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BEFORE THE
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N THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF

YEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS

COOPERATIVE (MOBRIDGE) DOCKET NO. __
OR CERTIFICATION

GARDING ITS USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL

%} RYICE SUPPORT

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) by and through its attorney
herehy submits a Request for Certification to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
Commission™) seeking certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54301 In
suppart of this Request, West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) offers the
following:

. On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an Order
relative 1o the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers..  This Order
{hereafter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order”). in part, codifies at 47 C.F.R.
54.314, a requirement for States to provide a a certification regarding federal universal service
support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or other eligible
selecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas. Pursuant to such rule, states
that desire rural carriers within their jurisdiction to receive future federal universal service
support must file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Service Administrative
Company (“USAC™) stating that federal high cost support provided to such carriers within that
Siate will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services

fisr which the support is intended. This certification requirement applies 1o various categories of

’km: i0. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and Order, Twenty Second Crder on
:ﬁ‘*t{mn and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket Na., 96-45, and Report ang Order i OO
56, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001.




{ederal universal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301.

45, wndfor $4.307. and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support. local
switching support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided

arder these PCC rule provisions will only in the future be made available if the State

Camnyssion files the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.
sy

2. The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal nniversal service support

for all four quarters during calendar year 2002 is currently due to be filed with the FCC and

(" on or before Qciober 1. 2001, The certification may be presented to these entities in the
Samm of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers in the State

are clipible to receive federal support during the 12-month period and must certify that the

wrriers listed will only use the support for the provision, maintenance. and upgrading of
frellities and services for which the support is intended.

3. West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) 1s a rural telephone
gompany  that  has  previously been designated by this Commission as an eligible
wheoommunications carrier. . The Company provides local exchange telephone services.
including all of the essential services that are included in the federal definition of universal
sepvive. to approximately 2,755 access lines within its established rural service study area in

Seuth Dakota,

2

3. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over West River
Velecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) and its provisioning of local exchange services.
Upider DL § 49-31-5.1, the local exchange service rates charged by teleconumunications
cooperatives, municipal telephone systems, and independent telephone companies serving less

than ity thousand local exchange subscribers are not subject to the Commission’s ratemaking
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apthority.  In cases where State Commissions have limited regulatory authority over rural

carriers, the FCC has indicated that these carriers should themselves initiate the certification

s by presenting a plan to ensure compliance with the requirement in 47 U.S.C. § 254(e)

that universal service support will only be used for the provision, maintenance. and upgrading of

ities and services for which the support is intended. Based on this filed plan. it is anticipated
that the State Commission may make the appropriate certification to the FCC.*

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting West River
Tehwommunications Cooperative’s (Mobridge) plan for the use of its federal universal service
suppart and to otherwise verify that West River Telecommunications Cooperative {Mobridge)
with use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the
fderal universal service provisions 0f 47 U.S.C. § 254.

. In the process of determining whether federal universal service support is used in a
manner consistent with the Federal Communications Act. the “universal service principles”
extablished in Section 254(b) are instructive. That Section states that the FCC shall base
“policies for the preservation and advancement of universal service™ on certain. specifically
identified principles
(1) Quality services should be available at just, reasonable, and affordable rates.

(2) Access to advanced telecommunications and information services should be
provided in all regions of the Nation.

{3) Consumers in all regions of the Nation, including low-income consumers and
those in rural, insular, and high-cost areas, should have access to
telecommunications and information services. including interexchange services
and advanced telecommunications and information services, that are reasonably
comparable to those services provided in urban areas and that are available at

rates that are reasonably comparable to rates charged for similar services in urban
areas. . . .

" Fourteenth Report and Order, 9 188,



(6) Elementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care providers. and
librartes should have access to [certain] advanced telecommunications services. . .

7. The FCC has declined to dictate specifically how the states should ensure that carriers
are using federal universal service support consistent with the federal law. but has offered

exgmples of how the support can be used to appropriately further universal service goals. The

. has stated:
{A] state could {use the federal support to] adjust intrastate rates. or otherwise

direct carriers to use the federal support to replace implicit intrastate universal
service support to high cost rural areas . . ..

A state could also require carriers to use the federal support 1o upgrade facilities

in rural areas to ensure that services provided in those areas are reasonably

comparable to services provided in urban areas of the state.’

