• the 
eatablhhed dhcount progr ... available to ita qual:lfytn1 lov-
tncoae cuatoaera begt.nning January 1, 1998. It ta our undar■taodtn,: 
that vhtla provtdtna the LUaUne and Lick Up HrvicH 1e • nqutre
•nt t~aed on ETC• pur■uant to 47 c.r.1. S4.40S and S4.411, it ta 
not actually a precondition vhtch -t be Mt before rrc atatue can 
properly be granted by the ec-tutoo. 47 c.r.a. 54.101 which Uau 
the service obligationa that -t be Mt before a carder can recdva 
federal uotvenal aervtce aupport doea not apec:1.ftcally reference 
Lifeline and Link Up aervtcea, 

3. l, Ronald Sandine, betna ftrat duly sworn, atate that I aa the 
Pnatdent fo r the reaponding party, that l have re.ad the initial 
ETC application and the fore1otn1, and the .- are true to -, own 
bHt knowledge, tnforaation and belief. 

,,f~~ 



STATE OF SOUTH DA¥1:/tA 
COUlffY OF Hc:ax>K 

On the 13th day of October. 1997. before 11e Li.nda Bjerke, a notary 
public, penonally appeared Ronald Sandin~, krw:,wn co ae co be the 
President of McCook Cooperative Telephone Coapany. 

PleHe contact our office if in need of any further infonution. 

OOHPANY 

LJJ/lb 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILmES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FLING BY IICCOOK 
COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR 
DESIGNATlON AS AN EUGl8LE 
TELECOIIMUNIC~ TIONS CARRIER 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 
ORDER AND NOTICE OF 

ENTRY OF ORDER 
Tel7-117 

On Juno 30, 1997, !ho Pul>lic Utilitios Commisllon (Commisllon) ,__, a - for 
deliiJ\Olion as., "'9ble talecomtnur>catis canior (ETC) from McCool< Coopolative T..
Company (- Tolophone). - r..- ,_....s dallgflOlion as an at;g;t,te 
telecommunicatis carrier within the local uc:nange .,._ ttlal constitula its NMOI ..... 

The CcnYnislion elec:tronk:ally transmitted ... ice ol lho f,t;ng and !ho - -
to inlermed dldMduats and entities. No person"'~ filod to..-. By on1a< -
Noven'lblt"7, 1997, the Commialion Ntthe hNring for this l'l'llftlrfor 1:30p.m. on November 19, 
1997, in Room 412, S1a1o Captol, Pion9, South Oalloea. 

The hearing - hold as - · Al !ho hoaring, !ho Commisllon g,antad -
Tllllphonrt ■ ont)'Nf'WIMrdthe raquirwnn lo pn:Mdlttalcontra NNice wiltlin ill NMCe .,__ 
Alils~11,11197, .-,g, lhoCcnYnislion~ETC~toMceool<T..
and designated its study.,.. n its NMCI eru. 

-onlho_ol_ lho Commisllon onlanlho~ f'-.gsol F°'"and 
Conclusions of Law. 

-~FIICT 

On June 30. 1997, !ho Commisllon ,__, a - for~ as an ETC from 
-r....--. -r....--~~•anETC_lho_-. ----lb--. -T..--tlle~-.■: Canova 
(523): c.nte, (247); Spo,-(248); and Winhd (485). - 1, 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. S 214(•X2), !ho Commisllon la --to~ a__, 
camorthat.-lhoroquitomontsol_,214(oX1)asanETClora--....
by !ho Commisllon. 

Ill 

l'lnla0to47 U.S.C. 5 214(oX1), •common-that Is~ uan ETC la at;g;t,te to,._.~ NfYiceMappo,t and 1h11, ttw,;,ughoue. Its NMCI.,., offerthll HMCfl 1h11.,. 
..._,ad by- - - IIUp90f1 mochanisml - using ill own,_ 0< a 
combination of its own facilitiel and ,.... ot another came(s NMC:fl. Thi earner mut1 allo 
advertiM the avaiilibility of IUCh NfVice1 and the rates for the MMCfl uling media of general - · 



IV 

Tho Foderal Communications Commiulon (FCC) ha dnlgnoted tho ,-,g - « -•-~by-----: (l)voicegrodo ac:mulothopulllio--(2) local_, (3) dualtone~lignaling «b 
func:tional equal; (4) linglo pony - « b func:tional oquivllont; (5) - lo -
..-; (6) _. to - - ; (7) - to --- ; (8) occna to 
dlredOfY Hliltance; - (9) IOI - for qualifying - - - 47 C.F.R. f 
54.101(0). 

V 

Mpollofb~IOI on ETC, on ETC ii --■cl lo---'---Linll 
Up - to qualifying - _,,,__ 47 C.F.R. f 54.4011; 47 C.F.R. t 54.411. 

VI 

McCook Tolophono - voice grodo ■ccn1 k> tho pulllio - - lo II 
COlllUITIOBllwoughoutill--. ExNbill . 

VII 
McCookT....,._ ______ IClingon..-otlocal--

ofpor-dlorgelk>ll_._...,.b ___ Ill, 

VIII 

Mc:Cook Tolophone-dual tonemulti-~lignaling toll_,,,__...,. 
111--- 111-

IX 

McCookT.,,.....-.lingloporty-lOll_._...,.b __ _ 

E>chibit2. 

