
I 
[',-l•tlw\bu.-, _, 

CJ' 
CJ 
t-

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY 
RED RIVER TELECOM. INC. FOR 
OEStGNA TION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

l)OCKF.T '-0. 

Public Ulililics Commission of lhc Slate of Soulh Dakola 



l~iver 
Telecom 506 Broadway • P.O. Box 136 

Abercrombie. ND 58001 

NoYanbcr 3, I 997 

Mr. WIiliam Bullard, Jr., J!xecu1M, llirecl<Jr 
South Dakota Public Utililiel Commiaion 
SUleCapilollluildioa 
SOO Eut Capilol Avm.ie 
PiorTo, South Dakota S7SOl-5070 

Mr. Bullanl, 

RECEIVED 

NOV OS 1997 
SOUT~ DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

ThealllebodilaubmilledbyRedlli>aT<iocom,lnc-,Aheraombit.Nonbllokou,NM111 
UdpowoodEio:1-...-.inSoudi-,....,.dooipldooaJ!iaihle 
T...._micalionsr....-. lacblodil-orip,ol mltmCClpll. 

s.-.ty, 

d:,t.,l;iii.,.J-
Ardoo M. Donn 
GoncnlManager 

AMD/dt 
Enc. 

"For All Your r•,.communlcatlont HHdJ" 
Phone 701/553-a'lO'I • FAA 701/553-8396 

CfN/ 1-BOO<ll~-1879 



TC97-179 

TC17-1IO 

TC97-178 

Nflbcom, loc. pursuant to ◄7 U.5 .C. 21◄(e) and ◄7 C.F.R. 5◄ .201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible lelecommunications 
carrier within the local exchange area that constitutes its service area. Nebcom, Inc. Is the facilities-based local exchange 
carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunQlions servicn in the following exchange: (605) 587 North Bristow. 
Nebom, Inc .• to its knowledge, b the only carrier loday providing local exchange lelecommunications service in the above 
exchange area. (Staff_;_ HB/KC 

Red River Telecom, Inc. pursuant to H U.S.C. 21 ◄(e) and 47 C.F.R. 54.201 he1eby seeks de51gnabon as an eligible 
lelecommunlcations carrier within the local exchange area that constitutes its service area In South Dakota Red RJVer 
Telecom, Inc. ls the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications seMCes 
in lhe following exchanoein South Dakota: (605) 553 South Wgerwood. Red RNer Telecom . Inc .• to its knowledge. is 1he only 
canier loday providing local exchange telecommunications service in the ebQye_ e_xfh_anrut ~~--'---- {~ll!!t.J:IB/CH 

FORMAL COMPLAINT FILED 

Ben Hofer vs US WEST Communk:ations, lnc. 'We live in soulhem Spink Counly on the northern end ol lhe Huron area phone 
Ina served by US WEST. We experience frequent phone service outages. These most often happen wtlen there IS a weathe, 
change. The servicemen toll us that wind drives In snow and dirt in the boxes. or a drop ol moistu,e which shorts out ci1cu11S 
~ also have caused outages by being in the boxes. Also, the servicemen tell us the relay eQuip:nenl is of the oldest style, 
seldom found In use any more . Our internet connections a,e slow. The majority (33 ol 50 connections) are In the 12.00 lo 
16.800 bps range. The low capacity ol the phone lines may also ,elate to line noise and wedk phone signals we experience. 
There are no more phone lines avallable for our use lo our !arm. Toda(s agrl-business ope,ation is relying inc,easingty on 
rapid communication lo do business. On one phone line we have: phone, lax and internet, a lamily residence, a farm/ranch 
tho! p1oduces a hall million dollars of ag. products annually, and a farm/ranch Bed & 8reakfastffa1m vacation business 
(posl;itilly fa,m): I ask Iha! the PUC grant the following refief: "PUC should mandale thal US WEST update the lines In our 
a1ea so ltlal we can operate our ag busmess, lounsm business and personal business in an expedient manner We need rwo 

re Imes which e1e rneuntty unayailable lo ou r ta,m • (Statf SW!CI-:! 

11105/97 11121 /97 

11/05197 11121/97 

10129197 NA 

::-::~~111ac.w,,,.,..._._........., • ....,o1_,_ _ _ • ..,.,_.,......, .. _,ft,...,..""""111ac-.-c,,- E-....,1or .. ,.,Nor..,...,. 191,.,..cts-,.col.oleo,d ~O , .. ,"'9--lftl lo .... eo,,,,,,,HOI 

South Dakota TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS 
Pubhc Uuhucs Comm1ss1on 

S121c C2p11ol :,00 E . C2p11ol 
ThaM an lht 1~• Mf"tkl! fllinO• IMI uwcormw•.i- M• ...:91..-.d !Of the s,.ood ot: 

Pierre, SD 57501-5070 10/31/97 through 11/06/97 
Phone: {800) 332- 1782 

"''" 1605) 77l -:l809 

If you Meet ■ corr,pllu copy o4 ■ Nif'9 1■ .. d, oYeffliON ■asn••· or m■ll■d lo 1(11,1. pk.IN cont■d o.f.■IM Koltlo Wllhil'I ft'A day• ol thl• Ning. 

DATE INTERVENTION 

DOCKET TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS FILED DEADLINE 

NUMBER 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 

ApplicatK>n t1f Vista Communicalk>ns, Inc. for a Certitkate of Authority to oper11le as a 1elecommunicaOOns company within the 

TC97-173 

stale ol South Dakott. (Staff: TSICH) "Applicant seeks authority lo offer a full range of 1 • inter exchange telecommunicatJOns 10/31197 11121197 

services on a 1esale basis. Specfflcally, Appllcant seeks authority to provide MTS, out-WATS. in-WATS and Calling Card 

seMCes ADD icant does not intend to Dfovide o .... rator services, 900 or 700 services: 

Application by NT1 Telecom, Inc, lor a Certiftcate of Authority to operate as a telecommunications company within the state ol 

TC97-174 
South Dakota. (Staff: TS/KC) ·Applicant proposes IO offe1 resold lnlrastate long distance services 10 the public .. The services 

10/31/97 11/21/97 

to be ~ovided a10 Messa'"'& Toll Service lnco....i..,, 800 Travel Card services and O....,rator Services: 

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILING 

US WEST CorNTiunlcations filed lo rh'iu the language lor Te1mination Liability Charges in the General Regulations section 

