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durm Opinion  and f?;dfr,
Imp eme'ztaz!@n of the Loeal Competition Provig ~ '
,f% t of 1996, CT Dacket No. 96-98, rel. Aug. 8, 1996 *"‘F”"’ 4 ¥

xtent that certain of the rules contained in the FCC lst Order szi the FCC 2nd
E,rmm' or any other FCC Order adopted to implement the Telecommunications

Act of 1996, are ulﬁmaf'&f"ji deemed by the couns to be not effective, this
‘a resment shall be medified 1o comport with the final court decisions and
subsequent FCLU rules adepied to comply with the court’s decisions,

”3

The Parties further agree and understand that the rates for local wansport
and termination agreed i, as set-forth in Exhibit A hereto, have not been
determined based on a specific costing methodology or company specific cost
studies and that they may have to be adjusted when an appropriate costing

methodelogy consistent "mh § 2522y of the Telecominumications Act is
established and aumai cost information or an accepiable cost proxy which
reasonably reflects the actual costs of providing the local transpornt and
termination services becomes availabie. ’

The Parties enter into this agreement without prejudice ¢ any positien

t resg_e 1 to similar future agreements between the Parties or

;i ions they mayv have taken previously, or may take in the

future in any ‘iaﬁisia‘ti\fe. regula on or other public forum addressing any m’*itt’ffs,

ludin 5 ed 10 the rates to be charged for transport and termination
of tocal waffic or the types of arrangements preseribed by this agreement,
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21 vAct” means the Commumucations Act of 1934 (47 US.C 131 &
sca. ), as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, and 235 from
& 7 .
time o fime interpreted in the duly authonzed rules and regulations of the
FCC or the Comrmussion within #s state of junsdiction,
2OUCORRET or "Commeroial Mobile Radio Servize” is as defined i the
Commumeations Act of 1934 as amended by the Tf’*ﬁ OMMBNIcAlDNS A0
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grmmination rates apply as set forth in FCC st Order a
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3.5 “Local Traffic” for mrposes of this
rgz nates and termmates, based on the lezc 07 f:
nd landline end user, within the same (MRS LCA.

CJ

E"‘ UCl

the vfyfzraiﬂss subscriber

,,A

3 6 “Major Trading Area (MTA) is & geographic area established in Rand
McNalty’s Commercial Atlas and Marketi ting Guide and used by the FCC
in é@f ing CMRS license boundanes for CMRS providers for purposes of

Sections 251 ard 252 of the Communications Act of 1934 as amended.
3.7 *Non-Loecal Traffic” is the completion of mnterMTA calls based on the

location of the wireless subscriber and the land line end user and the
completion of that roaming traffic, as defined in FCC 1st Crder, par. 1043,
to which switched access charges are applicable.

3.8 “Reciprocal Compensation Credit” for purposes of this Agreement
and based on current traffic trends is a monetary credit for wireline to
wireless traffic which is ariginated by a landline subscriber of Carrier and
terminates to a subscriber of CMRS Provider within the LCA. Should
traffic patterns change so that more wireless traffic is terminated by
CMRS Provider than Camrier within a prescribed billing period, the
reciprocal compensation credit shall be changed to reflect such difference.

“Transit Traffic” is traffic that originates from one provider
network, transits  eznother  elecommunication camer’s  network.
substantially unchanged, and termmaies lo yet another provider’s network.

AL fic” for purposes of this Agreement, means all calls in
either direction lw veen a user of CMRS Provider's CMES (where CMRS
ovider ps --,mc e w 'reiws equivalent of dial tone to the user) and an

Each Party shaill reciprocalls te ”'Yii‘“;‘“tc*‘;
".zch uther s network, Reciprocal traffic
irefess traffic between CM?{\; merkr
istent with Carrier’s cuirent practice with
'z:'e{eas local traffic mav be rouied ihreugn an
, iih the other Party's system. Any such
aTangement may be modified by a sr:pm"a te agreement 1f both Parties wv»h to
provide for two-way direct intercornection. Reciprocal traflic exchange per this
A greernent covers only transport and lerm nnation services provided for CMRES

paun;m only i assodiaton with CMR.‘; rvices. Other services, including any
drrect yerconnest arangerent r:s_t:.b'féshzﬁdi: etween the parties, shall be covered

sie coriract, landl or poce hist The transport and fermination services

et



Ancillary waffic which includes wh %if:’fﬁ
ancillary services mchupding, but not %z:mraﬁ i, du Y dssiSiange, |
operaior call termination {busy fine imerupl and. verify), SO0R
information services fﬁﬁﬁé«fiﬁg spacial bmz’w will be sxchanged and m TR
gecordance with the appropriate tart

tfs, local or swisched aoeess.