X 

McCook Toiophone - ■ccn1 to --- k> ol _. llwoughout b 

--- ExNbill . 
XI 

McCook T.,,.....-.ac:mulo---loolOOIIIUIIW911woughout 111-
- - lll-

XII 

McCookT■-i>t--.ac:muto---to ■1_._...,.b ---Ill-



XIII 

McCook Tolephono off9ts ocxeu to dnc:toty nsistance to al consumon 1"roughout ils 
NMCe .... )sl. 

XIV 

Oneel .. _,.._ tobo proyiclocl by_, ETC to~- c:onoumon 
is toll Nmiultion. 47 C.F.R. f 54. 101(■)(9) . Toi limitation - ol - tol ~ ■nd tol 
c:ornl. 47C.F.R. f 54.400(d). Toi- II■----totp■cily ■-
.,_ollol-1,■1--,bo _p■r_orp■r blling eyd■ . 47C.F.R.f54.400(c). Toi 
~ll■-th■llots-■leclnolto-tll■ compl■lonolOUlgclir,glolc:■11. 47 
C-F.R. f 54.400(b). 

xv 
-T..,,i-ollorslol~toal<OIISUfflOBtnroughoolils ___ Elhillil 

1. 

XVI 

-T..,,i--notCUITWllly_tol_. 111- lnonl■rlorllcCookT...,._ 

10..-101-. --trac:ldng ■nd-....-■ .. - .. bo-ln 
ilslocal-..~ -T..,,i- 1■-...10--111■-■-y 
-h■l-do..iop■d ■nd-kmlghl-.-. Ill. 

XVII 

Mc:CookT...,._ __ Mi■ --.,.,■pllcnl-cancemlngils ~to,,_lol ___ ■nd ______ ...,, ... ___ 

10..---. Ill. Priortolll■■ndollll■ on■ -p■liod, llcCookT...,.__.,_. 
bod<tolll■ Commi■oion_lpoc:illc_~_.,. ____ bo 

m■d■ In onl■rto proytdo lol - - 111. 

XVIII 

__ to .. olllg■lloo,to- .. ■-,ol-~by .. _ 
univerul _.._, __ lll■ dwg■olor--u■ing-ol_.. 
--T..,,i--1,■11_,___,olils ___ _ 

1n.-o1go,-a-1"roughoutils---. - , llcCookT...,._ ,_not 
_..,_lll■ prionlor ___ !;i. llcCookT...,._ -ils-to 

comp1y-..,~--PoC1bylll■ Commi■oion. 111. 

XIX 

McCook T■i■phon■ - nol cunw,tly - ~ ■nd Link Up - - In ils 
---- Eldlibil2. -T..,,i-,oil-lll■~■nd LlnkUp--lnal 
ol ils - - boglnnlng Janu■ry 1, 18111, In - - 47 C.F.R. ff 54.400 to 54.417, 
--• ..s..,Commi■oion._..,~ Elhillil2. 

xx 

Th■ Colmmiontinda1,■1 _T....,....~..------ to proytdo 
lll■ ~-ot-1"roughoutb--: (1)YOlca--.tolll■ 



P"blk:IWitchod...-: (2) local_, (3)-tone rnulti-,...._llignaling; (4)~ 
- ; (5) acx:oss lo - -.; (9) acx:oss lo - -.; (7) acx:oss lo 
ln-.:tiango - ; (9) acx:oss lo dncto<y n-; end (9) IOI bloddng for qualilying low
income COMUfflltfS. 

XX! 

Tho CcmmiPion !Inds lhll- lO 47 C.F.R f 54.101(0) ~ will grant McCook Tllopllone 
•-ofhn,qunnWOIO_.IOI...--.I.Wltil0.-.-31, 1999. ThoCommlulon 
ftnds 1h11 •XClfllionll- sn-,t McCook Tllopllone l!om pn>vidinglOl-111h11 limldullohdifficultyin-.,eh _____ loprovldoh-. 

XX!! 

The Commluion finds 1h11 McCook Tllopllone - to provldo ~ end Link Up 
programsl0"'811Yin9 _....._.,.. its-----end-rulN 
lndordffl. 

XXIII 

ThoCcmmissionllndslhll Mc:CookTlllpllono--h ~of h-~ byh _____ end __ c:lllrgll _ _,__ 

b __ using,,_of_.._.,,.._, _ _ ThoCommlulonflds-

lhllilh-lorfffto/h-~by-------dllngos, _____ .,._using_of---. 

XXlV 

"'-1047U.6.C. f214(1K5), hC:O,-.cloolgnasMcCookTllopllone'1.....,. 
1tuct, ... nitsMMCI.,... 

CONCI 1-0FLAW 

ThoCommi11ionha~OY1tlhil---lOSOCl~ 1-211, .31, 
end 47 u.s.c. f 214. 

l'umllnl lo 47 U.6 .C. f 214(oK2), h Commlulon is l9qUirld lo ....... I conwnon 
-lhll-h~of-214(1K1)11111ETC!or1 __ .....,_ by .. Commlulon. 