TC97-175 
ol ts &change and Netwof1t Services Tariff. (Staff: TS/CH) The reason for the change is io pol the charge in the contracts 

10/31197 11121197 

lorthe s-cific urviceS. USWC ............... s an effective date ol December 1 1997: 

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS 

Dickey Rural Telephone Coope111ive pur1Uant lo 47 U.S.C . 214(e) and 47 C.F.R. 5◄ .201 hcneby uekS designation as an 
eligible te1ecommunicaOOns carrier within the local exchange area thal constitU1es its service area in South Dakota. Dickey 

TC97-176 
Ru1al Telephone Cooperalivtl is the faciUtiH-based local exchange carrier presently prow::llng local exchange 11/0lm7 11/2 1/97 

te1ecommunlcat10ns urvices in the following exchanges in South Dakota: (605) 358 South Fo1bes. (605) 379 South NeMk. 
(605) 383 South Guelph , and (605) 687 South Venturia. Dickey Rural Telephone Coope,ative , to its knowledge, ls the only 
canier toda • n1ovidi,v, local exchanne telecommunications service In the above eichanne area rstan: HB/KC:l 

Dickey Rural Communlcalions. lne-pu,$U<lnlto47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 C.F.R. 54.201 heieby seekS designation as an eligible 
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange a1ea lhlil constitutes its service area In South Dakola . Ok:key Rural 

TC97-177 
Communlc1bon1, Inc. is the 1acilitiea-based local exchange carrier presently piowting local exchange telecommunlcalk>n1 11,03,g7 1\121197 

services in the lollo'Mng exchanges ii Sooth Dakota: (605) 289 South Ashley, (&05) 348 South Ellendale , and (605) 735 South 
Forman Dickey Ru111 Communlcalk>ns, Inc., to its knOwledge, ii the only camer 1oda) .;rovldlng local exchange 

, , .. I-r.-.mm ' In 'h" - • , IC:: ! n- H,.-.... ,.., 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE 
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COM~ANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS 
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

CARRIERS: 

DICKEY RURAL TELEPHONE COOP ERA TlVE 

DICKEY RURAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

NEBCOM, INC. 

RED RNER TELECOM, INC. 

VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

FARMERS MUTUAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

CHEYJ;NNE RNER SIOUX TRIBE TELEPHONE 

AUTHORITY 

CONSOLIDATED TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 

CTC COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

OROER FOR AND NOTICE 
OF HEARING 

TC97-176 

TC97-177 

TC97-179 

TC97-182 

TC97-183 

TC97-184 

TC97-185 

TC97-166 

The South Dakota PublK: Utilities Commiss~ (CommiS~) ~~:~ f~ 
al"';ve capboned telecommunications companies requesting __,. ........ 
teleccmmurrications carriers. 

The Commis.skln eledn)rically transmitted nouc:e of the filings and the intervention deadlines 

10 interested indrviduals and entities. 

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SOCL Chapters 1 ·26 and ◄9-
31 , including 1-2fr18, 1-26-19, ◄9-31 -3 , 49-31 •7, ◄9-31-7 . 1, ◄9-31 -11 , and ◄7 U.S.C. § 21 ◄{e)(1) 
through (5). 

The issues al the hearing shall be as follows: (1) Ymether the above captioned 
telecommunications companies should be granted designation as eligible telecommunications 
carriers, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the Commission. 

A hearing shall be held at 1:30 P.M., on Tuesday, December 2. 1997, in Room 464, State 
Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota . II shall be an adversary proceeding conducted pursuant lo SOCL 
Chapter 1-26. Al parties have the right to be pn,sent and to be represented by an attorney. These 
rights and other due process rights shall be forfeited If not exercised at the hearing. If you or your 
representative fail to appear at !he lime and place set for the hearing , the Final Oec:ision will be 
based sotety on the testimony and evidence provided, If any, during the hearing or a Final Decision 
may be issued by default pursuant to SOCL 1-~20. After the hearing the Commission will consider 
all evidence and testimony that was presented al the hearing, The Commission will then enter 
F'indings of Fact, Condusions of Law, and a Final Oec:ision regarding this matter. As a result of this 
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above captioned 
telecommunications c.ompanies requesting designation as an eligible telecommunications carrier, 
and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible telecommunlcaUons carriers. The 
Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties to the state Circuit Court and the stale 
Supreme Court as provided by law. II is therefore 

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the lime and place specified above on the issues 
of whether the above captioned leleeommuntealions companies should be gran1ed deS.Onation as 
eligible telecommunications carriers. and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible 
telecommunicalions carriers. 

Pursuant 10 the Americans wrth Disabilities Ad, this heanng is being held in a physically 
accessible location. Pfease contad the Public Utilities Commission at 1~332-1782 al least 48 
hours prior lo the hearing if you have speciaJ needs so arrangements can be made to accommodate 
you. 

Dated at Pierre. South Dakota, this ~ day of November, 1997. 

CE RTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The~,_et,yctrtd'mht~ 
OOCumenthN~_....,....,1410'111~ol 
t~rllhltclocbl.•.aedonthtdOdllll~ 
.._., by-lflC:llfflfll orbf,_.daf,l,mtil_S\ ~ ..,,__--r;,·~d\lfgn~ltW-
By ;J.J/ftjM~ 
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R O C E E P N G S 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. I'll begin the hear i ng 

!or the dockets relati ng to eligib l e telecommunications 

designation. The time i s approxima tely 1: 30, it would 

e about 1: 4 0. The da te is December 2n d, 1597; a nd the 

location o f the hearing i s Room 464, State Capitol. 

Pierre, South Dak ot a. 

I a m Jim Burg , Commis si o n Chairman. 

9 Commis sioners Laska Schoen fe l der and Pam Nelson are 

~o also present. I'm presiding over this hearing. This 

11 hearing was noticed pursuant to the Commission's Order 

12 For and Notice of Hear i ng issued November 2 1 , 1997. 

13 The i ssu e at this hear i ng sh a ll be as 

14 follo ws: Whe t her th e request ing telecommunic a t io ns 

15 companies should be granted designation as eligible 

16 telecommunication ca rr iers ; and, t wo, what se r v ic e 

17 areas shall be establ i shed by the Commissio n . 

