
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAICOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY 1 
SOUTH DAICOTA NETWORK, LLC OF AN ) 
APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF SWITCHED ) DOCIaT NO. TC 1 1-069 
ACCESS COST STUDY 1 

PETITION FOR INTERVENTION BY AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE 
MIDWEST, INC., ON PETITION OF SOUTH DAICOTA NETWORK, LLC FOR 

AN APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF SWITCHED ACCESS COST STUDY 

Pitrsuant to ARSD Sec. 2O:lO:Ol: 15.02, ATSLT Coi~~munications orthe Midwest, 

lilt., ("AT&Tn) petitions for leave to iiltervelle in the above captioiled proceeding. In its 

Petition filed on J~ule 7, 201 1, Soutl~ Dakota Network, LLC. ("SDN) requests that it be 

exempted p~u-suant to ARSD 20: 10:27:02 fiom filing cost data in s~1ppoi-t of its switched 

access seivice tariff as required by ARSD 20: 10:27:07 

Petitioner would argue that SDN has to establish that it laclts the necessary 

finailcial, teclmical or maaagerial resoulrces to detelilliile the costs behiild its switched 

access seivice rates based on coinpa~ly-specific costs or that the cost of such ail exercise 

outweiglls any benefit to coilsuillers or custolllers of SDN's inollopolistic sewices. In its 

Petition, SDN iildicates that it laclts the resources to develop this infoi~l~ation, but that by 

itself can not meet the good cause I-equisement of the Commission. 

As an iilterexcllange carrier, ATBLT is required to pay intrastate switched access 

seivice fees to SDN for the illoilopolistic seivices it provides. T l~e  alnoullt paid by 

AT&T for switched access calls is a siglificailt cost coillponeilt in its provisioil of 

interexchai~ge sewices. T~ILIS, AT&T has a s~~bstai~tial financial interest in ensuring that 

access fees ai-e seasonable, accurate and coilsisteilt with the pu~blic interest. 



AT&T does not have coiltrol over ~vhom the local end user chooses as its 

exchange carrier and so ATLCT is thus suljccted to costs dl-i\7en by the choice of the 

consumer. U~~belu~ownst to the consumer, his act of choosing ail excl~ange cai-t-ier whicl~ 

]nay be ail owllei- in part of SDN call sigllificailtly illcrease the switched access service 

fees which AT&T must pay to provide service to that consumer. The chai-ging of these 

fees, needed or not, without IXC coiltrol or choice 11ecessa1-ily, has ail iillpact 011 AT&T's 

busiiiess in South Daltota, how it selves its custoillers in South Daltota and how it 

coiltii~ues to provide coillpetitive seivices to the citizens of this state. 

AT&T has a sti-oilg and substantiated interest in eilsui-iilg that switched access 

service rates of SDN reillaill fair and reasonable ~ulder cull-eilt statutory and coiliillissioil 

guidelines. 

WHEREFOYiE AT&T requests that it be grailled illterveiltioil status in this 

proceeding. 

Respectfully submitted this 24t" day of June, 201 I 

OLINGER, LOVALD, MCCAHREN & REIMERS, PC 

IS/ filed electro~zicnllv 
Williaill M .  Van Cai~ip 
PO Box 66 
Piell-e, SD 57501 
Telephone: (605) 224-885 1 
Attorr~eys for A T&T Conzr~~urzicntiorzs of the Micl~~c~est, Ir7c. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

William M. Van Canlp hereby cei-tifies that on the 24U' day of Ju~ne, 201 1, he served, a 
true and correct copy of the aforenlentioned Petition for hltervention by AT&T Commn~~~lications 
of the Midwest, h~c . ,  in the above-captioned action to the following by electronic mail, to-wit: 

Ms. Patslcia Van Gelyen Ms. ICara Senxl~ler Mr. Brlall Rounds 
Patty.\~al~~elpe~~~Jstate.sd.us I<ara.semmlel-~dstate.sd.us bi-~an.rounds@state.scl.~is 

Ms. Darla Pollman Roger Ms. Margo NortI~r~~p 
dprogers(~~nterlaw.com i~~. i~or t l~up@i-~ter law.coi~~ 

IS/ filed electroniccrlly 
Willianl M. Van Canlp 
Olinger, Lovald, McCahren, and Reinlei-s P.C. 
PO Box 66 
Pielre, South Dakota 57501 