Ill 

"'-1047 U.6.C. l214(1K1),1--lhll ;......,-11111 ETC isliigillll IO-------..-b--.----11111 .. ~ by------•llngb...,,_or, 
--ofits--end-of--•-· Tho--
ldvortiN the ~of suc:11 -end h ratot lorh -•using-of-
di-. 



IV 

The FCC hos designltld the following MMCtl or functionoitiH H lhoM suP90<11d by 
federal uniYerlal service support mechanilffll: (1) voice grade KCIII to the pubk twitched 
networt<; (2) local usage; (3) duol tone multi-'- signaling or its functional oquol; (4) single 
party NfVice or its functional equivalent: (5) ac:cus to emergency MMCl1; (8) access to operator 
services; (7) access to interexchange service; (8) KCHS to dndory nlistance: ■nd (9) toll 
limita Uon for qualifyi,,g low-inc:omo oonsume,s. 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a). 

V 

As part of its obligations ■s an ETC, an ETC ls NqUit9d to make ava61abte ~ine and Link 
Up HMCel to qualifying low-inc:cme oonlUITIOfl. 47 C.F.R. § 54.405; 47 C.F.R. 5 54.411. 

VI 

Mc:Cool< Telephone hos met the req-,. of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(0) with the ucaption 
of the ~to ollertol oonlrol. Pl.nuont to 47 C.F.R. S 54.101(0), the Commission - 1llal 
Mc:Cooll Telophono hosdemonslralld a,ccaptional-1holjullifygranting It •-of 
therequnmantlooffarloll oontroluntil ~31, 11198. 

VII 

McCool< Tolaphona lllall provide Lifelina and Unk Up pn,grams to qualifying ..,._ 
thn>ughout its MtVict .,.. oonlistent wtth .-and-.., Nin and - -

VIII 

Mc:Cool< Telephone lhoM -• the ••-ily of the MtVicto IUP90<1ad by the-., 
--•UP90<1mechanismandthec:halgas-ulingmodiaof_._ onooaach-. Kthe_for..,olthe-~bythe ___ _ 

-lfflCNlngff, theMWra10_ba_ulingmodiaof_.._, 

IX 

Pur..-1047 U.S.C. §214(oX5), theCcnmllion......,_1 Mc:Cool< Tolephone'1 curnnl 
study .,.. a its service are■ . 

X 

The Comniuion designates McCook Telephone ■1 an eligible ~• carrier 
for its HrVice ...... 

II is thefefo,e 

OROEREO, lhal Mc:Cool< Telephone's°"'""" ll1vdy.,.. ;, designated u its MtVict .,.., 
and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, lhalMc:Cooll Telophono lhal bas,nad •-of the requilwnant 
to offer toll controt MMCel until December 31 , 1998; and It is 

FURTHER ORDERED, lhal Mc:Cooll Telophono lhall follow the -ling requnmanll N 
listed above; and it is 



FURTHER ORDERED, that - Tolopl,ono is ~ .. In ollgible 
~ carrier for its HfVice .... 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

Pl.EASE TAKE NOTICE-this Ordor-duly- on tho ..L:lP:ar d ~ . 
19117. Pu,._l to SOCL 1-26-32, this Onlorwill tal<e lflwd 10 dllyl -tho- d rwc:oipt C< 
-to-doiw,ydtho-bytho pa,tiH. 

Doted at Pilffe, South Dolloul, this ..cf!!:: a, d ~ - 19117. 



McCook Cooperative Telephone Company 
LANNY JOHNSON, MANAGER 

' 
330 S. - P.O. Box 830 s.m, S.D. 570III 

Telopllono (eo!S) 425·2238 FAX: (605) 425-2712 

December 22. 1997 

Bill Bullard 
Soulh Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
State Capitol Building 
SOO East Capitol 
Pcm,. SD S7SOI 

Dear Mr. Bullard. 

RECEIVED 

DEC 2 3 1997 
50\ITH DAKOTA PUIUC 
UTILmES COMMISSION 

I am enclosing lhc: Lifeline and Link-Up Plan for McCook Cooperative Telepl,one 
Company. Alsoanachcd is "Exhibi1 A" (PUC Order issued in Docket TC97-1S0) 
and Tlriff Pll<S reprdina Lifeline and Link-Up. 

If you have any questions. plcasc feel fm: to contact us. 

Sincerely. 



RECEIVED 

DEC • .'.37 
LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN so.u.-•< '>MU I A PUBLIC 

OF MCCOOK COOPERA T/VE TELEPHONE COMP"""l!. I, IES coMMISSlQII 

The McCook Cct0pcrutfrr Ttltphone Comf'(ln)' submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR § 
S4.401(d). McCook Coopcrulfrt TtlephoM Company has been designated as an eligible 
tclcc:ommunicotions carrier by lhc South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (-SDPUCj and, as 
such. must make lifeline and Link Up service a\·ailablc to qualifying low-income consumen as 
si:t forth in the Commission's Final Order und Decision: Notict of Entry of Decision dated 
November 18. 1997. issued in Docket TC97-1S0 (In the Mallet of the Jpvgtjgation into the 
Lifeline AQd Link Uo Programs}. which is attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the criteria 
es1ablishcd unde,47 CFR §§ 54.40010 54.417. inclush~. 

A. Cmtnl 

I. The Lifeline and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by 
pro\; ding for reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for local 
telephone scr"icc. The assistance applies to a sin~lc telephone line at a qualified 
consumer's principaJ pl~ of residence. 