18 All part ie s have the r i ght to be present and 

19 to be represented by an . ttorne y . All peroons s o 

2 0 testi fying w111 be s wo rn in and subject t o 

21 cross-exam ination by the part i es. The Commission's 

22 final decisions may be appealed by the part i es to the 

23 State Circuit Court an d Sta te Supreme Court. 

2 4 Rolayne W1es t will ac t a s Commission 

25 counsel . S~e ma y provide recommended rul i ngs on 



procedural and evident i ary matters. The Commission may 

2 overrule its counsel's prel1mina ry r uli ngs chroug hou c 

the hearing. If not overruled, the pre limina r y rul ings 

will become the f i nal ruli ng s. 

And at t h i s time I wi ll turn it over to 

Rolayn e for the hearing. 

MS. WIEST: Let's start with TC97-176. F i r s t 

a o f al l , Rich, wh o are you represent i ng today ? 

MR . COIT: I'm appearing for f ou r o f the 

10 co~panies listed in the o rder for the Notice o f Hear i ng 

11 and t hat i s Dic key Rural Telephone Cooperative, Dickey 

12 Rura l Commu n i cations, Inc . . Red Ri v er Telecom, Inc . . 

13 ar.d Cheyenne Ri ve r Sioux Tr i be Te le p hone Author ity. 

" 
MS. WIEST : Is anyone el se representing the 

15 othe r companies ? Apparentl y no t . 

l 6 

17 

MR . HOS ECK: No t to my kn o wledge . 

MS. WIEST: Okay. Well , l et's take 

18 appearan c es . Rich, you'v e already entered your 

19 appea rance. Staff . 

20 MR. HOSECK: Ca mron Ho seck o n behalf o f 

21 staff. 

22 MS. WIEST: We 'll be g i n wi th TC97- 1 76. F i rst 

23 of all , I have one e xh i b i t li sted. Can we have a 

2 4 motio n to move that exhi b i t in? 

2S MR . COIT: Yes. On behalf o f Dickey Rural 



Telephone Cooperati~e. I would move for the admi~tance 

into the record of Exhibit No. 1, wh ich is their 

request for ETC designation and dated October 28, 19 97. 

MS. WIEST: Any objection? 

MR. HOSECK: No objection. 

MS . WlEST : If not, that has been admitted. 

1 Are there any questions concerning this docket? Do you 

have anything to add? 

MR . COIT: I don't have anything to add 

10 beyond the application. I believe they responded to 

11 the single party service question adequately, and also 

12 I hope they've respo nded to the toll control to the 

13 Comm1ssion's satisfaction. 

MS. WIEST : Yes. My only quest ion i s they 

15 d1dn·t have a time frame, so I assume it would be the 

16 one•ye ar wa iver f o r toll contro l? 

17 MR. COIT: Yeah. I spoke with Roger Johnson, 

1e who is the manager f or Dickey Rural Co•op and Dickey 

19 Rural Commun1cat1ons, yeF~erday and he indicated that a 

20 o ne •year wa iver wo uld e Just fine. 

21 

22 

MS. WIEST: Ok ay. Is there a motion? 

CHAIR MA N BURG: I'll move we grant approva l 

23 o ! Dic key Rural Telephone Co•op's ETC request with the 

2 ~ t wo wa ive rs . 

25 MS . WIEST : I'm sorry, I believe I thought at 



this time we were only doing waivers and we were going 

t o do all the approvals next the 11th. 

CHA IR MAN BURG: You're right. I'll move we 

grant the waivers for both the single party service 

5 and - -

CO MM ISSIO NER SCHOENFELDER: We don't need a 

7 wa ive r !or single party, I believe. 

MS . WIEST : We only need the one-year toll 

9 control. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

CH AIRMAN BURG: Yeah, one-year toll cont r ol . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'd concur . 

MS . WIEST : Let's go to TC91-177 . And I have 

l ~ one exhibit. 

lS MR . COIT : Yes. And I would at this time 

16 make a motion to admit into the record the request for 

17 ETC designation of Dickey Rural Communications, Inc ., 

18 w~ich has been marked Exhibit 1, wh ich i s also dated 

19 Oc tober 28th, 1991. 

20 

21 

22 

MS. WIES T : Any objection? 

MR . HOS ECK : None. 

MS . WIES T: If not, it's been admitted. Any 

23 ques ions concerning t his d ocket? If not, I believe 

2 4 this docket needs a one-year waiver on toll control. 

25 Is there a mo t ion? 



COMMISSI ONER NELS ON: I'd move th a t we grant 

2 a wa iver for the toll control in TC97 •177. 

10 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Seconded. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: concur. 

MS. WIEST: We'll move on t o TC97•179. 

have two exhi its. Is there a mot io n? 

COMMISSIONER NELS ON: No wa i vers? 

MS. WIEST: Would staff care to move these 

in? 

MR . HOSECK: Yeah, I'll make a motion to move 

11 in the request f or ETC designation o n behalf of Nebcom 

12 Inc. , and a supplemental affidavit of November 24, 

13 1997. 

" 
MS. WIEST: And those wou ld be Exhibits 1 and 

15 2. Any objection ? If not, they are admitted . And for 

16 this, my understanding is that all they need is the 

17 o ne • year wa iver for the toll cont rol . 

18 COMMISSIONER SCHOENF ELDER: Okay. And l 

19 would move we grant he o ne•year waiver for toll 

20 cont rol to Nebcom in TC 97•. 79 . 

21 

22 

23 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll second it . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: And I concur. 

MS . WIE ST: Moving on to TC97·180. I have 

24 one exhibit in this d oc ket. Is there a motion? 

25 MR . COIT: Yes. Richard Coit on behalf of 



Red Ri ver Telecom, Inc. I woul d move to admit their 

request for ETC design a tion marked Exhibit No. l, wh i ch 

i s dated November 3rd, 1997. I would also note that I 

spo ke wi th Mr. Arden Dora n , and he i s agreeable or 

s wou ld request the one-year wai ver with respect to toll 

cont r ol serv i ces. 

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit l? 

MR . HOSECK: No objection. 

MS , WIEST: If not , it's been admitted. Is 

10 t he re a motion? 

ll 
CH AIRM AN BURG: I'll move we grant a one-ye a r 

12 wa i ver of toll control for Red River Telecom, Inc. 

l 3 

14 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I second. 

COMMIS SIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

1S MS . WIEST: We'll move on to TC97 - 182. 

