YaEL TC01-147

T

DOCKET SO,

In the Matterof — |\ -0 MATTER OF THE REQUESTOF — 777~

GREAT PLAINS COMMUMICATIONS, _
INC. FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING

ITS USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL e
SERVICE SUPPORT

Public Utilities Commission of the State of South Daketa ‘
PATE MEMORARDA

7//1\0] %Mz/ M/W o
e
%[?’"//q’”f o] [&M / %M%ﬁ" / /M/

Iaslo L\ AclrZ ladel. !

ETATE PURLIGHING CO.. PIKRAR, SDUTIH DAXOTA—2WELAD 104 25T Rv N ]



BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMIISSION

iN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF
GREAT PLAINS COMMUNICATIONS, INC,,

) DOCKET NO.
)
FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS )
)
)

USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SERVICE
SUPPORT.

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION
Great Plains Communications, Inc. (the “Company™), by and through its attorney, hereby

submits a Request for Certification to the South Dakota Public Uthities Comwuis

(*Commission”™) seeking certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § S4.314 in
support of this Request, the Company offers the following:
l. On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FOUCY released an

Order relative to the tederal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.” Thiz Order

(hereafter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order™). in part. codifies at 47 CFR

§ 54,314, a requirement for States to provide a certitication regarding federal universal serviee

support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers andior other ¢ligible

telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service arcas. Pursuant to such rule, states
that desire rural carriers within their jurisdiction to receive future federnl universal service
support must file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Service Adumunisirahive
Company (“USAC™) stating that federal high cost support provided to such carriers within tha
State will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of faciiities and services

for which the support is intended. This certification requirement apphies to various aitegories

federal universal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 CF.R. §§ 345301,
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54.305, and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36. Subpart F thigh-cost leop support, &

switching support, safety net additive support. and safely valve supporty.  Support pre

under these FCC rule provisions will only in the future be made availsble

Commission files the requisite certification pursuant to § 34314,

2. The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universsal servige

support for all four quarters during calendar year 2002 is currently due to be Hled with the FOC

and USAC on or before October 1, 2001. The certification may be presented to these entities m

the form of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which careers m

State are eligible to receive federal support during the [2-month perind and must cestif

carriers listed will only use the support for the provision. maintenance, and upgr

facilities and services for which the support s intended.

3. The Company is a rural telephone company that has previousty bees de

by this Commission as an cligible telecommunications carier.  The Company pe

exchange telephone services, including all of the essential services that wre inclide

federal definition of universal service, to approximately 230 access Hes witd

rural service area in South Dakota.

4. This Commission has himited regulatory oversight owver the Co

provisioning of local exchange services. Under SDCL § 49-31-5.1, the local exe

rates charged by telecommunications cooperatives, mumieipal  twhkphone  svidg

independent telephone companies serving less than fifty thousand local exchange su

not subject to the Commission’s ratemaking authonty. In cases where Stite Comn
limited regulatory authority over rural carriers, the FOC has indicated tuy these carvivr
themselves initiate the certification process by presenting a plan fo ensure compla

LR Y L

requirement in 47 U.S.C. § 254(¢) that universal serviee suppoat will only be



provision, maintenance. and upgrading of factlities and scrowes b

intended. Based on this filed plan. it is anticipated that the S
appropriate certification to the FCC.”

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information con

plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to others:

will use all federal universal service support recetved i a mm
federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254,

6. In the process of determining whether federal wriversal servive s

a manner consistent with the Federal Communications Act, the “un

i

established in Section 254(b) arc instructive. That Seciion <ates t

“policies tor the preservation and advancement of umiversal servigy”

tdentified principles:

(1) Quality services should be pvmdable st pust
atfordable rates.

(2) Access to advanced tolecommunoations
should be provided in all regions of the Nation.

(3) Consumers in all regions of the Nation
consumers and those in rural. insular, and hig

and advanced telecommunications and information servie
comparable to those services provided in urban areas
rates that are reasonably comparabie to rates charged for sl

areas. . . .
(6) Elementary and sccondary schools amd olag
providers. and libraries  should have access i

telecommunications services. . . .

* Fourteenth Report and Order, 9 188,



7. The FCC has dechined to dictate specificaliy how the states

carriers are using federal universal service support consistent with the fud

offered examples of how the support can be used to appropriarely further

The FCC has stated:

service support to lng,h cost rural areas . . .