2. A qualified low-income consumer is a telephone subscriber who participates in al least 
one of the following public assistance programs: 

a. Medicaid 
b. Food Siamps 
c:. Supplemental Securily Income (SSI) 
d. Federal Public Housing Assislance 
e. Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Propm (LHEAP) 

) . A qualified low-income consumer is eligible to receive either or both Lifeline md 
Link Up assisww:e. 

4. McCook C~ra1fre Ttltpl,one Cumpany will advertise the availability of Lifeline 
and Link Up services and the characs therefore using media of general discribution and in 
acc:onl wilh any rules Iha! may be developed by lhc: SDPUC for applic:alion IO eliaible 
telecommunications canicrs. 

S. In addition, McCook Cooptrolfre Ttltphont Company, as required by the Final Ordlr 
and lkcisfrHJ: Nu,ict o/En1ryo/Dtcision of the SDPUC (Exhibit A). will inditlte in it~, 
annual report 10 the SDPUC the nwnber of subscribers within it's service area receivins 
Lifeline and/or Link Up assisaancc. In addition, lhis infonnation will be provided lO the 
UnivcrsaJ Service Administrative Company ( .. USAC .. ). 

6. Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up 
assistance cannot cum:ntly be provided by McCook Coo~raJh-r TtltphoM Company 



because it has no accns to the govi..-mmcnt information ncccJSII)' to dctmninc how many 
of its 1elephonc subscribers arc participating in the above rcfcrcnc:cd public assistance 
programs. Withou1 this infonnation. McCook CooJWra1frr Trl~phork! Company cannot 
provide. at this time. even a reasonable estimate of the nwnber of ilS subscriber, who, 
after Jamwy I. 1998. will be m:ching Lifeline and/or Link Up scnice. Information as 
to the number of ilS low-income subscribers qualifyina for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be 
provided after applications for Lifeline and Link Up usistanc:c have been rcuived by 
McCook CotJJWra11,~ Trl~phunt Co,npony. 

7. In xcord "'i lh the SOPUC's Final Ortkr and Dtdsion: NOliu of Entry of Dtcision, 
McCook Coo~ralh't Ttl~phont Company will make application fonns available to all 
of its cxisting rcsidmtial customers. to all new cuuomm: "'-hen they apply for residential 
local 1clcphonc scn·icc. and to other persons or entities upon their request. 

e. ur.u.. 

I . Lifeline service means a retail local service offerina for which qualiftcd low~incomc 
conswnen pay r«luccd charges. 

2. Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switched ~"Ork. loQI 
usage. dual tone mulli,frcqumcy signaling or its fimctionaJ equivalent. sinale-party 
service or its funccional equivalent. access to emergency savices. access 10 open&or 
services. access to intrrcxchange service, access to direct°')' usisaance.. and IC.Ill 
limitation. 

3. Qualified low-income subscribers arc required to submi1 an application fonn in order 
to m:eive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assiscance. the sublcriber mma ccnify 
Wldcr penally of perjury 1h11 they 1tt cumntly paticipoting in II lasl one of die 
qualifying public assistance programs listed in Section A.2, above. In addition, the 
subscriber mUSI agree IO notify /.lcCoo/c Coop,rathT T,l,pl,on, C""""""' wbcn they 
cease: paniciplling in lh< qualifying public auiSlance _,am(s). 

4. The 1otal monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified consumers is SS.2S. AkCoo! 
Coo,wra1frr T~lrpl,t,M Compnny shall prmidc the credit to qualified consumers by 
applying lh< fcdenl bos,linc: support arnounl of $3.50 IO waive lh< consum,r·s fcdenl 
End-User Common Line cba'l!e and applying lh< additional autbori2ed fcdenl support 
amoun1 ofSl.75 as a credit to the consumer's inlrUWe local service ralc. The federal 
bos,line suppon amounl and additional suppon available, IOtaling SS.25, shall r<duce 
McCook CooperDlh-r T~lrpl,o,w Company 's lowest Ul:riffed (or othcrwitc aenm,lly 
available) residential ralc for lhc services liSlcd abo\'e in Section 8 .3. Per the IUlched 
SDPUC Fino/ O,d,r 0NJ O.cislon: NOiie, of Entry of Ottis/on, lh< SDPUC has 
aulhoriz.cd inlrUWc rate mluctions for eligible telecommunications carriers makina the 
addi1iorw fcdcral suppon amounl of $1.75 available. The SDPUC did not <Slablisb a 



state Lifeline program to fund any fun.her rate ~uctions. (Exhibit A. Findings of Fact 
VII and VIII: and Conclusions of Low II and Ill). 

S. McCook Cooptra/il·e Tt!lt!plronf! Company will not disconnect subscribcn from their 
Lifeline service for non•payment ofloll charges unless the SOPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR § 
S4.401(b)(I), has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect requirement. 

6. Except to the extent lhat McCook Cooptralil'f! Tt!lt!phoM Company has obtained• 
waiver from the SDPUC pursuant 10 47 CFR § 54.I0l(c), the company shall offer toll 
limitation to a!I qualifying low-income consumers whm they subscribe to Lifeline 
service. If the subscriber eleclS to recch-c toll limitation. that service shalt become part of 
that subscriber's Lifeline service. 

