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IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY
INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC FOR
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER

Public Utilities Commission of the State or South Dakota
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South Dakoc TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

Public Urilities Commussion
S! ae {.;inll'll -‘}.:,: F. Capilul Thess ate the lelecommunications wefyice Mlings thal the Commsssion has received for the period of

Pierre, SD 575015070 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

*ho 0O) 332- 2
; I;_"m: {8‘""} g i' 178 I you need a complete copy of a kg fased, overnigh! eipressed, of mailed 1o you, please contact Delaine Kolba withan five days of ihis filing
‘ax: (605) 773-1809

NUMBER TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS INTERVENTION |

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

Apphcaton by Journey Telecom International, Inc. for a Certficate of Authorty 1o operate is a telecommunicabons company
within the state of South Dakota. (Stalf. TS/TZ)

Application by Calls for Less, Inc. d/b/a CIL for a Certificale of Authorty to operate as a telecommunications company within
the state of South Dakota. (Staff: TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to onginale and terminate “intrastate, intralLATA and 0617197
interLATA calis of business and residential cuslomers, to operate as a Travel and Debst (Prepaid Caling) Card reseller, and Kidtin)
to prowde COCOT/ICOPT senice *

TCe87-091

Applicabon by Crystal Communicabons, inc. for a Certificate of Authorty to operate as a telecommumicabons company within
TCo7.103 | he state of South Dakota. (Staff. TSTZ) Applicant seeks authorty to provide local telecommunicabons senices and 07077

: interexchange lelecommunications sendces. The Applicant will not offer any local lelecommunicabons services within a Rural Gl
Telephone Company service area without seeking separale Commussion authartty

Applcabon by Quinteico, inc. for a Certficale of Authorty to operate as a lelecommunicabons company within the state of South
Dakota. (Staff TS/TZ) Applican! “inlends o subscribe 1o and resell all forms of inter-exchange and intra-exchange
TC87 174 | telecommunications senices in the state of South Dakota, including local dial 1one services, Message Telephone Service, Wide
Area Telephone Senace, WATS-like senices, loregn exchange service, privale lines be lines access senace, cellular senice
iocal swiiched sanice and other sennces and facilities of communicabons common camers and othe enttbes

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

intrastate Telephone Company, Inc pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
lelecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that consitule its servce area in South Dakota Intrastate
Telephone Company is the faciibes-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications
senaces in the followang exchanges in South Dakota. Bradiey (784), Castlewood (793), Clark (532), Florence (T58), Hayt (783)
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (947), Webster (345). Willow Lake (625) and Bryant (628) Intrastale Telephone Company, to
s knowledge, & the only camer loday providing local exchange ielecommunicalions senices in the above identified eachange
areas (Stalt. HBXKC)
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TCO7-078

Inferstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc pursuanito 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation
as an ghgible telecommunications cammer within the local exchange areas tha! consttule s sernwce area in South Dakota
Interstale Telecommumcations Coopetative s the faclibes-based local exchange carmner presently provding local erchange
telecommurnications senaces in the fTollowing exchanges in South Dakota Goodgwin (79%), Clear Lake (874) Gary (272)
Estelthne (B72), Brandt (876), Astoria (832). Toronta (794), Wes! Hendricks (479), Elkton (542). White (629). Brookings Rural
(663), Sinai (826). NundaRutland (586), Wentworth {483) arui Chester (488) Interstate Telecommunicabons Cooperatve
to fs knowledge, s the only camer loday prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above denbtfied
exchange areas (Staff HBMC)

06

1387

West River Coopuerabve Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an eigible telecommunicabons camer within the local exchange areas that consttule ds serace area in South Dakota VWest
Rrer Telephone s the facites based local exchange carer presently prowding local erchange lelecommunicabons senAces
in the follcawing exchanges Bson (244), Buttalo (175), Camp Crook (805-797) and (408-572), Meadow (T88) and Sorum (B66
VWes! River Telephone, 1o s knowledge, i the only carner loday pronding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the
above identfied exchange areas. [Stat HBKC)

o=

Sttsbne Telecormnmumcations. Inc pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an ehgble
telecommunicatons carner within the local eschange areas that constitute #s senace area in South Dakota Statebne m the
faciities-based local exchange carmer presently provding local exchange felecommumcabons seraces in the I|_-||-“-|m-_|
athanges MNewell (458) Neland (257) and Lemenon (805-374) and (701-376) Statelne to ds knowledge. s the only carer
{oday proveling local exchange telecommunications senaces in the abave wienhfied sichange areas iStaff HBXC)

o

~d4

083

Accen! Communicabons, inc pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks dessgnabon as an ehgble
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal constiute s senice area  Accent i the facilties-based
exchange carner presently provsding local exchange lelecommunicatons serices in the lollowing exchanges Brstol (492)
Doland (635), Fredenck (129), Hecla (994) North Hecla (701-992) and Mellette (887) Accent to ds knowledge. = the only

carmes loday providing local eschange telecommunicabons sendces in the above wentfed sachar Qe areas (Stal HBTH

1797

-
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Q84

James Valley Caoperative Telephone Company pursuani o 4T U S C 24je) and 47 CFR 54 201 heratry seeks desgnabon
as an eligible telecommunications carmer within the local exchahge areas that consttule s senace area n South Dakota
James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company s the faciibes- based exchange carner presently provding local eschange
telecommurnecalions senaces in the followang sxchanges in South Dakota  Andover (288) Claremont (294 Columixa (156
Conde (382). Ferney 1395), Groton (397). Houghton (885) and Turton (887) James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company
10 s knowiedge, s the only carner loday prowding local exchange lelecommunicaions seraces in the above dentified
exchange areas (Staff: HBCH)

BTG

.

I |

Heartland Communicabons inc pursuantto 47 US C 21d(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seehs desgnabon as an ehgble
telecommumcations camer within the local exchange areas thal constiute ds service area n South Dakota
Sommurecabons s the fTaclites-based l0cal exchange came! presently provdng lecal exchange telgCommunicalions Sernices
in the following exchanges in South Dakota Plate/Geddes (137) Hearttand Communicabons to i#s knowledge s the only
carmet loday prowding local exchandge telecommurscations senaces in the above dentfied srchange areas (Statt HBCH

Haart andg
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TCH7-086

Nudstate Telephone Company, inc. pursuanl to 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunications caner within the local exchange areas thal constiute s senace area in South Dakota, Midstate Telephone
Company & the faciies-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications serices in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Acaderny (T26), Delmont (779), FL. Thompson (245), Gann Valley (293), Kimball (778)
New Holland (243), Pukwana (894), Stickney (732) and White Lake (249). Mdstale Telephone Company. lo its knowledge
m the only carmer today prowding local exchange lelecommunications sernces in the above kentfied exchange areas (Staff
HBCH)

Baltic Telecom Cooperatve pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunications carmer withan the local exchange areas that constiute its service area  Baltic Telecom Cooperative s the
facilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senwces in the lfollowing
exchanges Balbc (529) and Croaks (543) Baltic Telecom Cooperative, to its knowledge. is the only carner today providing
local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the abovs identfied exchange areas. (Staff. HE/KC)

oraTET

East Plains Telecom, Inc pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunications carnier within the local exchange areas thal constitute #s service area  East Plains Telecom, Inc_ s the
faciies-based local exchange carner presently providing local exchange telecommunicaions senices in the lollowing
exchanges Alcesier (934), Hudson (884) and East Hudson (712-082) Easlt Plains Telecom_ Inc 1o ds knowledge. is the only
catriar today providing local exchange telecommunicabions sendaces in the above identified exchange areas (Staff HBKC)

TCo7-088

Western Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an elgible
telecommunicabons camer within the local exchange areas that consitute s senace area in South Dakota Western Telephone
& the facites-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the fallowing

exchanges Cresbard (324), Faulkton (588) and Orent (382). Western Telephone, 1o its knowledge, is the only carrier today
providing lacal exchange telecommunications senices in the above identified exchange areas (Stal: HB/KC)

TCO7-080

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant 1o 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an eligitie telecommunicaions carmer within the local exchange areas thal constiule fs semice area in South Dakota
Stockholm s the faclibes-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senices in the
following exchanges in South Dakota  Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Rewillo (623) and South Shote (756). Stockholm, to its
knowledge . is the only carner loday provding local exchange lelecommunicabions senvices in the above dentified exchange
areas (Staff. HBKC)

TC97-082

Kennebec Telephone Co pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designaton as an elgible
telecommunications camer within tha local exchange areas that constitute its senace area in South Dakota Kennebe-
Telephone Co. m the taclites-based local exchange carmer presently provibing local eschange hwecommunications senices
in the following exchanges: Kennebec (86%) and Presho (855) Kennebec Telephone Co , to its knowledge, s the only carmer
today prowding local exchangé lelecommunications senices in the above identfiad exchange areas (Staff. HB/CH)

o7movme7

TCe7-083

Jatferson Telephona Co  Inc pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ebgible
telecommunicaions carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttule ds senrace area in South Dakota. JeNMerson
Telephone Co., Inc. s the facies-based loca! exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunications
sanices in the following exchange: Jeflerson (966) Jefferson Telephone Co., Inc., to its knowledge. is the only carmier loday
providing local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the above identified exchange areas (Stall. HB/CH)
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TCO7-084

Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an
elgible telecommurnications carmer within the local exchange areas that constitute fs senice area Sully Buttes Telephone s
the facilities-based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange telecommunications sanices in the following
exchanges West Onda (264), Hichcock (268), Seneca (436). Tolstoy (442), Onaka (44T), Wessington (458), Langford (483)
Roshoft (S37), Tulare (S86), Hghmate (B52), Harrold (B75). Ree Heghts (943), Hoven (948), Blunt (#52) and East Onida (973)
Sully Buttes Telephone, to fs knowledge, s the only carnet loday prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons serices in the
above wWentified exchange ateas (Stall. HB/CH)

Venture Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an eligible
telecommunicatons carner within the local exchange areas thal consttule ds sensce afea Venlute Communicabions s the
lacilihes-based local exchange cammer presentlv prowding local exchange lelecommumecations senaces in the followng
exchanges  Onida (258), Bowdle (285). Roscoe (287), Pierpont (325), Brtton (448) Brton. ND (T01-443), Roslyn (488)
Wessington Springs (539), Selby (648), Geftysbuig (765) and Lebanon (7T68) Venlure Communicabons, 1o fs knowledge
the only carnet today providing local exchange telecommumnicabons seraces in the above denbfied exchange areas (Staft