16 have two exhibits. Is there a motion? 

11 MR. HOSECK : l would move the request for ETC 

18 des 19nati o n on behalf of Valley Telephone Company. 

19 This is November 10, 1997 , and a supplemental aff idav it 

20 c f December 1, 1997, into evidence. 

2 1 
MS. WIEST : Any objection? If no t, it's been 

2 2 adm i tted . And this application also needs the one-year 

23 wa iver for toll c o ntr o l . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I ' ll move we grant a one-year 

25 wa i ver of toll control to Valley Telephone Company. 



COMMISSIONER NELSON: I second . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOE NFELDER: concur. 

MS . WIEST: The n I ' ll move on to TC97-183. 

have t wo exhibits -- three exhibits. 

CO MMI SSIONER SCHOEN FELDER : Three . 

MR . HOS ECK : I would move the request for ETC 

7 designation on behalf of Farmers Mutual Telephone 

s Compan y o f November 10, 1997, and a supplemental 

aff i davit of November 26th, 1997, into evidence. 

10 MS. WIEST: Is there any o b j ection to 

11 Exhibits 1 through 3 7 I f not, they've been adm i tted. 

12 MR . HOSECK: Ex c use me, there is a clerical 

13 thing. We actually have three affidavits, three 

14 exhibits. I only mentioned two. There is another 

15 suppleme n t a l affidavit that I wou ld move in o f November 

16 18, 1997. 

17 MS. WIEST: Okay. I have Exhibits l, 2 and 

18 3. Any o b jection? If not, they have been admitted . 

19 And 1n this instance 1 believe they need a wa iver on 

20 toll con trol . d: n't reque st a specific time 

21 period, but I'd rec o mmen d the one-year waiver . 

22 COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: I would move that 

23 we grant a wa ive~ for to ll control for one year to 

2 4 Farmers Mutual Telephon e Company, which is TC97-183. 

25 MS . WI EST: At this point we will g o to 



l 0 

TC 97 - 185. And this docket., I believe, I have one 

e x hlbit. Is there a motion? 

MR . HOSECK: I would move the request f or ETC 

designation on behalf of Cons oli da ted Telephone 

s cooperative, d a ted No vember 1 7 , 1 99'7 , into evi dence. 

MS. WI EST: Is t he re any objection? If not, 

i t's been admitted. Ag a in, i n this o ne they didn't 

spec1f1ca l l y request a t ime period, but I'd rec ommend 

9 the one -year wa i ver o n the toll cont rol. 

1 0 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a o ne -year 

ll wa i ver o f toll cont r ol c o Consolidated Te lephone 

12 Coo perat i ve. 

13 

14 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

15 MS. WIEST : Then we go to TC97-186, and I 

16 have t wo exhibits. Is there a mot io n ? 

17 MR . HOS ECK : I would move the request f or ETC 

18 d ~ s19nacion on behalf of CTC Communi c at ions. Inc., in to 

19 evide n ce, the request beirig dated November 17, 1997, 

20 and the supp le ment to tha t o f November 26th , 1997 . 

21 woul d move both of those into evidence. 

22 MS. WIE ST: Any objection? If no t, they've 

23 been ad mit ted . Again, the y are requesting wa iver from 

24 toll control. No time period was specified. I ' d 

25 re commend the one year. 



11 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a one-year 

2 wa ive~ of toll control f o r CTC Communications, 

Incorporated. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : Second . 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: At this time I guess we'll g o of( 

the reco rd and wa it for further i n formation on 

8 TC97-1 84. 

10 

(AT THIS TIME A SH ORT RECESS WAS TA KE N. I 

MS . WIEST: Let• s go back on the reco rd . 

11 TC97-l8 ~ . At this t ime I ha ve one exhibit. 

12 MR . COIT: Yes . Th i e is Richard Coit 

13 represent ing CRST t o day . In addition to that e x h i bit, 

14 I think there wa s a mo tion that attorneys for Cheyenne 

15 Rive r Siou x Tribe had filed asking for the mo tion to 

16 take some administrat i ve notice. 

17 

18 

MS. WIES T: Yes. 

MR. COIT : And I ' d app re ciate it if y ou coul 1 

19 rul e on that as we ll. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

ls there 

MS. WIE ST: Okay. First. of a ll, Exhibit 1, 

any o b j e ction to Exhibit l being adm i tted? 

MR. HOSECK : That.'& the applicat.ion ? 

MS . WIEST: That. '& t he applicat.ion. 

MR. HOSECK : No objection . 

MS. WIEST : If not, i t has been admitt.ed. 



1 2 

Then i s the re any comment on the motion for 

2 adm lni strative not i ce o f related proceed i ngs? 

MR . HOSECK: Yes . Staff wou ld res i st the 

motion on the basis that the mot io n calls for the 

s commission t o review the entire proceedings in the 

6 TC9 4 -1 22 case , wh ich is the sale of exchanges, as the 

7 grounds for granting the ET C designation. The basis of 

resisti ng this i s that it's a burdensome request whi c h 

1s placed upon the Commission to g o t hrough that ent i re 

10 record to extract those facts. And, secondly, J . D. 

11 Williams has submitted an affidavit dated November 13, 

12 1997 , wh i ch does set out, at least for the most pare, 

13 the ability o f the Cheyenne River Telephone Autho rity 

14 to meet these requirements . So the object i on is 

15 ~esisted on the basis of it 's burdensome and it 's 

16 redu ndant in that the evidence is already in the rec o rd 

17 by r e as o n o f Mr. Williams' affidavit. 

l B MS. WIEST: Well, on the issue of burdensome, 

19 actuall y 1n their application they do reference 

20 s?ecific page nu mbe rs i n exhibits, so I don ' t believe 

21 that it is necessar il y burdensome. It may be that the 

22 affidavit d oe s co ver all this, but I would recommend 

23 that th e Commission grant the motion . 

24 

25 

CH AIRMAN BURG: The motion to do what again? 

MS. WIEST: Mo tion for administrative notice 



13 

of o ther proceedi ngs. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we do grant 

administrative notice. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISS IONER SCHOENFELDER: I can concur, I 

6 guess. t think it 1s probably redundant but it's 

, o kay. 