C. U■kUp 

1. M,<."ook Cooptrali~'f! Ttlf!phorw Company will not collect a service deposit in 
order to initiate Lifeline service if the qualifying low.income consumer 
voluntarily elects toll blocking on their telephone line. However. one month's 
local service charges niay be requi~ as an advance payment. 

I. Link Up means: 

(a) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecommunications 
service for a single telecommunications connection at a consumer's principal 
place ofr<Sidcncc. The: reductions shall be 50 percent of the CUSlomlry chlra< or 
S30.00, whichever is less; and 

(b) A deferred schedule for pa)'lll<III of the <Milles mesxd for commeacin& 
service. for which the consumer does not pay inlereSL The intaest char&a DOI 
assessed to the consumer shall be for connection cbuJes of up to $200.001h11 .., 
deferred to a period not to exceed one year. 

2. Charges useslCd for commmcing service include any chlracs 1h11 are cUSlomlrily 
assessed for connecting subscribers to the network. These charges do not include any 
pennissiblc security deposit requirements. 

3. The Link Up prognm shall allow a consumer to m:civc the benefit of the Link Up 
program for a second or subsequent time only for a principal place of residence with an 
address differmt from the r<Sidcncc address at which the Link Up assistance was 
provided previously. 



McCook Coo~ratlvt Ttltpltone Company 
POBox630 
Salem. SD 57051 
605-425-2231 

Position / 
J 



EXHIBIT "A" 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION 
INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP 
PROGRAMS 

FINAL ORDER AND 
DECISION; NOTICE OF 
ENTRY OF DECISION 

TC97-1IO 

Af its Al4J$I 18, 1997, regular1y- .-;ng, the P\blic Utilities Commiuion 
(Commission) voted to open • - c:onca-ning the F- Comnu1ications 
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Order on Uniw,sal Setvice regarding the Lifeline and 
Link Up prograns. In its Report and Order, the FCC ____ it.lll0Uld provide l'or 

additional-.,ISl4)l)OrtinthearncuotolS1.75, abovetheamtn1$3.50""'91. -• 
in Older for a state's Lifeline ccnsuners to receive the additional $1. 75 in - -1, 
the state 00l'IYnission must approve Iha! reduction in the portion of the -e rate paid 
by the end user. 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(8). Additional federal support may also be received 
in an amount equal to one-haW of any-' ~ed from the -jurisdiction. 
up to a maximum of S7.00 in 1-.i support. 47 C.F.R § 54.403(a). A state oommillion 
must file or require the carrier to file infomlation with the administrator ol the -.1 
univwNI service fund demonstrating that the carriers Lifeline plan ..-s the aiteria HI 
foc1h in 47 C.F.R. § 54.401 . 

By order dated August 28, 1997, the Commission allowed interested persons and 
entities to submit written .,.,,,.,_ concerning how the Corrrnission should implement the 
FCC's rules on the LWeline and Link Up programs. In their written c:oimwa, int
persons and entities commented on the following questions: 

1. Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions to allow 
~ eligible for LWeline support to receive the additional S1 . 75 in -.i support? 

2. Whether the Co<TVnisslon should sat up a state Lifeline Program to fuid further 
reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user? 

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

4. Shall the Commission file or require the C81Tir1D1ile information with the 
edminillrator ol the -.1 "1iversal service fund demonllrating that the carriers Lifeline 
plan meets the aitaria sat foc1h in 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d)? 

By order dated October 16, 1997, the Commission sat public hearings lo receive 
public comment on the questions listed -ve. The hearings were held at the following 
times and places: 

Bafll2..CJD'.: Monday, October 27, 1997, 1 :00 p.m., Canyon Lake Senior Citizens 
Center, 2900 Canyon Lake Drive, Rapid City, SD 



flfBBE: 

s1oux FALLS: 

Tuesday, October28, 1997, 1:30 p.m., State C8pltol Building, Room 
412, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Piemo, SO 

Wednesday, October 29, 1997, 9:00 a.m., Center for Active 
Generations, 2300 West 46th, Sioux Falls, SD 

At its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commissio., ruled as follows: On the first 
issue, the Commission authorized intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible ccnoumera 
to receive the additional $1. 75 in -.a1 support. With respect ID the - iuue, the 
CorMiission decided to not set up a - Lifeline program ID fund f1.111.-reducliona at this 
time. On the third Issue, the Commission eliminated llle .exilting TAP __,, that 
requires U S WEST and carriers that have purchased'U'll'WEST ua,ar,geo to fund ■ 
$3.50 reduction al loca! rates to low income rustorn.s age 60 ■nd ovw. The Commission 
u1her ruled that the South Dakota Link Up progam follow the FCC rules. In ■ddllion, the 
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the canierl, develop a -.i form 
for self-certification; that these forms be sent to all of their customers prior to J-.y 1, 
1998, and thereafter, to all r.wcustomers; and that the c■lriers m■k■ theforml ■vai
to any person or entity upon request On the fourth issue, the Commialon ruled that the 
carrier be n,quired to file with the FCC the informatic., do,10 iiili ■ti ijj IN! the c■rrief'1 plan 
meets the applicable FCC criteria and that the carrier s«1CI ■n - copy to the 
Commission. Further, that the carriers include in their annual report to the Commluion 
the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support. 