HB/CH)

06

TCS7-096

SANCOM Inc pursuantto 47T USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an ebgible telecommunicabans
carner within the local exchange areas that consbtute #s senace area in South Dakota SANCOM s the facities-based local
exchange carmer présently proveding local exchange lelecommurnicabons sernvices in the followang exchanges n South Dakota
Woisey (B8]) Parksion (828) and Tripp (835} SANCOM 1o its knowledge. s the only carner today prowvsding local exchange
telocommunications semces in the above enbfied exchange areas (Stalf HB/CH)

1997
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Sanbormn Telephone Cooperative pursuantto 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an eligible
telecommunicabons camer within the local eschange areas that consltule ds service area in South Dakota Sanborn
Tl-h'ph-:pr‘e n he {‘g;m-g based local et h.]nun CArTWer pl‘rs-rm!' proyﬂ-ng local l"II.',!“ﬂF’HJF telecommunC abons sennCes n the
following exchanges in South Dakota Ethan (227), Mt Vernon (236), Letcher (248), Forestburg (495), Anesian (527)
Woonsockel (T and Alpena (8459) Sanbom Telephone, to its knowledge, s the only camnér today providing local exchange
telecommunicaticns senaces in the above entified exchange sreas (Statt HB/CH)

TCa7-088

Berastord Muncpal Telephone Co pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks desgnaton as an ebgible
telecommunicabons carnes within the local exchange areas that consttute ds senace atea in South Dakota Berestord Tel
s the facities-based local exchange carner presently pionding local exchange telecommunicabons senmaces in the foliowing
eschange Beresford (763) Beresford Tel, to ds knowledge s the only cammer loday prowding local exchange
lelecommumnicabons senices in the above denbfied exchange areas (Slaft HBKC)

]
oh

TC97-099

Robems County Telephone Coopetatve Assocation pursuant 10 4T USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 nereby seeks desgnabon
as an eligible lelecommunicabons camer within the local exchange ateas that constitule s servce area Roberts County
Telephone Cooperative Associabon s the lacilibes-based local exchange cammer plesently prowding local exchange
telecommunicabans senaces n the lollowing exchanges North New Effington. ND (701-634). New EMington (617) and Claire
City (852) Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Associabon, 1o s knowledge. o the only carner loday provsding loca
exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft HB¥C)

06

i
L
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TCa7-100

RC Communications, Inc. pursuant lo 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54201 hereby seeks designalion as an eligible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that consitute ts senace area. RC Communications is the faciities.-
based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons services in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (T01-634), Wilmat (938), Peever (932), Veblen (738) and Summa (188). RC Communicabons. to its
knowledge, is the only carner today prowding local exchange lelecommunications services in the above identfied exchange

areas. (Staft. HBXC)

o7avme?

Spitrock Properties, inc. pursuant lo 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion as an elgibie
lelocommunicalions carrier within the local exchange areas that constitule s senace area in South Dakota Spltrock
Properses, Inc s the laciites-based local exchange cammer presently providing local exchange telecommunicabions senaces
in the foliowing exchanges in South Dakota: Howard/Carthage (772) and Oldham/Ramona (482) Spltrock Propertes. Inc
to its knowledge, is the only carnet today providing local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the above identfied
exchange areas (Staft. HBKC)

Spitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heleby seeks designabon as an ebgble
telecommunicabons carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area. Splirock Telecom Cooperative,
Inc_ is the facilites-based local exchange carner presently providing local exchange telecommunicabions senices in the
following exchanges Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-584) and (507-597) Spitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc. to fis
knowledge, s the only carner loday prowding local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the above identified exchange
areas. {Staff. HBMC)

oroveT

TCO7-105

Tn-County Telecom. Inc. pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an elgible
telecommunications camier within the local exchange areas that consbiute ds serice area in South Dakota  Tr-County
Telecom. Inc. is the faciliies-based local exchange carier presently providing local exchange lelecommunicaions senices
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Clayton (825) and Emery (443). Tn-County Telecom, Inc , to s knowledge, is
the only carrier today providing local exchange telecommunicabons services in the above ientified exchange areas (Staft

HB/CH)

QTo7Rv

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TCa7-079

U S WEST Communications, Inc filed for approval by the Commission the Type 1 Paging Agreement betweoen KJAM Mobile
Paging and U S WEST “Ths Agreement was reached through voluntary negotiabons without resor to mediatian or arbstrabon
and is submifted for approval pursuant lo Section 252(e) of the Communications Act ol 1834, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act of 1956 . KJAM Mobile Paging and U S WEST further request that the Commussion approy *hrs
Agreement without a hearing and without allowing the intervention of other partes. Because ths Agreemen! was reached
through voluntary negotiations, £ does not raise issues requiring a hearing and does nol concern other partes not a part of the
negobatons  Expeditious approval would further the public interest ”

orovm7

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCo7-082

U S WEST Communicaticns filed tanff sheets that remove references 1o exchanges that have been sold by U S WEST The
sale was effective June 1, 1997, In addition, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up items U S WEST has
requested an effective date of June 1, 1997 for this fling (Statf DJCH)
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

Enst Plains Telecom, Inc. on June 1319487
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October 1, 1997

Mr. Richard D. Cost
Executive Director
SDITC

P. 0. Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE Eligible Telecommunications Carmer application, TC87-077
Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc

Dear Mr.Codt

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

1. Pursuant io 47 CF R 54 101(a)(4), single-party service or ils funcional equivalent must
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunications Camer (ETC) 1o receive universal
service support mechanisms, Does the above-referenced company have this service?

2. Pursuant to 47 CF.R. 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up servicas mus! be made
available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers. Does the applicant company, as
referenced above, make these services available 1o qualifying consumers?

3 Pilease provide a verfication by an authorized officer, under oath, 1o the Commission in
which the applcant represents o the Commission that the facis stated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response 1o data request nos 1 and 2, above, are truthful

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

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

Sincerely,

; /
fzut..,; (N ry 44

Karen Cramer
Staff Altorney

cc. Harlan Besl




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

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

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC.

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

)
)
)
)
)

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE
OF HEARING

TCs7-070

TC97-071

TC97-073

TC97-074

TC97-075

TCO7-077

TC97-078

TCS97-080

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE

COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,

INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC.

TC97-083

TC97-084

TC97-085

TC97-086

TC97-087

TC97-088

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-092

TC97-093

TC97-094

TC97-095

TC97-096




SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE

COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC.

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC.

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC.

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE
COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TCS7-097

TC97-089

TC97-100

TC97-101

TC87-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC87-114

TC97-115

TC87-117

TCo97-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TC97-125

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

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

MCCOOK TELECOM )

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-154

COOPERATIVE )

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155
)

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

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167

The South Dakota Pubhc Utlites Commussion (Commission) received requests from
the above caplioned telecommunications compames requesting designation as eligible
telecommunicalions carmers

The Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines to interested individuals and entihes On June 27, 1997, the Commission
receved a Petiion to Intervene from Dakota Telecommunicatons Systems, Inc (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom, Inc (DTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TCS7-075) On July 15 1997, at its reguiarty scheduled meeting. the Commission granted
intervention to DTS and DTI in Docket TCS7-075 No other Petitions 10 Intervene were
filed

The Commission has unsdichion over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26
and 49-31, including 1-26-18, 1-26-19 49-31.3 45-31-7 49-31-7 1. 49-31-11. and 47
USC §214(e)(1) through (5)

The 1ssues at the heanng shall be as follows (1) whether the above caphoned
lelecommunicalinns compames should be granted designation as eligible
telecommurications carmers, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the

Commission




A hearing shall be held at 1.30 P. M., on Wednesday, November 19, 1697, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota. It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26 All parties have the right to be present and o 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 the time and
place set for the hearing, the Final Decision will be based solely on the testimony and
evidence provided, if any, dunng the hearing or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20. After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence
and testimony that was presented al the hearing The Commission will then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter  As a result of this
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above
Captioned lelecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible
telecommunications carrier, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunications carmiers. The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law It is therefore

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

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

4

Dated al Pierre, South Dakota, this 7_ day of November, 1587

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The underugned hereby certifies that this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
docirnent has been served toda e
g b A sl e Commuissioners Burg, Nelson and
service list, by facsimile o by first class mad, in Schoenfelder
properly addressed enveelopes, with charges

prepad thergon. f
_|l F d.'/ '
4:Eéﬁ’ LA |
8 [T ’
v_ ;2 ez 7\ LEEC WILLIAM BULLARD JR
ki ' M/-{fo _ Executive Director

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

NS R e AT M s e

)
IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE ) DEC 02 1997
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS )
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS BOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARR ERS: JUTILITIES COMMISSION

—

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-068

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

TC97-069

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

TC97-070

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE
ASSOCIATES, INC.

TCS7-071

SI0OUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-073

| MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-074

FURT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY TCS7-0758

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
| CCOPERATIVE, INC.

TCS7-077

I''"TERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOFERATIVE, INC.

TC97-078

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
| COMBANY

TCS7-080

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97-081
ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC ) TCS7-083

| JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE TC97-0B4

OMPANY

| HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
iONE COMPANY, INC
COOPERATIVE

TELECOM, INC.




WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.
JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUGTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,
NC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC.