CMES Provider agrees that it shall not use é e services provided by
tra mation of non-loesl

5&1’;&3 cmﬁﬁaﬁﬁa 2

g won b ovider and Carper
shall reciprocally and symmelrically compensate one another for wirelsss local
traffic termainated to thewr end users. The rate(s) {of the fermination and transport

o £

of such traffic are as set forth in Exhubit A atiached hereto. i&m@" wﬁi hc’:‘
rezponsible for measunn U monthly mt 1
'r*h.cm fms“ (“V?‘S Provider

4 'y network. WZM rm.i usage Eae:gir}s %”.‘hﬁﬁ QMRS
wwhing office is signaled by the terminating end office that
wered. Measured usage ends upon e“mmtmn by the mobile
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South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of March 2, 2000 through March 8, 2000

If you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, please contact
Delaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing.
Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605-773-3809

CONSUMER CONIPLAINTS

CT00-045 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Ralph C. Campbell, Watertown,

South Dakota, against OLS, Inc. Regarding Swntchmg Telecommunications
Services Through Deceptlve Tactics.

On February 22, 2000, a formal complamt was received from Ralph C. Campbell indicating
that he received a deceptive telemarketing call. As a result of this call, the Complainant's

telecommunications ‘service was switched to OLS. As a resolution the Complainant is seeking
$1000 on behalf of all parties who were slammed.

Staff Analyst: Leni Healy
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 03/07/00
Intervention Date: NA

ELECTRIC
EL00-006 In the Matter of the Application of MidAmerican Energy Company for

Determinations Pursuant to Section 32(k)(2)(A) of the Public Utility Holding
Company Act.

Under Section 32(k)(1) of Public Utilities Holding Company Act, an electric utility may not
enter into a contract to purchase electric energy at wholesale from an exempt wholesale
generator if that exempt wholesale generator is an affiliate or associated company of the
electric utility unless the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission makes certain
determinations as required by the Act. MidAmerican Energy Company seeks such a
determination from the Commission with regard fo its proposal to purchase power from
Cordova Energy Center, an affiliate of MidAmerican.

Staff Analyst: Michele Farris
Staff Attorney: Camron Hoseck
Date Docketed: 03/02/00
Intervention deadline: 03/24/00



TCG0-020

TC00-021

TC00-022

TC00-023

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

~ In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone

Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Accent Communications, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of -Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Armour Independent Telephone
Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

~ between G C C. License L.L.C. and Baltic-Telecom Cooperatlve

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

~.between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Beresford Municipal Telephone

TC00-024

TC00-025

TC00-026

TC00-027

TC00-028

TC00-029

Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent' Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Bridgewater-Canistota Independent
Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone

~ Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and City of Faith Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone

Cocalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and East Plains Telecom, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Fort Randall Telephone Company.

“In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone

Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Golden West Telecommunications
Cooperative, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing'by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Hanson Communications, Inc.

2



TC00-030

TC00-031

TC00-032

TC00-033

TC00-034

TC00-035

- TC00-036

TC00-037

TCO00-038

TC00-039

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Hanson County Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approvai of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Heartland Communications, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

‘between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Interstate Telecommunications

Cooperative, Inc. .

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and James Valley Cooperative Telephone
Company. : ; o

. In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone

Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Jefferson Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Indépendent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Kadoka Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreemenit
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Kennebec Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and McCook Cooperative Telephone
Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Midstate Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the 'Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Mount Rushmore Telephone Company.



TC00-040

TC00-041

TC00-04?-
TC00-043
TC00-044
TC00-045
TCOQ-046
TC00-047

TC00-048

TC00-049

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and RC Communications, Inc.

In the r\llatter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Roberts County Telephone Cooperative:
Association.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone

Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Sanborn Telephone Cooperative.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone

Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Sancom, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Sioux Valley Telephone Company.

In the Matter-of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement -
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Splitrock Properties, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Splitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Stateline Telecommunications, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone
Company. -

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative,
Inc. ,



TC00-050

TC00-051

TC00-052

TC00-053

TCO00-054

TC00-055

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Union Telephone Company.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Télephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

. between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Valley Cable & Satellite
) Commumcatlons Inc.