MS . WIE ST: Okay . That's been granted three 

to zero. And then the other point I wo uld make is that 

1 0 reading the af f 1dav 1t by Mr . Wil l i ams. it is 

11 confus ing. I believ e he references toll blocking when 

12 he actually mea ns to l control. And I would like that 

13 co be cla 1 1fied i n a late-filed exhibit . Plus, another 

14 c arification needs co be made concerning Lifel ine and 

15 Lin k Up services. Specifically, that as with the o ther 

1 6 parties have stated that Cheyenne River wil l c om p l y 

17 with t he FCC rules regarding Lifeline and Link Up 

18 service s. Is there anything else? And if those two 

19 cl arifications could be ma de within a late - filed 

2 0 exhi b i t, the Commission will consider that late-filed 

21 exhibit and intends t o r~~e o n all ETC applications on 

22 December 11th. Are there any questions? Anything from 

23 staf f on that? 

24 

2S 

MR. HOSEC K: Nothing further from staff. 

MS . WIE ST: Does staff have any witnesses? 



MR. HOSECK: Yes. Staff has a witness, 

2 Harlan Best, who I would call to the stand at this 

time. 

HARLAN BBST, 

called as a witness , being first duly sworn, 

was examined and testified as follo ws: 

PlBECI EXAMINATION 

BY MR . HOSECK: 

And for purpose s of the record, Mr. Best, 

10 testimony will be d~rected to a ll of the applicants of 

11 this proceeding as it's noticed to date. I have an 

12 exhib1t which has been marked as Staff's Exhibit 1, 

13 wh ic h I have distributed to the Commission at this time 

14 and I will move into evidence just a little bit later. 

15 State your name f o r the record, please. 

16 

17 

1. 

A . 

o. 

A. 

Harlan Best. 

What's your job? 

I am deputy director of fixed utilities with 

19 the ?ublic Uti lities Comrls sion, south Dakot a . 

20 o. And are you famili ar with the dockets as are 

21 no ice d in today 's proceeding for applications for 

22 eligible telecommun ic at io ns carriers? 

2, A. 

o. 

Yes . 

And are those the same companies that are 

25 list ed on Staff Exhibit No. l? 
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A . Yes. 

And coJld you explain br 1efl y f or the record 

wh at Staf! Exhibit No. l is? 

A. Exnibit l 1 s a compilat1 o n of the respective 

5 e 191ole tel ecommunications carriers ' requests that are 

6 bef o re the Commission today. 

Do you have any corrections or add i t io ns that 

s y o u wi sh to make t o Staff Exhibit No. 1 7 

A. I believe the one f o r column under Chey~nne 

10 River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority, I believe it's 

11 correct as stated . But the Commission has requested 

12 ~urther info rma tion from CRST, speci f i cally from the 

13 manager , J. o . Wil li ams, wh ic h wou ld clar i fy the toll 

14 c ontro l and the CRST's i n t ent to impleme nt Lifeline, 

15 L in k Up. 

l 6 MR . HOSEC K: Oka y . With that correction, or 

17 wi th that clarification, I wou ld move Staff Exhibit No. 

18 1 i nt o the record. 

19 MS. WI EST: Any obje ct ion ? If not, it's been 

2 0 admitted. 

21 Q. Oka y . With re gard to the appli conts a n 

22 noticed in these proceedings today, have you reviewed 

23 thei r ab i lity to meet the criteria set forth in 47 

2 4 C.f.R. Section 54.:0l ( a)? 

25 A . Yes. Each o f the companies did respond to 



tho se, to the nine items set forth under that 

requ irement. 

16 

o. And with rega rd to t he Lifeline and Link Up 

requi rement, was t here 3 response from all of the 

S appl icants Ofi that? 

A . Yes, there was. 

Q. And with regarding the designat ing of a 

service ar e a , wa s there a response from the app licants 

9 o n that issue? 

l 0 A. Yes. The Respondents - · or the appl icants 

11 stated the exchanges and the prefixes where the ETC 

12 r e quest woul d apply . 

13 Q. And with regard to th e advertis i ng of 

1 4 serv i ces that might be available ~nan exchange-wide 

15 ba~is, d i d t he app licants address that is sue ? 

16 A. Yes. The app lic ants stated that they would 

17 be wil ling to advertise on a going-forwa rd basis i n 

18 a cco rda nce with a ny specific advertising standards t.hat. 

19 ·: he commiss io n may develop . The =RST st.at.est.hat. t.hey 

2 0 are ad v erti sing presentl y in media of general 

21 dist.ribut.ion i n thei r service a rea. 

22 Q. Based upon y o ur rev i e w o f t.hese facts as 

23 r ep resented by these applicants, in your opinion, have 

2~ the appl ic ants presented t.he fact.s necessary fort.he 

25 commis s io n t o d ecide this ETC designation? 
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A. With the e x ception of CRST, yes. 

o. Okay. And wi th regard to advertising 

services exchange-wide, d o y ou have a rec ommend a tion to 

the comm1ssion for a provision to be i ncluded ir. an 

s o rder which woul d co me ou t of these proceedings? 

A . Yes. 

Q, And wha t is that recommenda tion? 

A. That the telephone companies ad v ert i se their 

rates annually o r whenever a rate cha nges. 

10 o. And, fi nal ly. do you have an opinion as to 

11 whether or not the applicants qualify fo r an ETC 

12 designation? 

13 A . Yes, I believe they do, with th e caveat aga i n 

1 4 o n CRST receiving - - the Commission receiving 

15 add i t i onal i nformation. 

l 6 MR. HOSECK: I have no fu rthe r qu e stions o f 

17 th i s wit ne ss. 

1 8 MS. WIEST: Any questions? Any further 

19 witnesses? 

20 MR . HOSECK: No furth er wit ne sses. Staff 

21 res t s . 

2 2 MS. WIEST : At this po int I believe we can 

23 close the hearing and make the final dec isions next 

2 4 Thursday . 

25 ( A DISCUSSION WA S HELD OFF THE RECORD. ) 
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MS. WI EST: Let 'H g o back on t he re co r d. 

CO MMIS SIO NER SCHOENFELDER : We ll , I wo uld 

j u s t l i ke to have Mr . Co i t ask J . D. Wi l li ams a t the 

Cheyenne River Teleph o ne Authority i f t hey don ' t ha v e 

5 mo re ex c hanges tha t they need to app l y f o r o ther than 

the Dupree and I sabe l Ex c hanges; if , in fa ct , Eagle 

7 Butte woul d no t be an ex c hange that they wo uld need ETC 

8 des i gnatio n f o r ; and perhaps there mi ght even about 

9 ano ther e xc hang e in thei r tr ibal a ut h o r i ty telephone 

10 servi c e are a that they wo uld need an ETC des i gnation 

11 f o r . 

