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e TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

Public Utilities Commussion
State (_-inm] 500 E. Capitol Thase are the telecommunications service filings thal the Commission has received for the penod of

Pierre, SD57501:5070 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

P ;lunl.‘. (800) 3":: I'?:: I you need & complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed (o you, please contact Delaing Kolbo within five days of thas liling
“ax: (605) 773-380 ___i‘
DOCKET DATE INTERVENTION
NUMBER TITLE/STAFFISYNOPSIS FILED DEADLINE
REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY
Apphicaton by Journey Telecom International, Inc. for a Certificate of Authonty to operate as a telecommunicabons company 08/1197 010797

TC97-076 | thin the state of South Dakota_ (Statf: TS/T Z)

Application by Calls for Less, Inc. d/b/a CIL for a Certificale of Authority to operate as a telecommunications company within
1097081 the stale of South Dakota. (Stalf TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority lo onginate and lerminate “intrastate, intralLATA and 06/17/97 3710797

interLATA calls of business and residential customers, to operale as a Travel and Debst (Prepaid Caling) Card resellar and i = o
o provide COCOT/COPT sarvice ”

Application by Crystal Communications, Inc. for a Certificate of Authorty to operate as a telecommunicabons company within
1C97.103 the state of South Dakota. (Staff. TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to prowide local lelecommunicatons senvices and 06/19/97 0707797

interexchange telecommunicabons serices. The Applicant will not offer any local telecommunications senvices within a Rural = :
Telephone Company service area without seeking separate Commission authority

Applicaton by Quintelco, Inc, for a Certificale of Authomty to operale as a telecommunications company within the state of South
Dakota. (Staff. TS/TZ) Applicant “intends to subscribe to and resell all forms of iner-exchange and intra-exchange
TC87-104 | telecommunications serices in the state of South Dakota, including local dial tone services, Message Telephene Service, Wide | 08/19/97 0
Area Telephone Senvice, WATS-ike services, loregn exchange service, private lines, tie lines, access senace, cellular serice
local switched service and other senices and facilites of communications commeon carmers and othe entities "

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

Intrastate Telephone Company, inc pursuantlo 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constifute its service area in South Dakota. Intrastale
Telephone Company is the faciiites-based local exchange carier presently providing local exchange telecommunications
TCS7-077 | sanices in the following exchanges in South Dakota. Bradiey (T84), Castiewood (783), Clark {532), Florence (758), Hayti (783), | 06/1247 07077
Lake Morden (785), Waubay {847) Webster (345), Wiliow Lake (825) and Bryant (628) Intrastate Telephone Company, to
its knowledge, s the only carmier today provading local exchange lelecommunications senices in the above identified exchange
areas_(Staft: HBKC)
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Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation
as an eligible lelecommunicabons camer within the local exchange areas thal consbtute s service area in South Dakota
interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperative i the facilibes-based local exchange cammer presently prowding local exchange
telecommunications semices in the fallowAng exchanges in South Dakota: Goodwn (795), Clear Lake (874). Gary (272),
Esteline (873), Brandt (876), Astona (832), Toronto (794), Wes! Hendricks (479), Elkton (542), White (629), Brookings Rural
(693), Sinai (826). Nunda/Rutland (586), Wentworth (483) and Chester (489) Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative
lo s knowledge, is the only camer loday prowviding local exchange lelecommunicabions semices in the above dentified
exchange areas (Stafl: HB/KC)

Q70797

TCa7.080

West Rver Cooperative Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an ehgible telecommunications carmier within the local exchange areas thal constitute its serace atea in South Dakota West
Rwer Telephone s the facibes-based local exchange carner presently providing local exchange telecommunicabions senices
n the lollowing exchanges: Bson (244), Buftalo (375), Camp Crook (605-797) and (406-972), Meadow (788) an2 Sotum (B68)
West Rver Telephone, to & knowledge, s the only carmer today providing local exchange lelecommumnicatons senaces in the
above dentified exchange areas (Staft. HRBKC)