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
| COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATI

LITROCK

el el e R A

TC97-089

TC97-050

TC97-092
TC97-0913

TC97-094

TC97-0095
TC97-096
TC97-097
TCS7-098

TCS97-095%

TC97-




Lad

1 | HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )
)
2 | HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A ) TC97-131
MCCOOK TELECOM )
3 )
WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ] TCS97-154
4 COCPERATIVE
)
5 | MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ] TC97-155
|
6 |U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-163
)
7 | THREE RIVER TELCO J TC9T-167
L e e A e )
| man e d L5 Al
|
|
10 | HEARD BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
- A :
12 | PROCEEDINGS: November 19, 1997
! 1:30 P.M.
13 i Room 412, Capitol Building
: Pierre, Socuth Dakota
14 |
I

{ BUC COMMISSION: im Burg, Chairman
aska Schoenfelder, Commissicner
d

m Nelson, Commissioner

=

J
p

18 | COMMISSION STAFF

S ENT Rolayne Ailts Wiest
19 camron Hoseck
Karen Cremer

20 Harlan Best

i Bob Knadle
231 | Gregory A. Risiov

el David Jacobson

23

| Reported by: Lori J. Grode, RMR
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| CHAIRMAN BURG:

PROCEELD G g

Okay. We*ll go

‘h:arted. I'l1]l begin the hearing for the dockets
!r?:a:::g to the eligible telecommunicaticns carriers
designatio The time is approximately 1:50. The dat
| is November 19, 1937; and the location of the hearing
i:n Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, Scuth Dakora.

commissioners La

also present

Jim Burg,

Commission Chairman.

ska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelsen are

'm presiding over this hearing. The

|hnarzng was noticed pursuant to the Commission’'s Order

IF;: and Notice of Hearing issued November 7., 1957.

|

| - oo o " . 5 2

i ine 1ssues at this hearing shall be as
follows: One, whether the requesting

telecom

imunicati

4 3
degs

signation

"
-

will
CI
decision

final

|S:ute Circulc

| Rolayne Wiest will acrt

ons

service areas shall

parties

oas-examination by ¢t

may

Court

company should be granted

ligible telecommunications carriers:

be established by

have the right

The Commission's
be appealed by the parties to the
and the State Supreme Court.

as Commiseion

ahead and get|




1 counsel She may provide recommended rulings on
2 | procedural and evidentiary matters The Commission

3 verrule its counsel's preliminary rulings throughout
4 | the hearing I1f not overruled, the preliminary ruli
f wil become final

. At this time 1'1l]1 turn it over to Rolayne

' the nearing

8 MS. WIEST: 11l take appearances the

[# ]
e

S | parcties Rich, wh do Yyou represent?

1 MR COIT I'm here today representing all
11 the SDITC member companies, and also Kadoka which has
12 recently applied for membership with the coalition

3 And Darla Rogers is here representing scme companies,
14 and [ gquess she could indicate for the record which
i 8 she's representing

. M ROGER i'm here representing Valley;
17 t khel trandburg: iclden West inclu Vivian:
~ 8 ' illy Buttes angd Venture

15 M WIEST i1ld you repeat t} & 4again
- Valley t Khoim-5Tirandburg, Vivian, Golden West
2 M RC jolden West Sully Buttes and
23 M WIEST U S West

24 MR. HEASTON Bill Heaston and Tammy Wilka
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|
1 ¥S. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff. I
2l MR. HOSECK: Camron Heoseck, Commission |
] |
1 | staff. l
4 MS. WIEST We have had a request to take one
1
2 | of these dockets first and that's TC97-075 Do any of
& | the parties want to make an opening statement before we
7 Ib&g:n?
] ; Why don't you proceed with 075 then. j
4 ; MR COIT Sure, that's fine. I really dnn'g
10 ‘hd?& 4An opening statement There are a couple of
11 |L-)-:h:b1ts that we would like to admit. And I understand
12 fthere's alsc been some letters sent to the Commission
13 i-ha: we would like to admit into the record as evidence
14 iun the ETC guestions, And that would be Exhibit Number
15 1 which is the application of Fort Randall for ETC |
[ |
16 designation, and Exhibit No. 2, which is the response |
17 | of Fort Randall to a data request from staff, dated. I |
18 rhvlzew,-. October 1st And there are two letters. I |
19 Ed:n*t know if we’'ve marked those yet ‘
20 (EXHIBITS NO 3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR [
21 IDENTIFICATION. ) ‘
2 i MR. COIT There are two other exhibircs thac |
23 | have been marked Exhibit No. 3 Kathy Marmet, is thar
|
24 I:ru letter of Dakota or is Exhibit 3 the letter E
25 M5. MARMET Exhibit 3 is the letter of [
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Th

Pause,) So at this time are you offering

WIEST Ise there an objection to those
ng admitced? If not, 1, 2, 3 and 4 have
Ice7-07 Then at this time would

£ the parties have any questicns pertainin
F 9

including the Commissiconers?

T

e only question I would have, Rich,

to the data request, Exhibitc 2.

on it talks about single party service. I

it's not absclutely clear that it‘'s available to
” istomers the way that the statement is writcen
swered
MR. COIT t because they said does the
referenced company have this service.
MS5. WI1IEST: Right
MR. COIT Yeah, I guess that is correct.
am not here today to serve as a witness.
M WIEST N
MR. COIT: I1f that's a concern that you feel
need addressed, and I hate to say this, but I was
believe that if there were some questions on
applications and there was not a witness here to answer

those

guestions could be dealt

with between

now
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manner.
CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine.
MS. WIEST: Let's just go through them and
then we’ll have Harlan as the witness. Let's go back
| to TC97-068. Does anyone have any guestions on

TC97-0687

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a clarificatioen. What

data reques = is this?

Yes, That would be in thar

Ie there a chance that we could

consider or deal with these en mass as Mr. Hoseck has

or suggested?
M5. WIEST: I'd rather not just because on a
have a couple questions on some of them.

COIT: Okay. Should I go ahead and

respect to Docket TC97-06€8
Exhibit No. 1 is the actual
tiled by Vivian Telephone Company. And
i the response of Vivian Telephone
a data request from Commission staff. We
the admission of those exhibits. I do not

1 don* have them here with me.
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this

Exhibits

or application dated 6-9-97 and
data reguest dated 10-14-97.
MS. WIEST Any objection?
been admitted
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:
not have the data request up here wi
reason. I1'm sorry about this, but I
and ask Mr Lee about the Lifeline,
was that covered in the data request?
behind the eight ball, but I did not
nee C know whether this company 1is
.ink Up now or whether you need to -
ntend teo have that implemented by 1
A You*re reierring to the
mpany?
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:
what we’re doing now.

to

Right.

Wi
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No.

MS.

=
ah

Exhibit

MR.

all

WIEST:

1
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ess for
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customers?

Thank you.

0687 If not,
069.

We would move

in 069,

That's
anybody else have

thank you. I

the

and that

response

Vivian T

the

iny

admission of

is an ETC request

to a staff

Excuse me, I do

th me for some
need to go back |
Link Up. I think |
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I'm sorry

have that and so
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whether you '
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Yeah, Vivian
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Company does provide

throughout its system with t

Exchange, and they anticip
the Vivian Exchange by January 1,
SIONER SCHOENFELDER: But anticipa
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ifferent things.
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g to ask for

a commitment that we will do

R SCHOENFELDER: I think that

ts, i1f I'm reading the Act ri

R SCHOENFELDER Ard I think
w2 have that on rhe record.

Commissioner The answer is,
providing it by 1-1-1998

R SCHOENFELDER: Thank you

RG Just a question 3 gener

toll, what do we call it toll

4 statement on those, too, or
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in their original applications.

MR. COIT: I was at the conclusion of going

|
|
|
|
through, I guess, the guestions and so forth, I was i
basically - before the Commission acts on any of |

these, going to restate the request. But if the ;

Commission has questions of Mr. Lee with respect

"
o

certain aspects of providing it, I would -- yeah

would suggest you go ahead and ask it.

CHAIRMAN BURG: No, I don't have a problem as|
long as we know all of them that's going to apply to. !
In other words, if it applies to every one of them,

then the statement at the end saying it applies on all

of them is adequate for me. Or if you have some that |
|

already could do the toll control, we need to know ;
that. I doubt if there are any at this time. !
MR. COIT: No, we don't. And the waiver |

reguest 18 included in all the applicaticns. ut just|

bringing it up again at the end. :

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. That's fine with me. ‘
o . ]
MS. WIEST: Any other questions of this ;

¥
st

ol

tness regarding 068 and 069? If not, we will gc

T
O

MR. COIT: Again, I would move for the

admiss on of two exhibits in TC97-070, and that is

"
@
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would move for the admission of
Exhibic No. icl the ETC request datad 6-12-97
and Exhibit : ise to staff data reguest dated
1=9%.
MS. WIEST: Are there any objections? 1%

1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any
questions concerning 0747 I have the same gquestion on
this one, Rich, with respect to the data request number
one .

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

Okay. I will make sure that gets

Any guestions on 0747
We would move for the admission
the ETC request and that's
for admission of Exhibit No.
4 response to data request dated 10-9-97.
is alsoc an Exhibit No. 3 in this docket, a
| supplemental response to staff data request. It's
dated 10-28-97. We move the admission of all three
exhibits.

M5. WIEST: Any objection? If not, those
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MS. WIEST: Are there any objectiocns to

i
=
(=~
(¥ N

2? 1f not, they’'ve been admitted. Any questions
regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this
cne, you will be asking at the end about the waiver for

the single party and all the other waivers: is that

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

MR. COIT:

S

wasn't aware of that, I
understood there were some companies that had purchased
U S West exchanges that were still in the process of

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

waiver, 1 guess so. I'll renew that request. I don't
have any factual informacion I can provide, I don't
believe, Mr Lee, are you here representing Stateline?

MR. LEE I am And in conversaticns with
tateline management yesterday, they indicated that |
thney would likely need a waiver request until March,
April time frame when they can finish the construction

=
r
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n their application they‘re

actually asking for a one-year waiver:
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabor
the point, and I know everyone wants to get through
this, but to me it’s very important that we do it
right. And so if it means that we need to answer the
question when we grant these waivers and we send these,
or you send them on to the FCC, we need to be sure that
you have spelled out why these companies -- at least
thi is what I'm understanding -- why these companies
can't do toll control and why it’s going te rtake that
long of a period of time to do single party service.
And so I think that should be in the application
somewhere, or at least in our motion as we approve it,
or we should have something on the record to support
where we're going.

M5. WIEST: They do explain the reasons in
their application, their original application, with
respect to toll control.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.

MS. WIEST: But if there are any further
questicns that the Commission would like to ask at this
time, 1f you need more information on that, we could dol
that now.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I would like to
know - and this probably isn‘t true of all companies.

