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Re: In the Matter of the Petition of Cellco Partnership and its Subsidiaries and Affiliates to 
Amend and Consolidate Eligible Telecommunications Carrier Designations in the State 
of South Dakota and to Partially Relinquish ETC Designation, Docket No. TC 10-090 

SDTA's Offer to Provide Additional Information In Response to Petitioners' Discovery 
Requests 

Dear Ms. Rogers and Ms. Northsup: 

I am writing in response to your letter dated April 20, 201 1. Thank you for your offer 
that five of SDTAYs members will provide additional information in response to Interrogatory 
No. 8. We accept that offer. You asked us to identify the five SDTA members from which 
information will be provided. We propose 1) James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company; 2) 
Interstate Telecom Coop., Inc. - South Dakota; 3) Knology Community Telephone, Inc.; 4) 
Venture Communications Cooperative; and 5) Santel Communications Cooperative, Inc. - SD. 

Also, thank you for your offer to provide additional information in response to 
Interrogatory No. 12. Please provide the information in response to Interrogatories Nos. 8 and 
12 as soon as possible. 

We are disappointed by your decision to not produce additional information in response 
to Interrogatory No. 7 and Request for Production of Documents No. 1, and have decided to file 
a motion to compel on that issue, which will be served on you under separate cover. Still, we 
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remain open to resolving this matter prior to the Commission hearing this Motion to Compel 

Sincerely, 

TJW:klw 
C: Client 