06/16.97

oroTeT

Statelne Telecommunicalons, Inc pursuant o 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ebhgble
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that consttule ts serace area in South Dakota Statelne s the
faciities-based local exchange camer presently prowchng local exchange lelecommunicabions sensces in the followang
exchanges Newell (456), Nisland (25T) and Lemmon (805-374) and (T01-376) Staleline, to its knowledge is the only carner
'.Q-'!Iﬂj' pmwj.-nﬂ local exchange telecommunicabicns servces in the above identified m:ha-n_gn areas (Stat HBXC)

Accent Communications, Inc. putsuant to 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designabion as an ehgible
lelecommunications carme! within the local exchange areas thal constiute ds serace area Accent s the faciliies based
exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons seraces in the following exchanges Brmstol (452)
Doland (635). Fredenick (129), Hecla (554), North Hecla (T01-982) and Mellefte (887) Accent, 1o #s knowledge, i the anly
carnat (oday prowding local exchange lelecommumications senaces in the above entified exchange areas (Slaft HB/CH)

TCG7-0B84

James Valley Cooperatrve Telephone Company pursuant lo 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 5S4 201 hereby seeks designabon
as an eligible lelecommumcabons carnel withun the local exchange areas thal consttute s seMwce area in South Dakota
James Valley Cooperatve Telephaone Company & the lacilties-based exchange carmer presently provding local eschange
felecommunications sanaces in the followang exchanges in South Dakota. Andover (268) Claremaont (204) Columixa (396)
Conde (182). Ferney (3195). Groton (387). Houghlon (B85) and Turlon (897) James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company
to its knowledge, = the only carmer today pronding local exchange telecommumncabons senices in the above dentified
exchange areas (Stalf HB/CH)

TCO7-085

Heartland Commumnicabions Inc pursuant lo 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as an ehgible
telecommunicabons catner within the local exchange areas thal consttule #s senice area in South Dakota Heartland
Communicatons s the facibes-based local exchange camer presently provding local exchange telecommumnications services
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Platte/Geddes (137) Heartland Communicabions, 1o its knowledge & the only
camer today provding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces n the above denbfied exchange areas (Stafl HB/CH)
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TCO7-088

Midstate Telephone Company, Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 he:sly seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunicabions carmer within the local exchange areas that constiute s service ales in South Dakota. Midstate Telephone
Company is the faciftes-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunications services in the
foliowang exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (726}, Delmont (778). Ft. Thompsaon (245), Gann Valley (283}, Kimball (778),
New Holland (243), Pukwana (884), Stickney (732) and White Lake (249). Midstale Telephone Company, 1o its knowledge,
is the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas  (Staff
HB/CH)

081747

07/0747

TCo7-087

Ballic Telecom Cooperative pursuant to 47 U.SC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
telecoimmuncatons carmal within the local exchange areas thal constitute ts serice area. Balbc Telecom Cooperatve is the
faciiies-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges: Baltic (523) and Crooks (543). Baltic Telecom Cooperative, to its knowledge, is the only carner today providing
local exchange telecommunications services in the above idenbfied exchange areas. (Staff HB/KC)

06/17m87

0707 e7

TCo7-088

Eas! Plains Telecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its sendce area. East Plains Telecom. Inc. is the
facilities-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges: Alcester (934), Hudson (884), and East Hudson (712-882). East Plains Telecom, Inc., (o its knowledge, is the only
carrier loday providing local exchange telecommunications sanvices in the above idenbfied exchange areas  (Staft. HB/XC)

0611TRT

07787

TCe7-089

Weslern Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
talecommunicabons camar within the local exchange areas that constiule s senice area in South Dakota. Westein Telephone
& the faciiies-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications serices in the following
exchanges. Cresbard (324), Faulkton (588) and Orient (382). Western Telephane, 1o s knowiedge, is the only earrier loday
prowding local exchange telscommunications senvices in the above entified exchange areas. (Stalf. HBXC)

0817487

o7 07eT

TCo7.090

Stockhalm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant lo 47 U.S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seoks designabon as
an eligible telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitule its service area in South Dakota
Stockholm s the faciges-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommunications senvices in the
following exchanges in South Dakota. Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Rewillo (623) and South Shore (756). Stockho!m, lo its
knowledge, is the only carner today prowviding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the above identified exchange
areas (Stafl: HBKC)