12 

13 

14 

MR . COIT: I will do that , Commissioner. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Thank you. 

MS . WI EST: Okay. Ia there anything else at 

1S t.hi s po int ? 

16 MR . HOSE CK: I f t ha t is the case , 1.s this 

17 s o methi ng that can b e h andled through a supplemental 

l B f ili ng i n t h i s ma tte r ? 

19 MS . WI EST : I bel i eve the application mi ght 

20 have t o b e a mende d and t hr n the questi o ns whether also 

2 1 Mr . Willi ams wo uld have t o amend or put in a 

22 s u pp le mental aff i da vi t o n this issue. Because we will 

23 need - - I mean we ce r t ainly need it o n the record that 

24 a l o f these excha ng e s are requesti ng ETC designation . 

25 MR. HOS ECK: We ll, for the record. why don't 



l9 

\ we J USt -- staff w~uld j ust sug1est that i f that i s 

the ir desire, then to have them go ahead and amend 

thel r applicati o n as it i s present ly bef o re the 

commis sion and supplement the i r a ffidav i t to make sure 

th a t chose c r i ter i a are met f o r those exchanges. And 

then sta ff h a s n o o b j ect io n to th e Commissio n 

cons ider i ng it o n the record as - -

MS. WI ES T: As a late-filed e xh ibit? 

MR . HOSECK: As a la te - filed exhibit both as 

10 to the amendin g of the petition and the supplemental 

11 1nf o rmation that ~ ould be sent in. Does that sound 

12 like something --

13 

14 

MR. COIT: That sounds very reas o nable. 

COMMIS SIONER SCHOENFELDER: It's very 

15 possible that , you kno w, l may be i n error abou t there 

16 being -- those being s eparate ex c hanges , but I do think 

17 that since I f ee l that way about it, we need i t 

18 clarifi ed , a t l east . 

~ s. WIEST : Okay. Any o ther quest io ns or 

20 comments? Thank ycu. 

21 

22 

23 

2' 

25 

(THE HEJ.RING CO NC LUDED AT 2 : 30 P.M. ) 



STATE Of SOU7H DAKOTA 

COU NTY OF HUG HES 

20 

I, Lori J. Gr o de. RMR , Not ary Public, in and 

for t he State of So uth Dako ta, d o hereby ce rtif y that 

the abov e hear-ing, pages 1 through 19, incl usive, was 

recor ded stenograp hic a ll y by me and redu c ed to 

ty pe writing . 

I FURTHER CERTIFY th a t the foregoing 

10 transcr1p t o f the said hea r ing ie a tr ue and correct 

11 t rans c r i pt o f the steno graphi c notes at the time and 

12 place specified hereinbef o r e . 

13 I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a relative or 

14 employee or att o rn ey o r counsel of any o f the part i es , 

15 nor a relative or empl o yee o f such attorney o r counsel, 

1 6 or fin anc i ally interested directly or i nd i rectly in 

17 th i s a ce.io n. 

18 I N WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my 

19 han d and seal o f office at Pie rre, South Dakota, this 

20 5th day of December , 1 991. 

21 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE ST A TE OF SOUTff DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST) 
Of RED RIVER TELECOM, INC, FOR) 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE TEL£.) 
COMUNICATIONS CARRIER) 

REQUEST FOR ETC 
DESIGNATION 

RECEIVED 

NOV O l 1997 

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Red River Telecom, Inc., Abercrombie, Nonh Dako1a. serving Lidgerwood Exchange 
cu11omers in South Oako1a. pursuant to 47 United States Code Section 2 14(e) and 47 Code of 
Federal Regulations Sect.ion 54.20 1 hereby seeks from the Public Utilities Commission 
("Commi.ssion") designation u an "'Eligible Telecommunications Carrier'' wiUUn the locaJ exchange 
area that constitutes its service area in South Dakota. In suppon of this request. Red River T dccom, 
lnc. offers the fo llo\loing: 

I. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. Sections 214(e), it is the Commission's rC5pOnsibility to designate 
loca.l exchange carriers ( .. LECs") u "eligible telecommunications carricn" \ETC,, or in other 
words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service obligations c.onsistcnt with the 
fcdcnl law and should be deemed eligible to receive federal universal service support. At least one 
eligible telccorrununications canic:r is to be designated by the Commission for each service area in the 
State. However, in the case of areas served by .. runJ telephone companies", the Commission may 
not designate more than one LEC u an ETC without first finding that such additional designation 
would be in the public interest Under 47 CFR Sections S4.201 , begiMing January 1. 1998, only 
telecommunications carriers lhat have received designation from the Commission to serve u an 
clig,b&c tc:leconvoonicat canicr within their service area will be eligible 10 receive federal universal 
service support. 

2. Red River Tdccom, Inc. is the facilitics-buc:d locaJ exchange carrier presently providing 
local exchange telecommunications savices in the followinr. l'Xchange in South Dakota: 

Iota1 Fu:baose Accm I ioo FJCbaose Ptt:fix/N1mc 

Lidgerwood Exchange 60S/SS3 LidgCfWOOd 

In the ordinary course of business the number of access lines are subject 10 change. Red River 
Tdecom, 1nc. to its knowledge: is the only carrier today providing local exchange telecommunications 
service in the above exchange area. 

3. Red River Telecom, Inc. in ac.c:ord with 47 Section S4.101 offers the folio 
exchange telecommunications seMces 10 all customer, throughout its service area: 

• Voict grade access to the public switched network; 

• Loca.l exchange service including an amount of local usage free of 



charges under a flaHalcd local service package, 

- Single-pany service 10 all customers; 

- Dual 1one muhi-frequency signaling; 

- Access 10 emergency service such as 91 1 or enhanced 911 public services; 

- Access 10 opcra1or scrvius; 

- Access to interCltchange service; 

- Access to directory w istancc: 

- Acuss to Lifeline and Link Up local service discounts; and 

- Toll blocking SCMce 10 qualified low-income customers and all others. 