But of the ones you’'re testifying for at least,




in deploying the technology
two things and what kind of
Because I don‘t want this to
hat it’'s been perceived that i
forward.
MR. LEE: Sure. Okay. I might respond to
lere are specific

to do that. the issue of

believe under the FCC's

a toll est

at hand is

is to indic

|
a |
|
|
|

one-year per;odf

available.




The second or lternative to

provisioning of toll control.
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technolog
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know, you migh

that that decision

doubt I have better
agree it has not been handed
There is that clarification

the FCC.







available, it is in the public interest and would be
very supportive of that concept.
CHAIRMAN BURG: With tha
grant the one-year
called? Toll iication? L co
COMM

COMM

concur with that as long as the motion is unders

T %
‘o]
- & Lo

that there will be some formal way te limir to

these customers just so that everybody understands the
motion.

think in every application

oll restriction --
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

Mo =

WIEST: For one year?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes.

B b=

M5. WIEST: 069.

CHAIRMAN

SIONMER NELSON: Seconded.
IOMER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

WIEST - 070.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move that we grant

for one year, the waiver for one

NELSON: Second ic.

SCHOENFELDER: Concur.,

*ll] move that we

l contrel, in TCS7-

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 11 move we grant ¢

for toll control in TC97-073 for one year.

OMMISSICONER NELSON: Seconded,
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MR. COIT: We would move for the admission

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

i dated 10-8-97.

|

I

|

i

’Exh:bzt No. 2, the response to staff data request whichi
|

M5. WIEST: Any cobjection? 1If nor,
have been admicted. Any questions regarding
CHAIRMAN BURG: *ll move we grant
| the waiver g ) in TC97-083 for one year.
NELSON: Seconded.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
WIEST: TC97-084 .
We move for the admission of the
€-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.
admission of Exhibit No. + the
reguest dated 10-8-97,
Are there any objections? 1If
‘ll move we grant the waiver
for one year.

NELSON: Seconded.

They said in their original

ey are oifering single party service
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I 1 believe in their okay |
1

8 question And the reason he had |
was actually in the original |

f you look at the original I
|

tw under question number three, |
they provide single party service to|

|

their service area. Number four down |

ONER SCHOENFELDER Okay

We move for admitting of Exhibit |
et jated 6-17-97, and Exhibit No
staff data request dated 10-10-97
1 Any objections If not they've |
1
1
Ve Lhe same question here with
|
i NUmDeéerx ne. |

|
Mr Benton is available to respond|

lieve Is this Heartland? Right? F
espond to any questions?

Mark has asked me

-
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ommunications, and

all single.




MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to all
customers? Any other guestiocns concerning this
docket? 1Is there a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘'ll move that we grant

|
|
W

waiver for toll control to TC97-089 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concu
MS. WIEST: 085, I believe.
CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me, B85,
WIEST: TC97-086.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
iest, Exhibit No. , dated 6-17-97, and response to

data requests, Exhibit No. 2, which is dated

Any objections? 1If not, they

Same gquestion, can you answer

I'm

sorry, I don’t have
cciated companies it the exhibit
ompany are we ref
MR. COIT:

MR .

Single party;

MS. WIEST: Single party




G: 1* move we

control wail ; -086 for one year

NELSON:

red
equest,

cions




MR. LEE: Correct.
MS. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-088.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

, ETC request dated €-17-97, and response

data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is|

WIEST: Any objections?
2 have been admitted.
BURG: 1'1l move we grant
for one year.
I'd second it.
ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
WIEST: Can you answer my gquestion on
this one, Mr. Lee?
Company name, please?
East Plains.
Currently is all single party

| Bervice.

the admission of
the ETC request dated €-17-97,
Exhibit No. 2, which is a response
dated 10-21-97.

Any objections? If not, they've
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-092.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

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

[

Telephone Company dated 6 8-97, and move fo

vy
ol
= |
m

admission of Exhibit N 2, which is the response to
|
staff data request dated 10-10-97 And I would note i
that Mr. Rod Bauer is here to respond to any questions |
that the Commissioners or staff may have concerning |
1
their reguest !

M5. W

3

3T: A

W

¥ questions concerning this

docketr? I1f not, do you have a motion?

n
-y
pe-e
3=
=
=
3
-
-
e

=
]
ki

Did we admit both those?

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

[

CHAIRMAN BURG: I’ll move that we grant a
waiver on toll contrel in TC97-052 for one year.
COMMISSIONFR NELSON: I'd second ir
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
!
MS5. WIEST TC97-093 !
ME COIT: We would move for the admission of
:
= " e . aal - - ] ]
Exhiblt No | which is the ETC regquest of Jefferson

felephone Company, dated 6-18-97, and move also for the

admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data

request, which is dated 10-10-97. And I would note
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Connors is available to answer any

LM

IEST: Any objection to the exhibitg?

(5]
(e}
L
L3 }

o

a0

-

tmn

ad

xS

ng the Jefferson regquest.

been admitted. Any questions
cketc?
BURG: I1'll move we grant a waiver

n TC97-09%3 for one year.

(o]
=
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ELSON: 1'd second

,.
I

IONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

We‘'d move for the admission of

ich is the ETC request dated 6-19-97,

dmission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
[

ta reguest dated 10-13-97

T ANy ob)ection teo Exhibits 1 and
exnhibits have been admitted Do you

for this one?
Mr Lee is available for both

T ! Just had a question, I guess,
party service because in this one it

91
rt

.y Buttes may offer multi-party
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installed

le party service. Has that occurred




the past
A Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no
is all single party service.

language such that

Years been all single party service.
MS. WIEST: Any other questicns?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
control for TC97-094 for one year,
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd sacond i

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well,

At this
and 27

it would appear they would

estion for apparently they

-




okay.

MOvVe we gr
1998

ER SCHOENFELDE

I'd second

NFELDER: Concur.

raagls
ETC

and move for the|
1

|
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admission of Exhibit No. 2,

dated 10-10-97.

MS. WIEST:
dmitted Any
CHAIRMAN BURG:

Ca97-096

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

COMMISSIONER

i
e

W

regquest,

Any objections?

questlions concerning t!

{0 |

SCHOENFELDER:

move

response to data reguest

If not, they'w
is docket?
move we grant a waliver
for cne year.

I1‘'d Becond it.

Concur.

97-097.

for the admission of

-
o

dated £-19-97, and

data request dated 10-10-97.

anybody have any quest

=
r'.i'l“

move for
which
{0 .

14 -

Any

Any objections?

objection

If not,

10Ns

ve we grant

one year.

I1'd second
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is marked Ex
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota
Association of Telephone Co-ops and the daily requests
we’ve had there that they do, in fact, provide all
single party service throughout Roberts County Co-op,
if that will suffice for your information here.
WIEST: Is that sufficient?
CREMER: That's sufficient.
WIEST: Okay.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-099 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
M5. WIEST: TC97-100.
ME. COIT: We move for the admission of
xhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97,
| and admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data
gquest dated 10-9-97.
M5. WIEST: Any objection? If not, they've
lbeen admitted. Same question on this one.
MR. E: I don't know the answer,
MR 0IT: There is -- Mr. Lee is not here

representing RC Communications today, soc ! suspect

| we’ll have to deal wi th: i ate-filed exhibit

if that's okay.




L.
e i |

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’11 move we grant a waiver

control in TC97-100 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

-

OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
iS. WIEST:
R. COIT: We move for the admission of
1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97,

« response to staff data request dated

Any objection? 1f not, they’'ve
Any questions concerning this docket?

CHAIRMAN BURG: *ll move we rant waiver for
g

COMMISSIONER NELSOCN: 1'd second

COMMISSIONER CHOENFELDER: Concur.
admission of
6-19-97, and

data reguest

If not, 1 and 2

concerning this

4 walver




COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1‘d second
SCHOENFELDER:
TC97-105.
for the admis

and

request dat

ion? f no

CHAIRMAN BURG: [ 1
ontrol in TC97-105
COMMISSIONER NELSON:
COMMISSIONER SCHOEN
WIES s TC97-

We move

represent them,

a walver

Can

Ly

permlission

you

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

MS. WIEST: Are there any others guestions of
this witness? Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-113 for one year.

OMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

15. WIEST: TC97-114.,

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

request of ci Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,

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

move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which 1is
response to data requests of staff dated 10-5-97. And

Mr. Haugen is here as well to respond to any gquestions

in this docket.

MS. WIEST: First of all, any objection to
| Exhibits 1 and 27? If not, they’'ve been admitted. And
I would ask the same question.

ME. HAUGEN: Single party service
available to all the customers in the
Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges.

MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other

witness?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I"ll move we grant a waiver

———— e ————— ———— -
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MS. WIEST: Any objection? I1f not, Exhibits
Y J

have been admitted. Any questions concerning

CHAIRMAN BURG 1 mov~ we grant a waiver

-

97 7 for one vyear.

I'd second it

-

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

ME. of
Exhibit No. Kadoka, dated 7-3-97,

and the admission Exhibit 2, response tc dat

requests dated

Any cbjections to Exhibits 1 and

admitted. Any gqguestions

move wWe grant a waiver

or one year.

I‘'ll second it.

Concur.

We'd move for the admission
, dated 7-7-97, and Exhibi

request of staff, which

Any objection to Exhibits

1 an
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1. CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
2 | for toll control in TC97-131 for one year.

3 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

i

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

5 MS. WIEST: TC37-154,
|

6 | MR. COIT: We would move into the record
'

2

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

8 | Exhibit No. 2, the response to data request dated

£l 10-16-97
] 2o o
10 | MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit 1 and
11 i:? If not, they have been admitted. Let’'s see, on
|

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

a
ot

13 | was reguested for the waiver. I assume you still want

v
e

the one year?

wn

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

L3
-
"
1
w
o
)
=
a

He's Mr. Bob Barfield, manager for West

They request a waiver but this is

ask for one year, as

reguesgted.

BOB BARFIELD,

called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

25 | was examined and testified as follows:
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MS, WIEST: But we will need a time period.
ME COIT: Would you be willing to accept the

anies
ME BARFIELD We Bsure would
|
HAIRMAN BURG And 1 think the thought
|
ind it 185 if there still isn’'t any solution, then it
|
i be renewed r we'd request Wwith « 111 movel
|
|
t we grant a waiver for toll control in TC97-154 for
i
vear
1
-OMMISSICNER NELSON I would second it
_OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur
MS. WIEST Let's go to TC9T7-155 |
MR COIT We would request admission of
1ibic N i, which 1s the ETC request of Mobridge 5
ecommunications, which is dated 9-10-97, and also
|
- % |
1ibit Nc £, Which 18 Che response Lo data request
ed 1 16-57
MS - 1 Any objection? If not, Exhibits

1id 2 have been admitted And I would have the same |




gquestion with respect to the length of the waiver.