081787

TCe7-082

Kennebec Telephone Co. pursuant to 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designalion as an elhgible
telecommunications camer within tha local exchange areas that constiute fts senice area in South Dakola. Kennebec
Telephone C- s the facilites-based local exchange carmef presently provding local exchange telecommunications services
in the following exchanges: Kennebec (869) and Presho (B95). Kennebec Telephone Co . to #ts knowledne, is the only carmier
today prowding local axchange telecommunications senvices in the above identified exchange areas (Staft: HE/CH)

06/18/97

0710797

TC97-083

Jefferson Telephone Co , Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that consbiute its senice area in South Dakota  Jefferson
Telephone Co., Inc. is the laciibes-based local exchange camer presently prowvding local exchange telecommunications
sénices in the following exchange. Jefferson (968). Jeflerson Telephone Co., Inc., lo its knowledge, is the only carmner loday
providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas  (Staft HB/CH)

061887

o7ormey
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TCaT.094

Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an
eligible telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal consttule its serwce area. Sully Buttes Telephone i
the facilites-based local exchange camer presently prowviding local exchange lelecommunications semices in the following
oxchanges West Onida (264), Hichcock (266), Seneca (4168), Tolstoy (442). Onaka (447), Wessington (458), Langford (493)
Roshoft (537), Tutare (566), Highmaore (852), Hatrold (875), Ree Heights (843). Hoven (848), Blunt (862) and East Onada (8713)
Sully Buttes Telephone, o & knowiedge, & the only carnier loday prowding local exchange lelecommurncato: s sennces in the
above identified exchange areas (Stalf HB/CH)

o6Maa7

orore?

TCO7-085

Venlure Communications. Inc pursuant lo 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herely seecks desgnabon as an ehgible
telecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas that constbids 4y senice a'ea  Venture Communicabons i the
lacilibes-based local exchange camer presenlly provding local exchange lelecommunications senices in the following
exchanges Onida (258), Bowdle (285), Roscoe (287), Pierpont (325). Brton (448), Ormon, ND (701-443), Roslyn (486)
Wessinglon Springs (519), Selby (649), Gettysburg (765) and Lebanon (768) Venture Communications, lo its knowledge s
the only carner today prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senaces in the above Wentfied exchange aroas (Staff
HBICH)

o
8

O
w

SANCOM Inc. pursuant o 47 U S C 214{e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible telecommunicabons
camer wehin the local exchange areas thal consttule #s senace area in South Dakota SANCOM is the facibes-based local
exchange camer presently provding local exchange lelecommunicabions senaces in the followang exchanges n South Dakola
Volsey (881), Parkston (928) and Tripp (835). SANCOM, to its knowledge, s the only catnet loday prowding local exchange
lelecommunicabons serices in the above identfied exchange areas (Stafi HB/CH)

061897

TCO7-097

Sanborn Telephone Cooperatve pursuant lo 47 US C 214(e) ana 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ebgible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal constfute s senrice area in South Dakola Sanborn
Telephone i the faciies-based local exchange carner presently prowding lacal exchange telecommunicatons semices in the
following exchanges in South Dakota Ethan {227), Mt Vernon (236), Lelcher (248) Forestburg (495, Artesian (527)
Winonsocket (7965) and Alpena (B849) Sanbom Telephone, 1o #s knowiedge, i the only cames 1oday provwding local exchange
lelecommumnicabons senraces in the above denbfied exchange areas (Stalt. HB.CH)

081897

Q7 0Te?