As. nolcd above, Red River Telecom. Inc. does provide toll limitation service in the form of 
toll blocking to qualifying members, however, the additional toll limitation service of"'toll control" 
u defined tn the new FCC univenal services rules (47 CFR section 54.400(3)) is not provided. Red 
River Telecom. Inc. is not aware that any local exchange carrier in South Dakota has a current 
capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior to the release of its universal 
SCMCCordcr(FCC 97-157) that toll control would be imposed as an ETC service requirement and, 
to our information and belief. as a result, LECs nationwide arc not positioned to make the service 
u:nmediatcfy available. ln order fOf Red River Telecom, Inc. to provide the service. additionaJ usage 
tracking and storage capabililics will have to be installed in its local switching equipment. At 
mirinun, the serw:e requires a switching ,oftware upgrade and at lhis time Red River Telecom, lnc. 
is trl\'CStigating and ancrnpting to dctennine whether the ncces.suy software has been developed and 
when it might become available. 

Accordingly, Red River Tdccom. lnc. is faced with exceptional circumstances concerning the 
ability to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's univaial service rules and 
must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such service At this time, a waiver is 
requested l1IC Commission may properly grant a wa.ivcr from the 'loll control .. rcquimncnt 
punuant to 47 CFR 54. I0l(c). 

4. Red River Telecom, Inc. has previously and will contit'IJC to advertise the availability of 
its local exclwige services in media of general distribution throughout the exchange area served. 
Prior to this filins, Red Riv<r Tdccom. Inc. has not g.,.,...Jly advertited the prices charged for all of 
the above-identified services It will do so going forward in acc.ord with any specific advertising 
standards that the Commission may dcvdop. 

Based on the foregoing. Red River Telecom. Inc respectfully requests that the 
Commission 

(a) grant a wa.ivcr of the requirement to provide .. toll control" service; 



and 

(b) grant an ETC designation 10 Red River Telecom. Inc. covering the local exchange 
area that constitutes its present service area in the State. 

Dated this 3rd day of November. 1997. 

Red River Telecom. 1nc. 

d:zt~~_) 
ARDON M. DORAN 
Gcncral Manager 

DA V1D HENDRICKSON, being duly swom, stale 1h11 I am the Prctidcnl of Red ltivcs- Tdecom, 
Inc., !hit I have ,<ad the ini1ia1 E1igjble TelocorraTIJnia1ns Carner (ETC) application, and the ..,.. 

is true to my own best knowledge, information and~ . ]/_ , 

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA ) 
) 

..,;J,. _J, Le1 
DAVID HENDRICKSON, President 
Red ltivcr Telecom, Inc. 

COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) ,◄ 
The forcJQina 'nstr\lfflCl\l was 1cknowlcdgcd before me this_}_:_ day ofNcr,-anbcr, 1997. 

My Commiuioo Expires: 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY RED 
RIVER TELECOM, INC. FOR DESIGNATION AS 
AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
CARRIER 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 
ORDER AND NOTICE OF 

ENTRY OF ORDER 
TC97-180 

On November 5, 1997, the Public Ut~1lles Comm,ss,on (Commission) recer"ed a request for 
des,gnaoon as an ehg1ble telecommumcahons earner (ETC) from Red River Telecom, Inc. {Red 
RNer Telecom) Red River Telecom requested des,gnabon as an eligible telecommumcat1ons carrier 
w,thm the tocat exchange areas that constitute rts service area 

The CommisSIOn elecironicalty transmrned notice of the f1llng and the intervention deadline 
to interested individuals and enti1ies No person or entity med to intervene. By order dated 
November 21 , 1997, the Commission set the heanng for this matter for 1:30 pm. on December 2. 
1997, 1n Room 464, State CaprtOI , Pierre, South Dakota 

The heanng was held as scheduled. Al the hearing, the Comm1ss10n granted Red River 
Teteeom a one year warver of the requ1tement to provide toll cont~ service v-ithin its service area. 
At rts December 11 , 1997, meetng, the Commission gronte<I ETC designation to Red River Telecom 
and designated' I1s study area as ,ts service area. 

Based on the eVldenoe of recont, the Commiss10n enlers the follOW1ng Findings or Fact and 
Conelusions of Law 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

On November 5, 1997, the Commission received a requesl for desig~alion as an ETC from 
Red Rlvet"Telecom Red River Teleoom requested designation as an ETC within !he local exchange 
areas !hat conslllute its service area. Red River Telecom serves the following exchange in South 
Dakota I.Jdgerwood (553; Exhibit 1 

Pursuant 10 47 U.S C § 21 4(e)(2). the Commission is required 10 designate a Cf.>ITlmon 
earner !hat meets the requirements of section 21 4(e)(1' as an ETC for a service area designated 
by the Commission 

Il l 

Pursuant 10 47 USC § 21 4(eX1}, a common earner that is designated as an ETC is eligible 
to recerve unrversal SeMCe suppon and shaH. ttvoughout Its service area, offer the services that are 
supported by federal universal service suppor1 mechanisms either using its own facilities or a 
combinat10n of its own facih11es and resale of another carrier's servtces The carrier must also 
advertise the ava1labdrly of such servtces and the rates for the services using media of general 
distribution. 



IV 

ThG Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or 
f\.wlctionalitis as those supported by federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) votee grade 
access 10 the public switched nef!N0111.; (2) local usage; (3) dual lone multi--frequency signaling or its 
functional equal; (4) single party service or its functional equivalent; (5) access to emergency 
services; (6) access to operllor services; (7) access to interexehange service: (8) access to 
directory assistance; and (9) ton limitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 
54,101(1) 

V 

As part of its obligauons as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Llfeline and Link 
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 5-4.405; .C7 C.F.R. § 54 .◄ 11 . 

VI 

Red River Telecom offers voice grade access to the public switched network to all 
consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 1. 

VII 

Red Rver Tetecom offeB local exchange service including an amount of k>cal usage free or 
per minute charges to all consumers throughout its servk:e area. }SI. 

VIII 

Red River Telecom offers dual tone multt-frequency slgna~ng lo 111 consumers throughout 
its service area. IJ;I. 

IX 

Red RiYer Telecom offers single party service to all consumers throughout its service area. 

X 

Reo River Te'9com offers access to emergency services to 111 consumers throughout its 
service area. Isl 

XI 

Red River Telecom offers access lo operator services to II C0l'\SUTlel'1 throughout its service 
area IJ;I. 