Based on the written comments and evidence ■nd testimony - at the 
hearings, the Con-mission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conctusions of Law. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The current state Lifeline program is referred to as the Telephone Assiltance Plan 
(TAP). The o.rrent- Link Up program is reftlff9d to as the Link Up Anwlca program. 
The Commission implemented these programs in the U S WEST ua,ar,geo pwsu■nt to 
tts Decision and Order dated Februaty 17, 1988, issued In Doduil F-3703, Jo..lbl.MIIII[ 
of tho lovntigatign fnlp lmDflmootaticrl of I ItlmttPot Assilllose PIIO fq South PWSASI 
~ - Exhibit 1 at page 1. Subsequent t>uy,n et U S WEST ■xchanges _. 
required to also offer the TAP and Link Up America programs. 111. ■t _.1.2. 

The amount dTAP assistance is S7.00, $3.50 d...,ich is -.11y funded, with the 
remaining $3.50 funded by Iha local telecommunications carrier. Ill. ■t page 3. Although 
U S WEST was originally allowed to charge a surcharge to fund Iha program, U S WEST 
subsequently gave up that right in Docket F-3647~- in the Mattoc pf Ibo pubJjc lJWities 
Commission Investigation into tbo Effeds of the 1986 Jax Rofgrm Ad on South PakPI@ 
111il!lln. Exhibit 5. In order to recaive the TAP assistance, a ~d Iha household 



must be 60 years ol age o, older and participate in either the food stamp or the low-income 
-in, assi_,.,. program. Exhibit 1 at page 2. 

111 

The Link Up Amo,ica program ptOVides assislance in an amount equal to one~W 
of the qualifying subsaibe(s telephone service connection charges up to a maximum ol 
S30.00. Jll. at page 3. In order to raceive Link Up assistance, • customer must be 
receiving either food stamps o, low-income -in, usistanct, must not~
local talopl1one service and must not have been provided telephone service at his o, her 
residence wtthin the previous tine months, and _ _ ,.... a.dapendenl for -.i 
Income tax purposes (dependency cmerla does not apply to those 60 _.. of - o, 
older). Jll. The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. Jll. 

IV 

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, lo lbl MfMllcg(fada@I-SfaloJgjq Board® lkJi'dCHI Sa[yjg, adopted May 7, 1997. 
Beginning January 1, 1998, the FCC found that the- baseline Lifeline support will 
be $3.50 per qualifying low-income consurnerwtth an additional S1 .75 in-.I support 
ff the state convnission app,oves a corresponding reduction in intraslate local rates. 47 
C.F.R § 54.403(a). Additional - Lifeline support in an amount equal to ~H the 
amount of any -e Lffeline support (not to exceed S7.00) ii also available. 111-

V 

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue to be a 
reduction in the telec:ofmu1icat camel's se<Vioe ccnnecllon charges equal to one haW 
of the carri81'1 customer connection charge o, $30.00, whichever is less. 47 C.F.R § 
54.413(b). 

vt 

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, ff there is no slata Lifatine o, Link Up program, • 
consumer is eligible for support ff the consumer participates in one of the following 
prograrns: Medicaid; food -..,S; Supplemental Sacu11y1ncome; - public houllng 
as-.:e; o, the Low-lnc:ome Home Energy Auistance Prot,am. 47 C.F.R §§ 54.409(b) 
and 54.415(b). tn addition, ff there Is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, • customer 
must certify inler penally ol pe,µy that the OJStorner ii .-ving -ts lr0m one of the 
programs Ii- above IW1d agees to notify the carrier ff the customer ceases to participate 
in such program o, programs. Jll. 

vtl 

The litst Issue is whether the Conwnission should approve intrastate rate reductions 
to allow consumers eligible for Lffeline support to receive the additional S1 .75 in federal 



ouppcrt. The Commission finds that It shall au1harize intrastate rate reductions for eligible 
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service lo allow eligible 
oonsumens to receive Iha additional S1.75 in federal support. Thus, the total amount of 
-.i support is $5.25 per eligible customer. 

VIII 

The second issue is whether the Cornnission should set up a state Lifeline program 
to fund further redudions in the intnlstata rate paid by the end user. The Commission 
finds ii will not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions II this time. 

IX 

The third issue is whether to modify or eliminata the existing Lifeline program or 
Uri< Up pragran. With respect to the mcisting Lifeline program, the Commiuion finda lhat 
I shall eliminate the mcisting TAP pragran that n,quires U S WEST and carritn lhll hllve 
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3.50 reduction of local rates to low income 
aJSl0nWs age 60 Ind over. The Commission further findl Iha! the South Dakota Lifeline 
and Link Up programs shall follow the FCC rules. JiB 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.«lO to 54.417. 
The err.ct of following the FCC rules and not instJluting furlher state funded raducllcna la 
that the FCC eligibility n,quirements and setf-certifieatlon requirements will apply to the 
Soulh Dakota Lifeline Ind Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission orders Iha! the 
Commission staff, in oonsultation with the carritn, develop a standard form for self. 
certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer prior to January 1, 
1998. The carrMn shall also send a form to each of their new customers. Finally, the 
carriers shall make the forms available lo any person or entity upon request. 