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

MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other guestions?

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I°l]l move that we

1

a waiver on toll ontrol in TC97-155 for one

NELSON: I'd second it.
SCHOENFELDER: I econcur.

Thank you. Let's skip to

T I would just note that Three Rive:
SDITC member company, so I'm not really
represent Three River Telco.
WIEST: Nobedy is here?
RMAN BURG: Do we have any questions or
have representation?
Somebody needs to move it in,
Well, if you're loocking for
I can serve as the body.

CREMER: Otherwise, I can move admi

exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97, the request for
and 11-7-97, the amended -- oh, I'm sorry, that's
West. Let me try that again. 10-16 of '97 is cthe

request and 11-13-37 is the amended request, and 1
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A, Harlan Best.

0. And what is your job?

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

Q. And have you been present in the hearing room

this afternoon for the hearing on these applications?

A . Yes.

Q. And have had the opportunity to review

the caption in the notice of this hearing which lists
the cases which are before the Commission on this date?

Yeg .

And are you familiar with the applications in

o cases’?

job, have you reviewed
I have.

have before you an exhibit

correct?

exhibit that you prepared in
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MS. WIEST: Is there any objection?
MR. COIT: My comment would be that

received this so I haven‘t had an opportunity

through to make sure this is all accurate,

is accurate and

than that, I don

¥You want an opportunity

COIT: Wwell,
have any objection.
MS. WIEST: 0Okay. Then Staff Exhibit N

be \ nto all of the dockets that we ha

Okay. Thank you.
0. 1 2 d on the review of t

have done and elying to whatever extent

did the applicant

late-filed

the

And wi ‘ o advertising s

exchange-wide, do you recommendacion
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[CF ST

Yes.

B =

MR. COIT: No further questions.

MS. WIEST: Ms. Rogers?

A

MS. ROGERS: No, no questions.

M5. WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

MR. HEASTON: No.

CHAIRMAN BURG: The only question I'd have is
there any -- is advertising identified in any way? 1Is
there any criteria for what advertising means in the

context of thisg? Is the methods in the FCC Order as

well?
MS. WIEST: I'm sorry, what was the
question?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I had for HarZan

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

constitutesg?

[descriptlon. definition for advertising, what that

Under the statute itgel
advertise the availabil [ O
e referring to the services
federal universal service and the

general distributicn.

I think that satisfies

Does that mean for




Lifeline and they have tec a
once?

MS. WIEST: That would be under staff’s
recommendation, I believe.

Yes, once each year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Well, frankly,

adeguate.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Are you doing

Are you -- to follow up -- excuse me, te follow
on Commissioner Nelson's question, are you
ommending that they advertise once each year after?

believe our order said that you have to send an
ryone once initial and then

ou're reguestc

ine, Link Up

Up under TC

shall

w
=

Okay. Thank you.

rhe




A. Yes. hey would deo it originally. and once

year after.

How would

uid
M5. WIEST: Yes.

A. Whatever general distribution it meets
according, I assume, it means newspapers and those
types of publications

WIEST: So i uld be any type of
general di
Whateve
anges that th
And it would only be for those

right now by federal universal

that would have to

there any gquestion
ig witness? If not, thank you. Actually, I do.
Could you retake the stand, Harlan? I guess we have a

question for you. Could you look at your exhibit for




810 1
Eingile par
ver

cause®e C\
ty service

ect there,

1d mave
r admission of




Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2, whi
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 Exhibits

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

map? Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 217

they’ve been admitted. You may proceed,
Mr. Heaston.

MR. HEASTON: We would also join in the
motion on the toll control. The reason we did not seek
a4 waiver 1in the initial application is because as I
read Paragraph 388 of the Order in the DA 97-157

that toll blocking would be guffi

was dependent upon when you
we do not feel we need a waiver

wisdom seems to be

follow the herd here
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while we agree with Bob Barfield in his observation

since we don‘t know when ‘s going to happen,

want a n but

18 Loo expensive

i1l1d be able to come back to this

Commissi her waiver of that, of

mplemen trol with part of the essential

telecommunications carrier obligation.

WI1EST Okay. Woul Commissioners

G: Did we ! ¥ ibits*?

8§ becaus

as becauses technology wa




-

I can understand why technology wasn't there

didn't - 1 wasn' in Congress when they voted
was part of the Ac

MR.

ONER NELSON:

s and statute

ON: That'’'s t
e've urged them to
IONER NELSON: Right. So
ion wit the undersatanding

stated 3 ariginall

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:
or one year, a waiver for one year, and
ne motion had anything more than

waliver from toll control for one

It doesn’t.

SCHOENFELDER: Then







pieces of paper.
consolidate it
suggestions.

MR.

cal

was

BY MR. HEASTON:
Mr.

of

at that
That’'s all
HEASTON:

have

led

examined and

Lehner

elimina

So if we can find a way to
time, I would welcome any
I have,
have Mr. Lehner available
to ask him.

as a witness, being first duly sworn,

testified as follows:

our application we described

multi-party services and going

ice throughout U S West service

he Commiss the status of

what we've al




second guarter

date of 6-30 o©

=ted by 6-30




exhibit. Let me just read them off.

four; delle Fourche,
Lake Preston, one
" OMMISSIONER NELSON: Do

over?

Belle Forche, si

Pregston, one;
our; - Redfield, two; Si

fish, Watertown,




te these customers?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes,

A Yes. I think the answer is we are constantly

looking for a c ) : ii1s because n some
-as Commissicone .. ] g about over $100,0
ade a 31 ! just doesn’'t

o deo t) ! I h 1 seem to
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And does it provide local usage?

MS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone

multi-frequency signalling or its functional

eguivalent
A Yes.
MS. : provide access
services?
Yes.
Ms. : provide access tc operator
servicesg?
A
provide access
interexchange

A, Yes.

MS. I [: And do you provide access

already tal

yYou provide
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i

7

you

plans,

and

-
=

see tha there

rules with

Lol
i

bee

an Fo
on C0

£l

know,

everything.

granted any of

of providing service due to the cost

My problem, is that I don’'t

I guess,

5

i any de minimus exception within the

[
=

[

respe te single party service. Have

this type of de minimus

K

11
[#4

-

1at requirement, do you know, in any

[}

acatcea:




Yes.
MS. WIEST: And in the FCC’'s public notice

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

to USAC the names of the ETC's and the designated

service areas for nonrural carriers no later than
December 31st, 1897. And I know you made some
reference to these things in your application, but I
don't think you really told us what you want your
service area to be. Because the FCC has told us tha!
we better not adopt your study area as your service
area for large ILEC's. Do you have service areas for
company that you want the Commission to adopt at
time?
A. Well I suppose that -- and, Bill, jump in
to help me with this. But I suppose
ice area ought to be our exchanges in ti}
Dakota. Now, the study area is a
has not been determined ye:r.

BETV1iCEe area

e
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M
guess, if
would de

he

supported by
high cost or
appens to b
rrent iY% uUun
mode i8 goi
AT® 8 - At
Wit An TaAl
L ] L-
i il - £
- 1'
-y 1 i
" k that
Juat O a
] wever
MS
tilli have
ME

N

area where

HEASTON:

cCe.

When it

low 1in
L Yyou
der delk
ng b
vague
i s n
1al deci
I Think
ca
. -
r
'F - -
what
\rger o
wire ce
i
-I.....| : |
WIEST
HEAST

o

that's what you're

ignate to the

From a general perspective, I

looking for is what you

FCC would not be anything

we're authorized or certified t

comes to where the

areas are

be where the services would be

b

gal service fund, whether it'sg

me or libraries or whatever it
Oow, that's an area that's

¢ depending upon which proxy cost
accepted And so that's why we

-

because

—

=]

what this

ne and nor has the FCC omeé out
i A8 to whatr model i going t
if we're required t take a lock at|
would do it from the standpoint of

With the law I1f that's what
C mply with the FCC requirement
we wculd look at is an area,
in an exchange area, which we woul
ter or an exchange area. And we
e on that

He how many exchanges do you
N It's on the list we submitted.




A I can't answer that exactly. It's
approximately 35.
MS. WIEST: It would be attached?
MR. HEASTON: It’s on our exhibit to our
application.
MS. WIEST: So however many with the
amendment the three that were missed. That’s how many
you would like the Commission to
U S Weat at this time?
guess I'm not sure whether we would want to
designate each exchange.
MS. WIEST: My problem is we are supposed to
tell the FCC by December 31st what your designated

gEervice area 18.

A. Then 1 we ought to do it exchange by

YOUu want more Lime to

I would. I mean
in the other two
had the same basic
will do a late-filed
ould with an affidavit from Jon.
MS. WIEST: Okay.

MR. HEASTON: What are you relying on again,




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

public no t was docket 96-45 DA 97-1892 issued

9-29-97.

paragraphs : s .

order.

CREMER: 185, 192.

WIEST: The docket number for the FCC

s

TON: Not the docke:! umber

order number.