In the Matter of the FiI»ing by South Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Valley Telecommunications

Cooperative Association.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota independe‘nt Telephone ,
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Venture Communications, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Independent Telephone ‘
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Vivian Telephone Company d/b/a
Golden West Communications, Inc.

In the Matter of the Filing by South Dakota Indepéndent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement

between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and West Rlver Cooperative Telephone
Company.

PR I Y R

in the Matier of the Filing by‘ Soiith Dakota Independent Telephone
Coalition for Approval of Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreement
between G.C.C. License L.L.C. and Western Telephone Company.

Description for TC00-020 thfu TC00-056

The above companies have each filed a reciprocal transport and termination agreement which
was negotiated and entered into between them and GCC License L.L.C. which is an affiliate of
Western Wireless Corporation. Commission approval is sought pursuant to 46 U.S.C. Section

252(e).

~ Staff Attorney: Camron Hoseck
Date Filed: 03/02/00
Intervention Deadline: 03/24/00

You may receive this listing and other PUC publications via our website or via internet e-mail.
You may subscribe or unsubscribe to the PUC mailing lists at http://www.state.sd.us/puc/
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Yeroh 30, 2000

W«"éﬁ%m %Sw%a’@ é%
?L%{: %ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ:ﬁ f r}f**mrsamﬁ
%f’-%iazfrﬁ, SD 5?’581 -

RE. in the Matter of the Reciprocal Transport and Termingtion Agresments
TEOG-020 through TOO0-088, inclusive

Daar Mr. Bullard:

Flease consider this to be the Staff analysis and recommendation nthe & g of
ihasc—;- reciprocat iransport and termination agresmenis. v

Based upon the representation of Richard Coit on behalf of 8DITC, thet all the
agreerments are identical in their terms and conditions, | will thersfore &
comments (o these agreements in such a8 manner.

it is to be noted that the effective dale of the agreement is Janusry 1, 1€
were 1ot tendered o this Commission unti March 2, 20085, approximately & year
ang two monihs after the effective date. 1t is subimitted that giving te aoeemes
a retrogciive effect would be contrary to the public interest for 2 couple of
reasans. First, under the provisions of 47 UB.C. § 252 (8) (1) the agm%m%m% i
suﬁéﬁc:‘ ‘o approval or rejection by this Commigsion. Therefore, # oar
sffect until this Comumission approves it Becondly, the agfeamm% %i'g
bear signature dates of Seplember, Cciober, Movember or Detomy £ i
wga 2, ?im:: second full paragraph, the agresment recites that ex %{2&-%’{« ﬁ*ﬁ
ates for the local trensport and termination. To adoot the agreemenls whis

ﬂﬁaﬂv@ on the "effective date” of January 1, 1999, o Yie sigrahrs Sate of ithe
September or Decarmber of 1998, would be o effect retroactive rale r’zﬁ%gﬁq The
public erest s not % ved when parties snter into agreements thet eesk i

IMDOSS raes .i ¥ing & tme period in which a vatid contract selting hose rates
does not exist

It shoutd further be pointed out that the agreement with Fi. Randall Tel

Company, TCO0-027, is incomplete and appears to have a conying arror, ?ﬁg

position s hased upon the as*sx-mmcm that & valid contract exigts | s‘m% ik that B
same g5 the othars which were filed.

snhone







%m?ﬁzwm%w e

April 4, 2000

Williarn Bullard, Ir., Bxsoutive Director
South Dakots Public Uhilities Commission
508 Bagt Capitnl Ave.

Stpie Capitol Building

P {5 4 45 gn;} S75461

RE:  Inthe Mater of the Reciprocal Transport and Termination Agreements

Dackets TCO0-020 through TCO0-056

This lefter 13 filed by SDITC ah behalf of its member compandes as 2 response o the %ﬁ’zzm of
Stafl Astorney Cameron Hoseck filed in this matter, dated Margh 30, 2000.
Wz, Hoseck [t raises 88 a concern the fact that the Reciprocal Transport az;é Pared
AgIRCments 45 fled reference an effective date of Jemmary 1, 1999, In respomse, BETTC nos
that thes iz morely Qwﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁ the aff‘mézw cxau. fgmﬁ 1;53»@ E:fﬁmwn ﬁ%—ﬁ @» 2 o5 & zi% a}z‘bﬂ ¥
e wevpesied to me
ﬁﬁ@maég 1% W B ?iﬁ: a@?ﬁ{}’k ih. T}iﬁ p&ﬁ%ﬁ@ Mﬁ?ﬁm Ii’idé ﬁi&‘é’s iﬁ%}?ﬁ*ﬁlﬂﬁ £
Comopmismion review and approval process preseribed under 47 US.C. § 25 t:':},