X 

The ftu1h issue is whether the Commillion should file, or in the altamative, require 
the cerrierto file infamalion with the fund admi-. JiB 47 C.F.R. § 54.~1(d). The 
Commission finds the carriers shall ba requitad lo file lhal information -ng that 
the carrier's pla, ,,_. the applicable FCC ru,,s Ind that the cerrier send an infonnational 
copy lo the Commission. The cerriers shall also ba required to include in their annual 
report to the Commission the number of subscribara who racer1e Lifeline Ind Link Up 
~ 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commission has jl.risdiction over this matter pursuant lo SDCL Chapter 49-31, 
_,;tic:ally49-31-1 .1, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7.1, 49-31-11, 49-31-12.1, 49-31-12.2 and 
12.4, and 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.«lO to 54.417. 



Pursuant 10 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a), the Convnission authorizeS intrastate rate 
reduc:1lons for eligible telecommunications ~ies p<avidlng local exchange HfVice 
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additions! $1 .75 in federal support. 

Ill 

The Commission dedines to instiMe ■ state Lifeline program to fund fur1her 
reductions al this time. The -ng South Dakota Lifeline ■nd Link Up progr■ms lh■ll be 
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§,i.UOO to 54.417, indulive, on 
Jar<ay 1, 1998. The Convnluion staff, in consutt■tion with the c:■rriers , _, dewlap ■ 
--form fer self-<lll1ific■Uon. The Cllriers lh■II s■nd thNe fomls to ■ach ...
prior to January 1, 1998. The carriers llhall ■iso s■nd ■ focm to ■ach of their new 
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms avail- to 1tfY person or ■ntity 
upon request. 

rv 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d), the ConvniUion finds the carriers sh■II be 
l9qUirad 10 file that information demonstr■ting that the carrie(1 plan - the applicable 
FCC Niel ■nd that the carrier send a,~ oopy to the Commiuion. The c:■rriers 
shall ■lso be required to include in their annual report to the Convniulon the number of 
subscribers who receive LWeline ■nd Link Up support. 

It is therefore 

ORDERED, that the CommiUion authorizes intrastat■ rate redudlono fer eligible 
telecommunications companies providing local lllldWlge - to allow el lgibl■ 
consumers to receive the additional $1.75 In 1-...1 suppol1; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission will not set up a state LWetlne program 
to fund funher redudlons at lhis time; ■nd it i1 

FURTHER ORDERED, lhat the CommiUion lh■ll eliminate the ■xi.Ung T/li' 
~ that the South Dakota LWeline and Unk Up~ follow the FCC rules; that 
the Commission staff, in consultation wilh the carriero, develop ■ ltandard focm fer self. 
certification; that the carriers shall send these fomls lo all of their custonwo prior to 
Jar<ay 1, 1998; that lhe carriers shall also send • focm to ■ach al their new CUIIOmWI; 
■nd that the carriers make the forms available to any person or entity upon -~ ■nd 
it is 



FURTHER OROEREO, 1h11 Iha cani« ohall file wffh Iha FCC Iha lnlormalion 
dooo 1111 ■lh ,g that Iha c■nler'a plan .-111e applicable FCC rules and lhll lhe cani« 
-,cl an informalional a,py to Iha Commiulon. The c:amara lhatl alto include in thoir 
....... n,part 10 the Camissian Iha nunber of subsaibets who l1l0IN9 Lifetine and Link 
Up support. 

Deted at Pierre, South Dakota, ttlis~f#>/ olNovember, 1997. 

c:BfflCATI 0/1 IBMCI! 

,... ..................... .......................... ., ,...,"' ............. .., ....... ... ... _. ........... .-. ... ~ 
....... .,,,.,, ............ 9-1. 

.. ~c/r!dk 
- uju/fz 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION: 

~~ 'tJ/ • hlau. 

~ . 



McCOOK COOPEJIA11VE TELEPHONE COMPANY TELEPHONE Tillf'II PART VD 
-.,Y: -■C-tyT ....... C-■f Onpool-9 
-.,Y: BuN■ C-ft\oMcC..tT-
,__SDl'UC 

LOW INCOME ASSISTA.'ICE PROGRAM 

A. Ll1ELINE SERVICE 

I. Lt.feline snviee is a propu1 that usists qualified low-irlcofM applicants with reductions in their 
monthly local exchanac service rate. Lifeline service includes: voice ande a::cess to the pub1ic 
switched netWurk, local usage, dual-ionc multi-ln:qucncy signalinc er its functional equivalent. 
sinatc party 5CrVicc or iu functional equivalent, access to emtraenc)' servicea. accea to opcmor 
services. acceu to intcm:chanse service, acccu to directory auistmcc, and IOU limitatiorl 
(actp1 to the extent a waiva- from havinc to provide toll liailatia-lm been pmled by the 
South D.akoca Public Utilities Commission --SDPUCj. 

1be assistance provided throush the Lifeline propm applies to a sinslc tclq,honc line II the 
applicaot's principal place of residence. Qua1ificd 1pplicant1 ahall ba,·c their monthly local 
exchanac ,avic:e "" reduced by Sl.75, thusallowinatbc ft:dcral suppon ofSl.75, in addition to 
the SJ.SO of buc:linc federal support UKd to reduce the Lifcli11c cusiomcr's residential rate. The 
total monthly credit pro"i ded is S5.25. 