Okay. I was looking ac

right. And the other
paragraph 185,
PUC adopts i
1eir study

entry. We are also

|
areas aat —i




e

require an ILEC to serve areas other than they
traditiconally served.
Yes. And, see,
i§ where you have not
FCC to determine how
oxy standpoin

advocating smaller

for universal
a Socuth Dakota
ided not to d
onths ago, as opposed to Wyoming and
I do have that because those two are
own, or suggesting their own
have the small grids, as we call
for you. cannot

ht now than a wire

Excuse me, may 1 comment briefly
I understand that I‘'m not a party butc 1
wag my understanding today that the whole
issue of disaggregated service areas for U S West or
any other company may come up. But I would like to say
.

we certainly have an interest in the issue. And

think ! he FCC rules indicate that --




1 | and the rules indicate that before changing an existin

S§510n at

o

|
2 Iservxcv area, that the Comm 1e state level
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4

|
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1
niversal F
|

1 Decigsions on U S West gservice area d:anarega:;:" and

\ : |

11 80 forth could certainly impact rural telephone
~ompanies as well And I guess going int»o this |
13 pPI eeding 1t was cur understanding that there are !
4 »rtain established incumbent LEC service areas, and HJ

(o]
4e]

iidn inderstand, 1 uess, that w - = hat he issue

el

1]

P
"




o e (D

issue with respect to U S West. And it's just my

LS T

understanding the Commission does have to do the

o o #

service area in order for U S West to get your

| universal service money.
|
]

MR. HEASTON: If I could have until whatever
date was suggested earlier on getting the additional
ffidavic n, I'll have a recommendation for you from
U S West on tharc.
MS. WIEST: Okay. Are there any other
questions o© his witness? One more guestion,

| Mr. Lehner. Do you have any observation to what

Mr. Best suggested as advertising requirements for your

company?
A. I‘'m not su I understood exactly what
he was requiring. ) 1 i Lo advertise

once a year in ti 1 T think we have

to single party
is to prowvide
those 52 customers?
U 5 West's position
that you've stated is
Ity service no longer

believe you stated you would have




0 all customers by the year

investment program continued,
would have been out here © the staff and to
vyou about these anyway, because as we honed down to
some to the last few on some of these exchanges,

became obvious that this 5 - hise is foolish t

S

that kind of mon - he current technology.

make any sense.

WIEST: That's 11 have. Mr. Heaston,
want to address the guestion of whether
has ut ity to provide any de

exceptior 3y th le party without putting
line
MR. HEAS i: t know that de minimus
you could put a time
enewable that we would have to
he rule would allow you to do
in on a regularly-scheduled

maybe semi-annually, to update

are technologywise y» takin

»
A 4l

Any other questions?

FELDER: I have a question
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of Mr. Lehner, And the reason I

1
-

-
-

addressed ., however, I don’t

T

-

apologize.

1
-

But you addressed

| exhibit on your origimal applicat

¥ .
ine, L1INX

Up.

, or a page that locks like

U S We rally intends to

iasion n Lifeline,

ely.

4

I10MER

page doesn‘'t apply

SCHOENFELDER:

COMMISSIC
knoy
to provide

chat

you

hat

o

r those services

o]
=

Huron, those are pretty -- I mean

because in your amended application you might

have

And basically

Link

have a guesticon 18
have

-
1=

-

a copy of that and

n

-
Lt

here and you have a

s
=

ion that regards

what

a carif

comply wi

up?

SCHOENFELDER:

an

me
more.

} |

Thank you.

Thank you.

have a

about

talking

this single

18 F 4 1
isceQd J4

BOmMe areas.

can you explain that




(8]

8
|:g me a little bit because I find that a little odd.

A. The high cost we're talking about in many

cases, not only replacing, we’'re talking about

ar
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because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be rur
| out miles and miles and miles and there's nobody out
there or something. But if this

populated area, and it doesn’t

live with

South Dakota, doesn’
lines are all filled up.

some reason why that's acceptable,

especially when some of those little companies are

saying that they got maybe three or four people left
that they don't have that service for and they’ve made
every effort to say, well waiver but we wil

g9 it DY Loe o

ow
Yyou're

probably

cases where

id

money and recover




-
ik

spend 5100,000 or 5150,000 or 50,000, whatever

to do these, but somewhere that has to be recovered and

n‘t
omer
me this
the governor’'s bil said last

talking making available

in South Dakota. Basica
talking he

single party

happy to negotia

think maybe when we're down




hose names:
could work it out I share what Ccunsel
‘m not sure we can make the exception. know that
S West's counsel has given us what I
erm on2, that in other words, we c¢3uld give
but 1 don't ki
probably ought to
look : in ogel neet and find the solution

o maet the FCC les I think if we can. But so many

maybe, I guess, what 1 would like to request is
ctual name and location of those 52 filed at some

me , ! ‘e whether it's part of this docket

be provided.

octher questions?

I suppose we

grant them

For single party.

this time staff has a witness

Sctaff would
HARLAN BEST.

4 witness., being previously sworn,




examined and testified as follows:

e |
£
<]
]

b
; 4
ri
_'!
i
-+
-
3
O
~

m
=
tr

S. CREMER:

q | Q Harlan, were you the analyst assigned to

al

| TC87-163, U S West‘'s application?

n

7 < And have you reviewed that application by U s

o
x
P
t

10 Q And would you agree with Mr Lehner when he
1 | testitled earlier that they met all the vrequirements of
14 a7 CFR 54-1017
13 A That they have met those?
L4 o Yes
1¢ A. Yes, with the discussion that we've had on

1€ single party
1 g Right kay And at your recommencation for
1B ydvertising, would that be the same for U S West as it
i3 was I0or the Chers

A Yoc

21 0 ARG what would your recommendaticn be for che

23 Commission 1n defining a service area for U 5 West?
- It would be the wire ce eyr.

9 MS. CREMER That‘s all the guestions I would
2 hawve
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION RECEIVED
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA N 13 1007

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY REQUEST FOR ETC

COOPERATIVE, INC. FOR DESIGNATION DESIGNATION

AS AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS DOCKET TCY97-

CARRIER

Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc. { “ITC”) pursuant to 47 United States

Code Section 214(e) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section 54.201 hereby
secks from the Public Utilities Commission (“Commission™) designation as an
“eligible telecommunications carrier” within the local exchange areas that
constitute its service area in South Dakota. In support of this request, ITC offers

the following:

|.Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e) it is the Commission’s responsibility to
designate local exchange carriers (“LECs™) as “eligible telecommunications carriers™
(*ETCs"), or in other words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service
obligations consiste 1t with the federal law and should be deemed eligible to receive
federal universal service support. At least one eligible telecommunications carrier is
to be designated by the Commission for each service area in the State. However, in
the case of areas served by “rural telephone companies”, the Commission may not
designate more than one LEC as an ETC without first finding that such additional
designation would be in the public interest. Under 47 CFR § 54.201, beginning
January 1, 1998, only telecommunications carriers that have received designation from
the Commission to serve as an eligible telecommunications carrier within their service

area will be eligible to receive lederal universal service support.

EXHIBIT

s




2. ITC is the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently providing local
exchange telecomiiiunications services in the following exchanges in South Dakota:

Bradley-784 Waubay-947
Castlewood-793 Webster-345
Clark-532 Willow Lake/-625
Florence-758 Bryant-628
Hayti/-783

Lake Norden-785

ITC to its knowledge is the only carrier today providing local exchange

telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas.

3. ITC in accord with 47 CFR § 54.101 offers the following local exchange
telecommunications services 1o all consumers throughout its service area:

* Voice grade access to the public switched network:

* Local exchange service free of per minute charges under a flat rated
local service package.
Dual tone multi-frequency signaling;
Access to emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 911 public
services;
Access to operator services;
Access to interexchange service;
Access to directory assistance; and

Toll blocking service upon request.

As noted above, ITC does provide toll limitation service in the form of toll

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




as defined in the new FCC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54.400(3)) is not
provided. ITC 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 service order (FCC 97-157) that toll control would be imposed
as an ETC service requirement and , to our information and belief, as a result, LECs
nationwide are not positioned to make the service immediately available. In order for
ITC to provide the service, additional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have
to be installed in its local switching equipment. At minimum, the service requires a
switching software upgrade and at this time ITC 1s investigating and attempting to
determine whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might
become available.

Accordingly, ITC is faced with exceptional circumstances concerning its ability
to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC’s universal service
rules and must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such service. At this
time, a waiver for a period of one year is requested. Prior to the end of the one vear
period, I'TC will report back to the Commission with specific information indicating
when the necessary network upgrades can be made and the service can be made
available to assist low income customers. The Commission may properly grant a

waiver from the “toll control™ requirement pursuant to 47 CFR 54.101 ( ¢ ).

4. I'TC has previously and will continue to advertise the availability of its local
exchange services in media of general distribution throughout the exchange areas

served. Prior to th s filing, ITC has not generally advertised the prices charged for all

of the above-identified services. It will do so going forward in accord with any

specific advertising standards that the Commission may develop.




5. Based on the foregoing, ITC respectfully requests the Commission:

(a)grant a temporary waiver of the requirement to provide “toll control™ service:
and

(b)grant an ETC designation to ITC covering all of the local exchange

areas that constitute its present service area in the State
Dated this {..'_’{ day of June, 1997.

Intrastate Telephone

Company, Inc

; - ’
P - M T AL

Dean E. Anderson. General Manager
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The following responses refer to the information requested in

your letter dated October 1, 1967,

1. Pursuvant te 47 C.P.R.
its functional equivalent

54.101(a)(4), single-party service or
must be made available by an Eligible

Telecommunications Carrier (BETC) to receive universal service

support mechanisms. Does

service?

the above-referenced company have this

All customer lines are single party except for four customers.

Since acquiring this property in June, 1986, we have converted

in excess of 200 customers from l'uu."_:—i;-_!r{':' service to :;;“._}_"_.1

i . L the four remaining customers, facllities to
them with asingle party service are already in

[ customers will be upgraded within the next few

days. The other two tomers cannot be upgraded until

additional facilities are installed but this construction will be

completed prior to the end of the construction season with the

ctual upgrades occurring shortly thereafter. All customers will

have single party service prior to the end of the Year.

2. Pursuant to 47 C.P.R.

54.405 and 54.411, Lifeline and Link Up

services must be made available by an ETC to qualifying low-

income consumers.

Does the applicant company. as referenced

above, make these services available to qualifying consumers?