8. The FCC provided the above examples as illustrative and not exhaustive examples of
how support can be used consistent with Section 254(e). Other uses are appropriate provided the
mtate Commission believes they are consistent with the federal universal service principles
contained in Section 254,

9. West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) has made substantial
investment over the years, which meet the universal service ideal and obligation.  The Company
currently has invested almost $8.5 million in facilities to serve its customers.  This converts into
an average investment per custorner of almost $3.060. Investments necessary 1o provide service
to the rural cornmunities served by West River Telecommunications Cooperative {Mobridge) are
not always practical or economical from a business standpoint.  This investment has been
incurred under the promise of support where cost of connecting rural customers to the network

arg high, This cost expenditure is not invested and then disappears. The Universal service

why Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96-45 (In the Matter of the
Federal-Siate Joint Board on Universal Service), FCC 99-306, § 96, November 2. 1999,




goncept that support should be “sufficient and predictable™ as Founa in Section 234(b)}(5) must be
maintained in this instance. The support provided currently through the USF mechanisms also
pous (0 recover the investment made by the Company over the years preceding this certification.
1), West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) has invested significant
amounts over the last several years. Investments made by the Company since 1996 when it took

aver service from US West (now Qwest) include:

1996: §  98.075.
1997: §  99.483.
1998: $1.893.759.
1999: § 872,956
2000: $1.063.535.
Estimated 2001 $ 700,000.

Installing plant is simply the first step in meeting the universal service provision goal
Muaintaining such plant, upgrading this plant, and replacing this plant is an ongoing process.
which needs to be recognized in certifying that funds are utilized for the intended purposes. The
Investment identified above has, on average, met or exceeded the plant depreciation by vear. In
pther words, investments continue to be made to provide quality services to the customers of
Mobridge ~ this investment has replaced outdated plant that is no longer serviceable.

11. West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) as an average schedule
company receives support through the average schedule mechanism.  This mechanism has
mcluded within the formulas that determine support a calculation of local switching support and
long term support.  As a designated eligible telecommunications carrier. West River

Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) has received federal universal service support in



the past and expects to receive support during calendar year 2002. As of this time. specific
support amounts the Company should receive in 2002 have not yet been identified by USAC.

The Compuny, however, offers the following estimates concerning the support it expects o

receive’:
High-Cost Loop Support $ -0-
Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) $ 251,412
Safety Net Additive Support $ -0-
Safety Valve Support $ -0-
12

2. The support Mobridge receives each year from USAC is provided only after the
Company submits cost information to NECA and USAC. The support that is received
from UBAC is provided within the NECA system and in conformance with their rules.
Each Company in the NECA system undergoes several reviews of its operations, which
inciude the NECA review of the Company’s interstate average schedule submission.
NECA also completes periodic audits of the company to ensure that it adheres to the
NECA guidelines as spelled out by the FCC. The South Dakota Commission should
fegitimately find that this review process is sufficient if not additional support for
certification of West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) in this matter.

13. Mobridge has not completed its budgeting process for the year 2002.
Typically, this budgeting process is not completed until mid to late fourth quarter of the vear,
Mobridge has made some estimates for the purposes of this certification on possible investments

that the company will make in calendar year 2002. West River Telecommunications

' It should be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FCC has indicated that it will
sheal with certification under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. Ses 14th Report and Order footnote number
46,



Cooperative (Mobridge) intends to invest between $150.000 and $200.000 in facilities to serve
its customers in 2002,

4 In providing local exchange telecommunications services. West River
Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) will also incur operating costs. The Company has
not completed its budgeting process at this time. In estimating its costs for operating the
Company in 2002, West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) estimates that total
gxpenses will be somewhere between $2.7 million and $2.9 million.  These costs will be
incurred in the following categories:

Plant Specific Expense: From $630.000 to $650.000
{used to maintain facilities)

Plant Non Specific: From $40.000 to $35.000
(used for engineering networks)

Customer Operations: From $200.000 to $230.000
{used for dealing with customers)

Corporate Operations: From $250,000 to $280.000
(operating and managing the Company)

Other: From $175.000 to $200.000

15, West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) estimates that the total
costs described above relating to its planned network facility and equipment investments and
other expenses to be incurred in providing local exchange telecomnmunications services will
exceed $1.400,000.

16. Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and also
the recent FCC orders referenced herein, West River Telecommunications Cooperative
{Mobridge) will use federal universal service amounts received in 2002 (estimated in paragraph

Pl herein) to offset a portion of these total costs. This use of federal universal service support



will enable West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) to: (1) maintain rates for
its local exchange services that are affordable and reasonably comparable to rates being charged
for the same services in urban areas; and (2) to upgrade its telecommunications facilities and
equipment as necessary to meet evolving service requirements and maintain high quality service.
The use of federal universal service support for these purposes is clearly consistent with the
federal universal service provisions.

17. Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Albert Grose,
attached as Exhibit A, West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) requests that
this Commission issue an appropriate certification to the FCC and USAC indicating that West
River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) is in compliance with 47 U.S.C. § 234
and should receive all federal universal service support determined for distribution to the
Company in 2002. In order to ensure that this certification is issued to the FCC prior to October
I, 2001, West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) would further msk the
Commission to expedite the process that is initiated based on this filing.