2. EUGIIIILITY REQUIREMENTS 

To be cli111llc for 1S1istancc, an applieant must s-,rticiplte in one oftbc foUowin,:: 

a. Medicaid (c,1. TitJc XIX/Medical, state supplemental assistance) 
b. Food Swnp, 
c. Suppkmenlal Security Income (SSQ 
d. Fcdcnl Public Housing Assistance 
c. Low-Income Home Enc:rl)' Auistance Prosram (I.HEAP) 

The Lifeline customer is rapomiblc for notifyina the Company if the CUIIOfflcr ccucs to 
perticipate: in any of the public assistance propun, lisced above. 

3, Al'PUCAT10N FOR ASSISTANCE 

In applyina fo, Lifeline service, tbc qualified...- must cenify under pmalty of perjury tbol 
they arc cum:ndy puticipatiq: in at lasl one of the above lislcd qualif'yina: public auimnce 
prosrams. An applicant lhall request telephone uaistancc ttnup. completion of a Conn 
pnwided by tbc ~y. 

ISSUED: __ _.PmW!u,,...""!!DolelUJil-._.,lffl,u_ __ EFFl:C."11VE: ___ .,.JMMa-•Dole.,_..J _.,,-..,, __ _ 

BY: ---~4 .. •,.(tnl,.N,..., .. , .,.J ..... ,_-._~ """" Tldo 
:W-. 5tdt Pekete !flH -



McCOOK coonRATIVE n:LEPBONJ: COMPANY TEU:PBONJ: TAIUff PART VD 
-,:e-c_T.,._c_, Orip,ol-10 
-,,e-Co-ftlaMcCool:T-
......... SDPIJC 

LOW INCOME ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

A. LD'ELINE SERVICE (CN..-i 

'- RATES 

~ 
1 . Lifeline Service Waivcroffcdtm End-UacrCommmLincCbarte SJ.50 

Adcliti..,.I Federal Support J.2i 
Tow SS.25 

b. Toll blockin1 shall be included willl lhis service otreriq without cbarp. No oavicc dcpooil 
is required if applicant voluntarily elects toll blockina with the initiation of Lifeline Service. 
However, one month'1 local service cMf'ICI may be required to be paid in advance. 

c. LEC will not disconnect Lifeline scnricc for non-paymmt of toll cbaraes. 

d. Any Lifeline partial payments will be applied fint to local savioe c:bqcs thm to toll 
chqa. 

15SUED, __ _.Pmwlw: .... -.!no,"'.""'!'"'-"'m..,_ __ 1:rn:CTIVE: ___ ..,11N1a_ ... _ ..... , ... 1m ..... __ _ 

BY: ___ .1,JM(pnl-lll!'N _ _.,..,,.. __ .__~ M,,,,,,. 
TIiie 



McCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE COMPANY TELJ:PBONJ: TAaJFI' PART YD 
-.y,e-cn..,,T...,_c__, Ollpaal-11 
-,., a-c--■llladou,ollblo Mce..tT-
,W-SDPUC 

LOW INCOME ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

L LINK 1/P ASSISTANCE 

I. The Link Up Proarun is a plan which assists quaJificd low-income applicants with reduced 
service connection cJwses. The auiscance apphes for a sinak ICiephone line at lbe applicarlt'a 
principal place of residence. A reduction of fifty pm:cnt of all lffllee conncction dmJa,. or 
S30.00, whichc-ver is less, will be provided to qualified applicants. 

2. The consumer shall rcccivc the benefit of the Link Up Propua.lar a tcCODd or IUbecquml time 
<Wy for a principal place of residence with an address different from the raidcDcc adcka:s at 
which Link Up assislancc was provided previously 

J. EUGIIIILITY REQI/IIIEMENTS 

To be cliJiblc for assistance, an applicant must puticiplle in one orthe followina: 

a. Medicaid (c.1, Title XDC/Mcdical, state supplemental assistance) 
b. Food Swnps 
, . Supplmlmlll Sc<:uriiy lnoom< (SSI) 
d. Fcdcnl Public Housfns ~ 
e. Low-lnoom< Homc: Ene'l)' Allis1oncePropun(LIIEAP) 

4. APPLICATION FOil ASSISTANCE 

An applicant shall ttqucst telephone connection wiscanec throu,h completion of a form 
--bydie~y. 

5. CHARGES AND DEFDIIIED PA'YMENJS 

a. All customary KTVicc connecrim cbaraa for imtaJlins buic rtsidential 1elephonc llmticc, 
"'"I" tceuriiy deposits, shall be rcduood by SO% or SJ-0.00, - is laL Tbe 
auistancc docs not atcnd to imidc wirina-

b. An applicant may defer payment of the ICl"Vicc connection c....... Payments may be 
ddamS up to 12 months for connection ctmsa up to $200.00. httaat will DOC be dmpd 
ondefamlpaymmts. 

ISSUED: __ .. r .... -.!!tllot1L1J!L .... 1ffi!zt. __ EFFECTIVE: ___ , .. u ...... '!-0... ........ ,,,. .... __ _ 

BY: ___ .1,IMMlfllnl■N!!._ .. 1 ... !dt .. ---~ 
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