XII 

Red River Teiecom offers access lo interexchange servk;es to all consumers throughout its 
Hf'Vice area. IJ;I. 

XIII 

Red River Telecom offers access lo directory assistance lo all consumers lhroughout its 
service area. IJ;I. 



XIV 

One of the seMCeS required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers 
is toll limitation. 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a)(9). Toll limitation consists of both toll b4oeking and toll 
control 47 C.F.R. § 54.400(d). Toll con1rol is a service that allows consumers to specify a cer1aln 
amoootoftol usage that rM'f be inc:tmtd per month or per billing cyde. 47 C.F.R. § 54.400(c). Toll 
blodung Is a service that lets consumers elect not to allow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47 
C.F.R. § 54 400(b). 

xv 

Red River Telecom offers tol blodl.lng to all consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 
1. 

XVI 

Red River Telecom does not currently offer toll control. )d. In order for Red River Telecom 
to provide loll control, additional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have to be lnst.lHed in 
its locat switching eql.ipment. Red River Telecom is attempting to determine whelher the necessary 
software has been developed and when it might become available. "1. 

XVII 

Red River Telecom stated that it is faced with exceptional circumstances concerning its 
ability to make toll control Hfvice available and requested a waiver from the requirement to provide 
such seMCe. }d. 

XVIII 

With resped to the obligation lo advertise the availability of services supported by the federal 
universa l service suppor1 mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general 
distribution, Red River T9'ecom stated that it ectvertises the availability of its local exchange services 
in media of general distribution throughout its service area. However, Red River Te6ecom has not 
generally adver1ised the prices for these services. ld. Red River Telecom stated its intention to 
compty with any advertising standards devek>ped by the Commissk>n. ld. 

Jll. 

XIX 

Red River TeMMX>ffl Qjlfently offers Lifeline an,. Link Up service discounts in its exchanges. 

xx 

The Commission finds that Red River T elec:om cwrenUy provides and win continue to provide 
the foflowing services or functionalities throughout its service area: (1) voice grade access to the 
public switched network; (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multj.. frequency signaling: (4) s ingle-party 
service; (5) access to emergency services; (6) access to operator services; (7) access to 
interexchange service; (8) access to directory assistance; and (9) toll bk>dung for qualifying low­
h"leome consumers. 

XXI 

The Commiulon finds !hat pursuant to 47 C.F .R. § 54.101 (c) it will grant Red River Teleeom 
a waiver of the requirement tooffertol control services until December 31 . 1998 The Commissk>n 



finds that exceptional cm:umstances prevent Red Rivftr Telecom from providing toll control at lhi'.1 
time due to !he difficulty in obtaining the necessary software upgrades to provide !he service. 

XXII 

The Commission finds that Red River Telecom in1ends to provide Lrfeline and Link Up 
programs to qualifying OJstomers Uvoughout its service area consistent with state and federal n.,les 
and orders. 

XX.Ill 

The Convnis.sion Mds that Red River Telecom shall advertise the availability of the services 
suppoC'ted by !he federal l.ftllerS8I service suppon mechanism and the charges therefor throughout 
its service area using media of gene,al dislribution once each year. The Commission further finds 
that if the rate for tlll'f of the seMCes suppofled by the federal universal service support mechanism 
changes, the new rate musl be advertised using media of general disllibution. 

XXIV 

Pursuant to 47 USC § 211.{e)(S). !he Convnissk>n designates Red River Telecom's OJmtnt 
study area as rts service area 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commission has Junsdicticn over this matter pursuant to SOCL Chapters 1·26, 49-31 , 
and 47 U.S.C § 214 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designate a common 
carrier that meets the requirements of section 214(e){1) as an ETC for a service area designated 
by the Commissk>n. 

Il l 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(1), a common canier that ls designated as an ETC is etigib'e 
to receive universal service support and shal, throughout its service area, offer the services that are 
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms etther using its own facilities or a 
combination of its own facilities and resa~ of another carrier's services. The carrier must also 
advertise the availabilrty of such services and !he rL1es for the services using media of general 
distribution, 

IV 

The FCC has designated the following servtees or functionalities as !hose supported by 
federal universal servtee support mechanisms: (1) voice grade access 10 the public switched 
network; (2) local usaoe: (3) dual lone mulli-frequency signaling or its fundiorlal equal: (4) single 
party seMOe or its functional equivalent; (S) access to emergency services; (6) access to operator 
services; (7) access to inlerexchange service: (8) access to directQry assistance; and (9) toll 
limitation f04'"qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R § 54.101(a). 



V 

As part of its obtigalions as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link 
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 54.405; 47 C.F.R. § 54.-411 . 

VI 

Red River Telec.om has met the requirements of 47 C .F.R. § 54.101(a) wi1h the exception 
of the ability to offer loll controi. Pursuant to 47 C F.R. § 54 .101(c), the Commission concludes that 
Red River TNCOm has demonstrated exceptional circumstances that justify granting it a waiver of 
the requirement 10 offer toll control unlll December 31 , 1998. 

VII 

Red River Telecom shall provide Lifeline and Unk Up J)fograms to qualifying customers 
throughout its service area consistent with state and federal rules and orders, 

VIII 

Red River Telecom shall advertise the availabihty of the services supported by the federal 
universal service support mect,anism and the charges therefor using media of general distribution 
once eech year If the rate for any of the seMCeS suppot1ed by the federal universal service support 
mechanism changes , the new rate shall be advertised using med~ of general distribution. 

IX 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214{e){5), the Commission des,gnates Red River Tele<:Offl's current 
study area as its seMCe area. 

X 

The Comm1sst0n designates Red River Telecom as an eligible telec.ommunications eatrier 
for its service area 

It is therefore 

ORDERED. that Red River Telecom's current study area is designated as its service area; 
and it is 

FUFHHER ORDERED, that Red River TeMOOm shall be granted a waiver of the requirement 
to offer toll control services until December 31 , 1998; and ii is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that Red River Telecom ·.halt follow the advertising requirements as 
11sled above; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED. that Red River Telecom is deslgnated as an eligib'e 
telecommunications carrier for ils service area. 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duty entered on the ~day of December, 
1997. Pursuant lo SOCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or 
failure to accept delivery of the decision by the par1ies. 



Dated at Pierre. South Dakota, this __n3ay of December, 1997. 

CERTiflCATEOf Sf:fMC( 

OfFICIAlSEAl 
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