Dated this 20th day of August, 2001.

Respectfully submitted.

/1 i LL 4

Darla Pollmcm Rnu,rs 4
MEYER & ROGERS

320 East Capitol Avenue
P.O.Box 1117

Pierre, South Dakota 57301

Attorney for West River Telecomtunications
Cooperative (Mobridge)
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South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of August 16, 2001 through August 22, 2001

if you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, please contaet
Dielaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605-F73-180%

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

CE01-002 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riedlinger, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, against
%cel Energy Regarding Poor Maintenance Service.

Complainant states that on or about May 21 2001, Xcel Energy had a tree trimming company Soms i ther ar
of tawn and trim trees. Complainant states that when the company trimmed there tree in the front yard of their
home. the tree was destroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complainant states that their are only two LUSIHIMErS i
his nesghborhood that do not have buried cable. Complainant inquired about the line baing burigd and was Wi
that he would have to pay $7.500.00. Complainant states that Xcel Energy does not have an easement 1o have
the utility pole on his property. Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their fines at no cost of 4 reas :
cost to the customer. Complainant does not feel he should replace his tree because he believes that the prolilem
will occur again when the tree trimming service happens again.

(22

#

Staff Analyst: Mary Healy
Staff Attorney. Kelly Frazier
Date Docketed: 08/ 20/01
Imtervention Deadliine:. N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TCO1-111 in the Matter of the Request of Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, In¢
for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Supporl.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecom Cooperative and is subsidiary E
Piains Telacom, Inc.'s plan for the use of its federal universal service suppart and to othenwise veriy that B
Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom. Inc. will use all federal universal satvice

received in a manner that is consistent with the

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/16/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-112 in the Matter of the Request of Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephane Auth
pian for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verily thal Cheyenna Rivar Sibux
Telephone Authority will use ali federal universal service support received in @ mannar that s cangisten

faderal universal service provisions of 47 U.5 C. Section 254.

Siaff Analyst Harlan Best
Suafé Attorney Karen Cremer

{ate Docketed 08/17/01
imtervention Deadline 08/31/07



Staff Analyst. Harlan Best
Saff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Oate Dockested: 08/20/01
imgreention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO01-118 in the Matter of the Request of Kadoka Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

3‘2‘&& purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Kadoka Telephone Company's pian for the use of

s federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Kadoka Telephone Company wili use all fadera!

mwersai service support received in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service arovisisns of
47 1J.8.C. Section 254,

Staff Analyst Harlan Best
Sl Attorney: Karen Cremer
Diate Docketed: 08/20/01
inigrvention Deadline: 08/31/01

TC01-118 in the Matter of the Request of Valley Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Valley Telephone Company's pian far the use of g
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Valley Telephone Company will use all federat

universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
47 1J.5.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
irtervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TC01-120 In the Matter of the Request of Mount Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall
Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service
Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company ang For
Randall Telephone Company's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to atherwise verify tha
M. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will use all federal universal secvice
support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U 8.2 Sachion
254,

Staff Analyst; Harlan Best
Staff Atiorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO01-121 In the Matter of the Request of Sanborn Telephone Coopet"aiim, Inc. and SANCOM, Ine, for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sanborn Telephone C SG"‘W'
inc.'s pian for the use of its federal universal service support and to stherwise verify




Gooperative will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with e federss
univarsal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
{mervention Deadline; 08/31/01

TLOULA26 In the Matter of the Request of West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridgs) for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting West River Telecommunications Cooperative's
{Mabridge) plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that West River
Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) will use ali federal universal service support received in g manngy
that s consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.5.C. Section 54

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
tiate Docketed: 08/20/01
irtervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCOt-127 In the Matter of the Request of Midstate Communications, Inc. for Certification Ragarding
its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Midstate Communications, Inc.'s plan for the yse of
its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, Inc. will use atf fsderg
universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universat service pravisionsg of
47 U.8.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
Imervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-128 In the Matter of the Request of Tri-County Telecom, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Tri-County Telecom, Inc.'s plan for the use of iy
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Tri-County Telecom, Inc. wilt use il federal univergal
service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 WS¢
Section 254,

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO4-128 In the Matter of the Request of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company for Certitication
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting McCook Cooperative Telephone Company's pign
for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that McCook Cooperative Telephans



The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sicux Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use
of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sioux Valley Telephone Company will use ail
federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federai universal service
provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/21/01
intervention Deadline; 08/31/01

TCU1-134 In the Matter of the Reguest of Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Teiephone Cooperative's plar for the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Telephone Coaperative wilt
use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the fedsral universal sarvice
provisions of 47 U .S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-135 In the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Communications, Ing.'s plan for the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. will use

ail federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal serviga
pravisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