Intraatate Telephone any, Inc. currently offers Lifeline and
I k Up lecal s iscounts within i exchange areas.
Beginnin 38, the programas will be offéred under new
tern n FCC rules, C.F.R. 54.¢ 117, and any
PUC deci implementation of the expanded programs
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ear Msa. remer:
he four tomers that ed to have multi-party service
n the ~rober B filin on have be upgraded to single
parcty service, Thus, all customers now have aingle party
LNCerely .,

Dean E. Ander: i

General Manager

¢3: Jerry Heiberger
Fent Morris

EXHIBIT




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY ) FINDINGS OF FACT,

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY , INC. ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) ORDER AND NOTICE OF
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) ENTRY OF ORDER

) TC97-077

On June 13, 1997, the Public Utlities Commission (Commission) received a request lor
designation as an ehgible telecommunications carner (ETC) from Intrastate Telephone Company,
Inc. (ITC). ITC requested designation as an eligible telecommunications camer within the lacal
exchange areas that constitute i1s service area

The Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filing and the intervention deadline
o interesled individuals and enlities. No person or entity filed o i tervene By order dated
November 7, 1997, the Commission sel the hearing for this matter for 1. 30 p m on November 19,
19897, in Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was heid as scheduled. At the heanng, the Commission granted ITC a one year
waiver of the requirement to prowide toll control service within its service area. Al its December 11,
1857, meeting, the Commission granted ETC designation to ITC and designated its study area as
IS service area

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

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

On June 13, 1997, the Commission received a request for designation as an ETC from ITC
ITC requested des:gnation as an ETC within the local exchange areas that constitute its senice
area |TC serves the following exchanges Bradiey (784). Bryant (628). Castlewood (793); Clark
(532). Florence (758). Hayli (783), Lake Norden (785). Waubay (347), Webster (345); and Willow
Lake (625) Exhibit 1

Pursuant 1o 47 US C. § 214(e)(2), the Commussion i1s required to designate a common
carner thal meets the requirements of section 214(ej(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

1

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that 1s designaled as an ETC is eligible
to receive universal service support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms either using s own fackhas or a
combination of its own faciities and resale of another camier's services The carmer mus! also
advertise the avalability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution
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The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or
functionalites as those supported by federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade
access to the pubkc swiiched network, (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal, (4) single poty service or its functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency
services, (6) access lo operalor services, (7) access lo interexchange service, (8) access to
directory assistance, and (9) toll limitation for qualfying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R §

54 101(a)
v

As part of its cbligations as an ETC, an ETC is required 1o make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R §54 405 47CF R § 54 411

Vi

ITC offers voice grade access 1o the public swilched network to all consumers throughout
ils service area.  Exhibit 1

v

ITC offers local exchange service including an amount of local usage free of per minute
charges lo all consumers throughout iis service area. |d

Vil

ITC offers dual tone mulli-frequency signaling 1o all consumers throughout its service area
Id

IX

ITC offers single party service to all consumers throughout its service area. Exhibits 2 and

X

ITC offers access io emergency services 1o all consumers throughoul its service area
Exhibil 1

Xl
ITC offers access to operator services o all consumers throughou! its service area. |d
X

ITC offers access to interexchange services to all consumers throughout its service area

X

ITC offers access to directory assistance 1o all consumers throughout its service area. |d

L



xw

One of the services required 1o be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll limitation. 47 CF.R. § 54 101(a}{(9). Toll hmnation consists of both toll blocking and toll
control 47 CF R § 54 .400(d) Toll control is a service that allows consumers o specify a certain
amount of toll usage that may be incurred per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R. § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking is a service thal lets consumers elect not 1o allow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47
C.F.R § 54 400(b)

xv
ITC offers loll blocking to all consumers throughout its service aiea Exhibi 1
xvi

ITC does not currently offer loll control. |d  In order for ITC to provide toll control, additional
usage iracking and sicrage capabikbes will have to be installed in its local swilching equipment. ITC
1S attempting to determine whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might
become avallable |d

xwVii

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

FAY L

With respect 1o the obigaton 10 advertise the avalabidy of services supported by the federal
universal service suppon mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distnbution, ITC stated that it advertises the availability of its local exchange services in media of
general distnbution throughout its service area. However, ITC has not generally advertised the
pnces for these services. |d ITC slated /s inlention to comply with any advertising standards
developed by the Commission |d

Xix

ITC currently offers Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in is exchanges Exhibit 2 ITC
will offer the Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in all of its service area beginning January 1,
1998, in accordance with 47 CF R §5§ 54 400 to 54 417, inclusive, and any Commission imposed
requirements Exhibit 2

XX

The Commission finds that ITC currently provides and will continue to provide the following
services or functionalites throughout its service area: (1) voice grade access 1o the public switched
network, (2) local usage. (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4) single-party service, (5) access
to emergency services, (6) access lo operalor services, (7) access to interexchange service, (8)
access lo dreciory assistance, and (9) toil blocking for qualifying low-income consumers




XXl

Tha Commiss:on finds that pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 101(c) t wall grant ITC a waiver of the
requirement to offer toll control services untl December 31, 1998 The Commssion finds thal
excephonal circumstances prevent ITC from prowiding 1oll control at this ime due 1o the difficulty in
oblaining the necessary scftware upgrades 1o provide the service

XN

The Comrmussion finds that ITC intends to provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying
customers throughout its service area consisten] with state and federal rules and orders

XK

The Commussion finds that ITC shall advertise the avalabidity of the servwices supporied by
the federal universal sernce support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout its service
area using media of general distnbution once each year The Commssion further finds thal i the
rale for any of the services supponed by the federal universal sernce support mechanism changes
the new rate must be advertised using media of general distnbution

XXV

Pursuant 1o 47T U S C § 214(e)(5), the Commussion designates ITC's current study area as
its service area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26, 45-31,
and 47 USC §214

1

Pursuant 10 47 US C § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required 1o designale a commaon
camer that meets the requirements of section 214{e)(1) as an ETC for a sennice area designaled
by the Commission

Pursuant to 47 US C. § 214(e)(1), a common camer thal is designated as an ETC is eligible
lo receve universal servce support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supporied by federal universal sennce supporli mechanisms either using its own facilites or a
combmnabon of s ow~ facilities and resale of another camers services. The camer mus! aiso
advertise the availabuty of such senices and the rates for Ihe services using media of general
distnbution

v

The FCC has designated the following services or funchonahties as those supported by
federal universal serviceé support mechanisms. (1) voice grade access 10 the pubbc switched
network, (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or iis functional equal, (4) single
party senice or its functional equivalent, (5) access lo emergency sennces, (6) access lo gperator




services, (7) access 1o inlerexchange service, (B) access lo direclory assistance, and () toll
limitation for qualifying low-income consumers, 47 CF.R. § 54 101(a)

v

As pan of ts obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link
Up services lo qualifying low-income consumers 47 CF R §54 405 47TCFR §54411

Vi

ITC has mel the requirements of 47 C F.R. § 54 101(a) with the exception of the ability to
offer toll control. Pursuant to 47 CF R. § 54 101(c), the Commissi -1 concludes that ITC has
demonstrated exceptional circumstances that justify granting it a waiver of the requirement lo offer
toll control until December 31, 1998

Vi

ITC shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying customers throughout ils service
area consistent with stale and federal rules and orders

Vil
ITC shall advertise the avadability of the services supported by the federal universal service
support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general distnbution once each year
If the rate for any of the services supported by the federal universal service support mechanism
changes, the new rate shail be advertised using media of general distnbution

X

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(5), the Commission designates ITC's current study area as
its service area

X

The Comimssian designales ITC as an ehgible telecommunications carner for its service
area

It is therefore
ORDERED, that ITC's currenl study area s designaled as s service area, and it is

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

FURTHER ORDERED, that ITC shall follow the advertising requerements as ksted above, and

FURTHER ORDERED, thal ITC is designated as an eligible lelecommunications carrier for
13 service area




NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ 'E J’“dw of December,
1697 Pursuant to SODCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or
failure to accept delivery of the decision by the parties

Dated at Pierre. South Dakota, this _/ /. y’day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
7
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December 17, 1997

e

Bill Bullard

South Dakota Public Utilites Commission
State Capitol Building

500 East Capitol

Pierre, SD 57501

Dear Mr. Bullard:
Pursuant to the FCC's rules 47 CFR Section 54.401 (d) and the South

Dakota Public Utilities Commission Docket TC97-150. please find
enclosed the Lifeline and Linkup implementation plan for Interstate

Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. and Intrastate Telephone Company,
Inc

If you have any questions regarding the enclosed information, please feel
free to call m= at (605) 874-8300.

Sincerely,

ITC

il T

Dean E. Anderson
General Manager

DEA:1k
Enclosures




LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN
OF INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY INC,

Intrastate Telephone Company Inc. submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.401(d). Intrastate
Telephone Company Inc. has been designated as an eligible telecommunications carrier by the South
Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“SDPUCT™) and, as such, must make Lifeline and Link Up service
available to qualifying low-income consumers as set forth in the Commission's Final Order and
Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision dated November 18, 1997, issued in Docket TC97-150 (In_the
Matter of the Investigation into the Lifeline and Link Up Programs), which is attached as Exhibit A, and
consistent with the criteria established under 47 CFR §5§ 54.400 to 54,417, inclusive.

A. General

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

2. A qualified low-income consumer is a telephone subscriber who participates in at least one of

the following public assistance programs:

a. Medicaid

b. Food Stamps

c. Supplemental Secunity Income (SSI)

d. Federal Public Housing Assistance

¢. Low-Income Home Encrgy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

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

4. Intrastate Telephone Company Inc. will advertise the availability of Lifeline and Link Up
services and the charges therefore using media of general distnbution and in accord with any
rules that may be developed by the SDPUC for application to eligible telecommunications
carriers

5. In addition, Intrastate Telephone Company Inc.. as required by the Funal Order and Decision,
Notice of Entry of Decision of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will indicate in it's annual report to the
SDPUC the number of subscribers wathin i1"s service area recewving Lifeline and/or Link Up
assistance. In additron, this information will be provided o the Universal Service Admimistrative
Company (“USACT)

6. Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance
cannot currently ' e provided by [ntrastate Telephone Company Inc. because it has no access to
the government information necessary to determine how many of its telephone subscribers are
participating in the above referenced public assistance programs. Without this information,
Intrastate Telephone Company Inc. cannot prowide, at this time, even a reasonable estimate of the
aumber of 1s subscribers who, alter January 1, 1998, will be receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up
service. Information as to the number of its low-income subscribers qualifying for Lifeline andior
Link Up can be provided after apphications for Lifeline and Link Up assistance have been
received by Intrastate Telephone Company Ine




7. In accord with the SDPUC"s Final Order and Dectsion; Notice of Entry of Deéctsion, Intrastate
Telephone Company Inc. will make application forms available 1o all of its existing residential
customers, 1o all new customers when they apply for residential local telephone service, and to
other persons or entities upon thewr request.