A state could also require carriers to use the federal ‘*i}i”'f”iﬁ‘ tor
in rural areas to ensure that services provided in those ar
comparable to services provided in urban areas of the stute

8. The FCC provided the above examples as #Hhust

examples of how support can be used consistent with Section 254}

provided the State Commission believes they are consistent

principles contained in Section 234,

9. The Company, as a designated chigible teleonununieations car

federal universal service support in the past and expedts o reee

2002, As of this time, specific support amouwnts the ey

yet been identified by USAT. The Company, howe

concerning the support it expects to receiy T

High-Cost Loop Support S
Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) S
Safety Net Additive Support bt
Safety Valve Support S

' Ninth Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsidersuen o €
}cdcral State Joint Board on Universal Servicey, FOU 993060, ¢ 9

* 1t should be noted that Long Term Support amousis are not referens
deal with certification under 47 USC Section 234 et for these ame
number 446,




10. For calendar year 2002, the Company intends tw make the fo

facility and equipment investments: Switching and transmussion oguw

outside plant additions and improvements, including plant tmprevemants for the
provision of advanced services such as DSL in rural arcas.

. In providing local exchange teleconymuications services, the

incur other costs. In 2002, these costs will include: Plant and cgus

costs related to facility and equipment improvements, general st ad

other standard operating expenses.

12. The Company estimates that the total costs described aberee vl

network facility and equipment investments and other expenses to be incurned in

exchange telecommunications services in s entire service or

vkt iex

13, Consistent with the universal service principles

also the recent FCC orders referenced herein, the Company will use

amounts received in 2002 (estimated in paragraph 9 hereind to ol

costs. This use of federal universal service support will crabile the

rates for its local exchange services that are aftordable and

charged for the same services in urban arcas; and {2} te upgrade s e

and equipment as necessary 1o meet evolving service reguirements

service. The use of federal universal service support for these purposes <l
the federal universal service provisions.

14, Based on all of the foregoing information and 2
officer] attached as Exhibit A, the Company requests that this O
certification to the FCC and USAC indicating that the Company = 1wy comphi

§ 254(c) and should receive all federal universal service support determined




the Company in 2002, In order to ensure that tes ceriificabio
October 1, 2001, the Company would further ask the Conm

initiated based on this filing.
-7 -

Dated this {__day of .-~ ol JOUE,

Respectiull

Fuixermed By ¢




AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of the Company, L ¢

familiarity with and an understanding of the requirements of t

1934 as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1

federal universal service funds received as high-cost Iv

net additive support, andfor safety valve support and b

amounts received by the Company will be used only for the p

upgrading of facilities and services for wineh the st

§ 254(e).

STATE OF

COUNTY OF

Subscribed and swomn to before me. 8 Nota
this_/ _ day of WL" 2001,

£, GENERAL HOTARY-Siale of Nebania
. LELA K. BAUER
? Uy Soma . Mo 2, 2004

{seal)



South Dakota Public Litilities Commitsion
WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of September 6, 2001 througn September 12, 2001

if you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed. or maiisd ¢
Deiaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 8057733788

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

CT01-039 in the Matter of the Complaint filed by Denise Haorter, Sioux Fid
Midcontinent Communications, Inc. and Qwaest Corporation Rey
Switching of Services.

Complainant alleges that she had no instate or out of state iM> fistan
August 27, 2001, because her service was switched withou!
why this was done and which company is responsibie Tte a*ﬁmasnan* i
company responsible and a check for $1000 .00 for the vislation

Staff Analyst: Charlene Lund
Staff Attorney: Karen E. Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/07/01
Intervention Deadline: N/A

CM01-002 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Veda J. Boxwell, Sioux Fall
MidAmerican Energy Company Regarding Refusal {o Actept 3 R
and Disconnection of Services.

Complainant alleges that the company rafuses to set a reasons
services. Complainant requests the company to continug sersne
issue is resolved; to negotiate a payment plan that shis can kesp sep
the matter immediately.

Staff Analyst: Charlene Lund
Siaff Attorney: Karen E. Cremer
Date Docketed: 09/12/01
Intervention Deadline: N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TCO1-148

Swiftel Communications and Beresfcrd Mummpm Ta ﬁpimn# npm};mm;

n September 10, 2001, the Commission received a request for apps
Termination Agreement and Type 2 Wireless Agreement betwaaen Brookis
Communications (Swiftel) and Beresford Municipat Telephone Campany |
Agreement, the parties agree to establish Type 2 Interconnection amrangsr
transport and termination of wireline o wireless and wirelass o wirsline trath
parties also agree that Beresford will provide tandem and transpo:
other carriers. Any party wishing to comment on the agreement : ;
Commission and the parties to the agreement no [a'er than October 1, 2001
written responses to the comments no later than twenty days afier the so

Staff Attorney: Kelly Frazier
Date Docketed: 09/10/01
irdtial Comments Due:; 10/01/01

TCOT44y In the Matter of the Request of Great Plains Communications, Ine. for Cestificatian
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE GF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) ORDER GRANTING
GREAT PLAINS COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR ) CERTIFICATION
CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS USE OF )

FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT ) TCO01-147

On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Comrussion {FCC} rab
Order concerning the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carr

Order (hereafter referenced as the "Fourteenth Report and Drder”). in part, codifies
§ C.F.R. 54314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding %
universal service support that is received by rural incumbent local exchangs carn
and/or eligible telecommunications carriers providing service n rural service s
Pursuant to such rule, a state that desires rural carriers within its junsdichion
future federal universal service support must file an annual certification with the £
the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) stating that faderal hugh cos
support provided to such carriers within that State will be used only for the prow
maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the suppart 15 mtern
This certification requirement applies to various categories of federal uni
support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F R §§ 54 303
54.307, andfor 47 C.F R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost E‘cmp ﬁzupf} fz

files the requisite certification pursuant to § 54 314

The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal urve:
all four quarters during calendar year 2001 is currently due to be filed w*“z i
USAC on or before October 1, 2001. The certification may be praseniad to tm‘aw m‘tii
in the form of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must wanbly which carriers
in the state are eligible to receive federal support during the 12-month pariod and must
certify that the carriers listed will only use the support for the provision, maintenance. and
upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intendsd

On September 11, 2001, the South Dakota Public Utibhes Commissios
(Commission) received a filing from Great Plans Communications, inc. fi:um;; :
regarding its Request for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Uruversal Sarvie
Support. The purpose of this filing was to provide information constituting Company's plan
for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verdy that {“Q*‘*‘t??nw

‘CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket
and Order, Twenty Second Order on
Notice of Proposed RBulemaking in C

and Order in CC Docket No. 00-254,
2001.




will use all federal universal service support received in a manner
the federal universal service provisions of 47 US C. § 254 Asa pa
listed estimates of the support it expected to receive from USAC &
costs for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities an::l :;,ezf“v;at
was attached to the Request for Certification.

On September 13, 2001, the Commission electronically transmitted ne
filing and the intervention deadlme of September 17, 2001, to irtterested iy
entities. No parties sought intervention.

At its regularly scheduled mesting of September 18
considered this matter.

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDOL C
49-31, and 47 U.S.C. § 254. The Commission found that the Company i &
receive federal support as it states it will only use the support for *‘“1?; Ly
maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is e
The Commission unanimously voted to approve Com;}avr““‘;- Reguest for Cern

Regarding lts Use of Federal Universal Service Support It is therafore

ORDERED, that the Company is eligible to receive federal supgor as it gtz
only use the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of |
services for which the support is intended. It is

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

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this ,g”lf:f E‘?"day of Seplamber, 7001

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

The undersigned hereby certifies that this
document has been served today upon all parties of
retord in this docket, as listed on the docket service
hist, by facsimile or by first class mail, in properly

addressed envelopes, with charges prepaid thereon ﬁM -
f

By __/ M/%& JKM/{} Lo

w9/ a5)or T

PAM NELSON, Cﬁmmxﬁmém%

(OFFICIAL SEAL)
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Capitol Office
Telephone (605)773-3201
FAX (605)773-3809

Transportation/
Wirehouse Division
TFelephone (605)773-5280
FAX (605)775-3225

Consumer Hotline
1-800-332-1782

TTY Through
Relay Sonth Dakota
1-800-877-1113

Internst Websiie
wrwv.statesd us/puc/
&

Jim Burg
Chairman
Pam Nelson
Vige-Chairman

Dxcbra Elofson
Exesuyve Director

Hurlan Best
Mazrtin C. Bettmann
Sugp Cichos
Karen E, Cremer
Christopher W. Downs
Tesyy Emerson
Michele M. Farrig
Karjette Fischbach
Heather K Fomey
Ketiv [, Frazier
Mary Giddings
Leni Healy
Mury Healy
Liga Rull
Irgve Jacobson
Amy Kayser
Jenrifer Kirk,
Bob Enadle
Delsine Kolbo
Charlent Lund
Srepory A Rislov

September 25, 2001

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th St. S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Ms. Irene Flannery

Universal Service Administrative Company
2120 L Street N.W., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20037

RE:  CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-258, Fourleenth Reoort and
Order, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further Natice
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No, 86-45_and Resort and Ord
CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2004

Annual State Certification of Support for Rural Carriers
Dear Ms. Salas and Ms. Flannery:

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission {Commission} heraby states tha
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers andfor eligible telecommuniza
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to recsive support pursus
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 38, subpart F. The carr 1
below filed requests for ceriification with the Commission which suppost |
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be yges
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilitises and services for wh
support is intended. The Commission has granted certification 1o the folio
companies:

¥

Armour Independent Telephone Company

Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Piains Telacom, inc.
Beresford Municipal Telephone Company
Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority

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

Consolidated Telcom