Staff Analyst Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCH1-136 in the Matter of the Request of Farmers Mutual Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Farmers Mutual Telephone Company's plan for the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual Telephone Company wiil

use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal servica
provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Stafl Analyst, Harlan Best
Stafl Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TC04-137 In the Matter of the Request of RT Communications, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting RT Communications, Inc.'s pian for the use of its



Sttt Analyst Harlan Best
Siaft Allorney: Karen Crerner
Oate Docketed: 08/22/01
sgrvantion Deadline: 08/31/01

You may receive this listing and other PUC publications via our website or via internet e-mail
You may subscribe or urisubscribe to the PUC mailing lists at hitp:/iveww.state.sd.usipucs

.



EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

I THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF WEST ) ORDER GRANTING
RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) CERTIFICATION
COOPERATIVE  (MOBRIDGE) FOR )

CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS USE OF ) TC01-126
FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT )

On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an
concerning the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.’ This
hereafter referenced as the "Fourteenth Report and Order"), in part, codifies at 47
F'R 54314 a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal
arsal service support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers
o ehgible telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas.
ausnt 1o such rule, a state that desires rural carriers within its jurisdiction to receive
future federal universal service support must file an annual certification with the FCC and
Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) stating that federal high cost
s0rt provided 1o such carriers within that State will be used only for the provision,
ngnance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
tification requirement applies to various categories of federal universal service
it including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or
" andior 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local switching
port, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided under
FGC rule provisions will only be made available in the future if the State Commission
ihe requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.

The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal support for
aff four quarters during calendar year 2001 is currently due to be filed with the FCC and
LIBAC on or before October 1, 2001. The certification may be presented to these entities
form m a !etter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers

y that ihes carriers listed will only use the support for the prows:on maintenance, and
mfgraciwc; of facilities and services for which the support is intended.

Ory August 20, 2001, the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission)
sevedd a filing from West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) (Company)
garding its Request for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service
Support. The purpose of this filing was to provide information constituting Company's plan

ockaer No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report
Twenty %‘ccond Qrder on Rpcon81d@1atlon and Further

P;ﬁDc)HFd Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report
zr in CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23,

e N
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tur the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Company
%‘:5,{% use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with
s federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254. As a part of its plan, Company
f‘:* %; inates of the support it expected to receive from USAC as well as its estimated

5 507 the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services. An Affidavit
at ached to the Request for Certification.

On August 23, 2001, the Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filing
and the intervention deadlme of August 31, 2001, to interested individuals and entities.
do parties sought intervention.

Al its regularly scheduled meeting of September 7, 2001, the Commission
conscdered this matter.

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26,
49-31. and 47 US.C. § 254. The Commission found that the Company is eligible to
receive federal support as it states it will only use the support for the provision,
mamtenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
The Commission unanimously voted to approve Company's Request for Certification
Regarding Its Use of Federal Universal Service Support. It is therefore

ORDERED, that the Company is eligible to receive federal support as it states it will
prly use the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and
servicas for which the support is intended. It is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission approves Company's Request for
Certfication Regarding lts Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this =7 & Z7é’day of September, 2001.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISS!ON:

The undersigned hereby certifies that this
dooument has been served today upon all parties of

G i this dockelt, as isted on the docket service 4:)
)‘M Ly fagsenile or by first class mail, in properly :%7;[///// /(/VW
{0 ssued umampw wilth charges prepald thereon ES A BURG Chalrman /,/
l (
L./
i3 by {7 v M N .
iy A u{ /lff R~ “ﬁ[ﬁéf@ 1 '

I‘-’

‘ o . g !“:;::3 y, ,/’ ;.’ ] / e W
:"’l ’

PAM NELSON Commlssmner

(OFFICIAL SEAL)
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uth Dakota 57501-5070

September 25, 2001

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th St. S.W.

Washington. DC 20554

Ms. lrene Flannery

Universal Service Administrative Company
2120 L Street N.W., Suite 600
Washington, DC 20037

RE:  CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and
Qrder, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report and Qrder in
CC Docket No. 00-258, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001

Annual State Certification of Support for Rural Carriers

Dear Ms, Salas and Ms. Flannery:

carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant to 4
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 36, subpart F. The carriers liste
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which Support thei
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used only fo
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the

support 1s intended. The Commission has granted certification to the following
companies:

Armour Independent Telephone Company

Baltic Telscom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, Inc.
Beresford Municipal Telephone Company
Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Autharity

Citizens Telecommunications Company of Minnesota, inc.
City of Brookings Municipal Telephone

Consolidated Telcom

Dakota Community Telephone