B. Lifeline

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

2. Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switched network, local usage, dual
tane multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent, single-party service or its functional
equivalent, access 10 eMErgency services, access 10 Operalor services, access o interexchange
service, access (o directory assistance, and toll limitation.

3. Qualified low-income subscribers are required to submit an application form in order to
receive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assistance, the subscriber must certify under
penalty of perjury that they are currently participating in at least one of the qualifying public
assistance programs listed in Section A.2, above. In addition, the subscriber must agree to notify
Intrastate Telephone Company Inc. when they cease participating in the qualifving public
assistance programi(s).

4. The total monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified consumers is 55.25. [ntrastate
Telephone Company Inc. shall provide the credit to qualified consumers by applying the federal
baseline support amount of $3.50 to waive the consumer’s federal End-User Common Line
charge and applying the additional authorized federal support amount of $1.75 as a credit 1o the
consumer's intrastate local service rate. The federal baseline support amount and additional
support avuilabie, totaling $5.25, shall reduce Intrastate Telephone Company Inc. lowest tariffed
(or otherwise generally available) resideatial rate for the services listed above in Section B3, Per
the attached SDPUC Final Order and Deciston; Notice of Entry of Decision, the SDPUC has
authorized intrastate rate reductions for eligible telecommunications carriers making the
additional federal support amount of $1.75 available. The SDPUC did not establish a state
Lifeline program to fund any further rate reductions. (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact VII and VIIL;
and Conclusions of Law [1 and I11).

5. Intrastate Telephone Company Inc. will not disconnect subscribers from their Lifeline service

for non-payment of toli charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR § 34.401(b)(1), has
granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect requirement,

6. Except 1o the extent that Intrastate Telephone Company Inc. has obtained a waiver from the
SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.101(c), the company shall offer toll limitation to all qualifying
low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline service. If the subscriber elects to receive
toll limitation, that service shall become pan of that subscriber’s Lifeline service




Intrastate Telephone Company will not collect a service deposit in order 10 imitiate Lifelin:
service if the qualifying low-income consumer voluntarily elects toll blecking on their telephone
line. However, one month’s local service charges may be required as an advance payment

C. Link Up
. Link Up means

{a) A reducton in the customary charge for commenciag telecommunications service for
4 single telecommunications connection atl a consumer’s prnincipal place of residence.
The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge or $30.00, whichever is less;
and

(b} A deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed for commencing service, for
which the consumer docs not pay interest. The interest charges not assessed 1o the
consumer shall be for connection charges of up to $200.00 that are deferred to a period
not fo exceed one vear

-

= Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are customarily assessed
for connecting subscribers to the network. These charges do not include any permissible secunty
deposit requirements.

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

Intrastate Telephone Company Inc
312 4% S1. West

Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226
Telephone (605) 574-2181

Name Posation




EXHIBIT "A"

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORDER AND

INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISION; NOTICE OF

PROGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
) TC97-150

Al its August 18, 1937, regularly scheduled meeting, the Public Utilities Commission
(Commission) voled to open a docket concerning the Federal Communications
Commission’s (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and
Link Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided that it would provide for
additional federal support in the amount of $1.75, above the cur.2nt $3 50 level. However,
in order for a state’s Lifeline consumers to receive the additional $1 75 in federal support,
the state commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastate rate paid
by the end user. 47 C.F R § 54 403(a). Additional federal support may also be received
in an amount equal to one-half of any support generated from the intrastate jurisdiction,
up to a8 maximum of $7 00 in federal support. 47 CF.R § 54.403(a). A state commission
must file or require the camier to file information with the administrator of the federal
universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's Lifeline plan meets the criteria set
forth in 47 C.F.R. § 54 401

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

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

2. Whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline Program to fund further
reductions ir 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 carer o file information with the
administrator of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the camer's Lifeline
plan meets the crniteria set forth in 47 C F.R_§ 54 401(d)?

By order dated October 16, 1997, the Commission set public hearings 1o receive
public comment on the questions listed above The hearings were held at the following
times and places

RAPID CITY Monday, October 27, 1997, 1.00 p.m , Canyon Lake Senior Citizens
Center, 2800 Canyon Lake Drive, Rapid City, SD




PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 1.30 p. m, State Capitol Building, Room
412, 00 Eas! Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

SIOUX FALLS Wednesday, October 29 1997, 900 am, Center for Active
Generations, 2300 Wes! 46th, Sioux Falls, SD

At its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commission ruled as foliows: On the first
issue, the Commission authornized intrastate rate reductions (o allow eligible consumers
to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. With respect lo the second i1ssue, the
Commission decided to nol set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this
time. On the third issue, the Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that
requires U S WEST and cammers that have purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a
£3.50 reduction of local rates to low income customers age 60 and over. The Commission
further ruled that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the camiers, develop a slandard form
for self-certification; that these forms be sent to all of their customers pnor to January 1,
1998, and thereafler, lo all new customers, and that the carmers make the forms available
to any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
camer be required to file with the FCC the information demonstrating thal the camer's plan
meels the applicable FCC cntena and that the carrier send an informational copy to the
Commission. Further, that the carniers include in their annual report to the Commission
the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support

Based on the wntten comments and evidence and testimony recewved at the
hearings, the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT

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

The amount of TAP assistance 1s $7.00, $3 50 of which is federally funded, with the
remaning $3 50 funded by the local telecommunications camer. |d at page 3 Although
U S WEST was onginally allowed to charge a surcharge lo fund the program, U S WEST
subsequently gave up that nght in Docket F-3647-8, |n the Matter of the Public Utilities
Commussion Investigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakota
Utlittes Exhibit 5 In order to receive the TAP assistance, a member of the househoid




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

The Link Up America program provides assistance in an amount equal to one-half
of the qualifying subscriber's telephone service connection charges up 10 a maximum of
$30.00. |d. at page 3. In order to receive Link Up assistance, a customer must be
receiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presently have
local telephone service and must not have been provided telephone service at his or her
residence within the previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal
income tax purposes (dependency criteria does not apply to those 60 years of age or
older). |d. The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. Id

v

The F CC rev:sa-d the c:urrerrt Ltl'efma and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-

3 evICR, adopled Ma‘f 7.1997
Begmn:ng qanuary 1. 1998 the FCC found that !he federal baseline Lifeline support will
be $3 50 per qualifylng low-income consumer with an additional $1.75 in federal support
if the state commission approves a cormesponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47
CF R §54403(a) Addtional federal Lifeline support in an amount equal 1o one-half the
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available. g

Vv

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue o be &
reduction in the telecommunications camer's service connection charges equal to one half
of the carrer's customer connection charge or $30.00, whichever isless. 47 CFR. §
54 413(b)

Vi

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there 1s no stale Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer s eligible for support if the consumer participates in one of the following
programs. Medicaid, food stamps, Supplemental Security Income, federal public housing
assistance: or the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program 47 CF R §§ 54 409(b)
and 54 415(b). In addition, if there is no slate Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penalty of penury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the
programs listed above and agrees to notify the camer if tha customer ceases 10 participale
in such program or programs. Id

Vil

The first issue 15 whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reduchons
to allow consumers eligible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1 75 in federal




support. The Commission finds that it shall authorize intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service lo allow eligibie
consumers (o receive ¢ 2 additional $1.75 in federal support. Thus, the tctal amount of
federal support is $5.25 per eligible customer

Vil

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

X

The third issue is whether to modify or eliminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect to the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall eliminate the existing TAP program that requires U S WEST and carriers that have
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3.50 reduction of local rates lo low income
customers age 60 and over. The Commission further finds that the South Dakota Lifeline
and Link Up programs shall follow the FCC rules. See 47 U.S.C. §§ 54 40010 54.417.
The effect of following the FCC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is
that the FCC eligibility requirements and self-cerification requiraments will apply to the
South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission orders that the
Commission staff, in consullation with the carmers, develop a standard form for self-
certification. The carriers shall send thase forms to each customer prior to January 1,
1998. The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers. Finally, the
carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request

X

The fourth issue is whether the Commission should file, or in the alternative, require
the carmier to file information with the fund administrator. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d). The
Commission finds the carmers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that
the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the camer send an informational
copy lo the Commission. The carriers shall also be required to include i their annual
report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up
support

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|
The Cummission has jurnisdichon over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapler 49-31,

specifically 49-31-1.1, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49-31-11, 49-31-12 1, 459-31-12.2 and
124, and 47 CF R §§ 54.400 to 54 417




I

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54 .403(a), the Commission authorizes intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommunications companies providing local exchange service
io allow eligible ronsumers to recaive the additional $1.75 in federal support

The Commission declines (o institute a state Lifeline program to fund further
reductions at this ime. The existing South Dakota [Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417, inclusive, on
January 1, 1998. The Commission staff, in consullation with the carriers, shall develop a
standard form for self-certification. The carriers shall send the: 2 forms o each customer
prior to January 1, 1998. The camers shall aiso send a form to each of their new
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms availabie to any person or entity
upon request.

v

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

It is therefore

ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service lo allow eligible
corisumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission will not set up a state Lifeline program
to fund furthe.* reductions at this time; and il is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission shall eliminate the existing TAP
program; thal the South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules; that
the Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self-
certification; that the carriers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior to
January 1. 1998; tha! the camers shall also send a form to each of their new cusiomers;

and thal the carners make the forms available to any person or entity upon request;, and
itis




FURTHER ORDERED, that the carrier shall file with the FCC the information
demonstraling thal the carner’s plan meels the applicable FCC rules and that the camer
send an informational < opy to the Commission. The carriers shall also include in their
annual report lo the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link
Up support

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _ /¢ %._ day of November, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF sEmnce BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
The undersigned herety certfies ot s :

cocument has been served lodey upon sl partsesy of

record in thn docksl, 53 Islad on e docks! servoe J

beai by facesmde or by frel class mad n propeny \

nddressed v WA Charges pregard Merean
By ,{.z%gf -‘: Hf’e/b‘
e ﬂ/ff///

(OFFICIAL SEAL) ' 2/ / ;/,. A Y ! {
J F A ﬁ d & _‘ 1

LASKA SCHO‘ENFELDER Cbmmnssloner