SOITC 5‘?@‘5 1ot agres with Mr. Hoseck’s claim that the Conwnission cannot permit the parties to
mxake these agreements effective, upon approval, back to Jarmery 1, 1999, The earlier off

e 15 necessmy because for seversl vears no reciprocsl compensation agreements hive besn in

place w2 ellow for any compensation between the parties relating to temmingted wirdless maffic.
The earlier date allows R payment of at least 2 portion of the compensation due for past
terminated walfic. It should alec be nofed that the parties actoally comanenced the nogotiations

feading to these Dled spreements v the spring of 1998, The parties were winble to resod

e all

issues ungil the fall of %S? These prolonged negotiations also made it necessary to pre-date the
agresInenis,

that if the Commission approves these agreements with the effective dage of
at 1t will engage iisell in retroactive Tﬁsﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬂé SDITC disagrers.
arged under 47 U § 252e)2)A) with reviewing negotisted agreetues
wne whether they are nondiscriminatory and whether they are consistent with he
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Re: inthe Metler of the Reciprocal Transport

ard Termination Agreemerts -
Dockers TOODLOZ0 through TCOC-088, inclusive

Please consider this to be Staif's Rebutial to 3DI{TC s response of April 4, 20060
the Siaff Analysis and Recommeandation in these dockets.

SDITC takes the position with regard 1o the retroactive rate making obiestion hat

[ 3 o]

The sarlier date aliows for payment of &l least o portion of e
compensation due for past ferminated iraffic” {emphasis supplied).

This rationale falls within the classic definition of refroactive rate making:

Genersily, retroactive rate making cocours when a ulility is pemdied io
recover an additional charge for past losses, or when a ulillly s
recquirad o refund revenues collecled pursuant o s lmwhidly

&

Soulh Central Bell Telenhons Company v. Louisizna Public 5

1 & STy e g £ 3 3 4 7% 1 et £ Py 15 ,
H.A 1982 (decision withou! published opiions

TN e e P Y. T . i 4 e v D U TR Y 3 Sy s Bl
By anproving he agreamants, the Lommission 13 parmitling the implements
3

Fd
3
rates ard o hat zense i nvolved in the rale meking process. Ths corolars

b k2%
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wihiow Cormmission spproval of the agreed-upon rates, they would not be charmss
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On March 2, 2000, the South Dakola Independent Telephons Coslition on behaif of
Eﬁﬁgﬁ’aﬁf@% Canistola independent Telephone Company (Bridgewater-Canigtotz) Bled for apgroval
By the South Dakota Public Utiities Commission (Commission) a reciprocal fransport and teringtion
agresrment betwesn G.C.C. License L L.C. {(GCC) and Bridgewater-Canistola. The agreament had
an sffective date of January 1, 1898 )

O March 8, 2000, the Comission slectronically transmilted notice of this Sling © interested
individuais and eriities. The notice stgted that any person wishing 1o itervens hed unlil March 24,
2000, to do so. No iftervention was sought. Commission Stafl filed comments.

Al its duly noticed May 17, 2000, meesting, the Commission considered whether 10 approve
the agreernant between GCC and %’*}ﬁﬁgﬁmﬁe&’ -Canistota. Commission 8a¥ recommended approval
with an effective date as of the date of an Order approving the ag%eamam.

Tha Corr it has wirsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapter 48-31, and iha,
Fedarat "rﬁiﬁmrsmuﬁacgmnfs Act of 1986 In accordence with 47 UBC. § 252(e)d), the
Cornrrission found thet the sgresment does nod discriminate agsainst a telecommunications samier
that s not a party to the agreement and the agreement is consistent with the public indmrest,
convenience, and necessity. The Commission unanimously voled to approve the agreemment with
an effective date as of the date of this Order. it is therafore

OROERED, that the Commission approves the agreement affective as of the date of this

Cirder
- s . -~ : PSI/P s P
Dated at Plerre, South Dakota, this 7~ day of May, 2000
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