Berestord Muniopal Telephone Co pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ebgible
telecommunicabons carmier within the local exchange areas that consitute ds sensce ares in South Dakota Beresford Tel
e the facies-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange lelecommumnications senaces i the foliowing
oxchange Beresford (763) Beresford Tel, to ts knowledge, s the only camer today provding local exchange
telecommunicabions seraces in the above dentfied exchange areas. (Stall HBEXKC)

Q7 OTe7

TC97-099

Roberts County Telephone Cooperatve Assoaaton pursuanlto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hefeby seeks desgnabon
as an ehgible telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas thal constiule s service area  Roberts County
Telephone Cooperative Association s the facilities-based local exchange camfier presently pronding local exchange
telecommunicabons senices in the lollovang exchanges North New Effington ND (701 814) Mew Effinglon (837) and Claire
City (652) Robers County Telephone Cooperative Associabon, 1o s knowledge & the only camer loday prowdng local
exchange telecommunicatons seraces in the above dentfied exchange areas (Stalt HBXC)

987

QrQre?
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TCer-100

RC Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an ehgible
telecommunications carnier within the local exchange areas thal constitute s service area. RC Communications is the facilities-
based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (T01-834), Wilmot (238), Peever (932), Veblen (738) and Summil (388). RC Communications, 1o its
knowledge, is the only carmier today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange
areas. (Staff. HB/KC)

070747

TCH7-101

Splitrock Properties, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitute its service area in South Dakota. Splitrock
Propertes, Inc. is the lacilies-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications services
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Howard/Carthage (772) and Oldham/Ramona (482). Splitrock Properties, inc
1o fis knowledge, is the only carmier today prowviding local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified
exchange areas. (Staff: HB/KC)

TCa7-102

Spitrock Telecom Cooperabive, Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telacommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that consttute its senvice area. Splitrock Telecom Cooperatve,
Inc. is the faciities-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange lelecommunications services in the
following exchanges: Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-594) and (507-587). Spiitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc., lo its
knowledge, is the only carrier today prowiding local exchange telecommunicabions senices in the above identified exchange
areas. (Statf. HR/KC)

051997

TCa7-105

Tri-County Telecom, Inc. pursuant 1o 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area in South Dakota, Tri-County
Telecom, Inc. is the facilites-based local exchange carmier presently prowding local exchange telecommunicaions senices
in the lollowing exchanges in South Dakota: Clayton (825) and Emery (443). Tri-County Telecom, Inc., to its knowledge. is
the only carrier loday providing local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the above identfied exchange areas. (Staff
HB/CH)

o7oTe7

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TCO97-078

U 5 WFST Communications, Inc. filed lor approval by the Commission the Type 1 Paging Agreement between KJAM Mobile
Paging and U S WEST “Thes Agreement was reached through voluntary negotiabons without resort io mediabon or arbiration
and is submited for approval pursuani to Secbon 252(e) of the Communicabons Act of 18)4, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996.. KJAM Mobile Paging and U S WEST further request thal the Commission approve this
Agreement without a hearing and wathout allowing the intervention of other parties. Because ths Agreemant was reached
through voluntary negobabons, i does not rase issJes requinng a hearing and does not concem other parties nol a pari of the
negotiatons Expeditious approval would further the public inferest.”

armormet

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCar-os2

U S WEST Communications filed tanfi sheets that remove relerences 1o exchanges thal have been so0io by U S WEST. The
sale was elfective June 1, 1887, In addition, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up items. U 5 WEST has

requested an effective date of June 11887 for this filing (Staff: DJ/CH)
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS
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Soatt Datota
Public Utilities Commission

State Capitol Building, $00 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota $7501-5070

October 1, 18997

Mr. Richard D). Coit
Executive Director
SDITC

P. O. Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE: Eligible Telecommunications Camer apphcabion, TC97-078
Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc

Dear Mr.Coit

The above-referenced apphication has been reviewed by the stafl of the Public Utilities
Commission. The following additional information is needed in order for the Commission to
consider this apphcation

1. Pursuant to 47 CF.R 54 101(a)(4), single-party service or its functional equivalent must
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunications Camier (ETC) to receve universal
service suppon mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this service?

2. Pursuant to 47 CF.R 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up services must be made
available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers. Does the applicant company, as
referenced above, make these services available to qualifying consumers?

3 Plaase prowde a venfication by an aulhonzed officer, under oath, to the Commission in
which the applcant represents to the Commission that the facts stated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response to data request nos. 1 and 2, above, are lruthful

PiLase respond by October 14, 1997  Upon receipt of this information, it will be evaluated by
slafl and the matter will be scheduled for consideration by the Commission Thank you for
your atlention lo this matler

PLEASE NOTE THAT STAFF'S POSITION IS THAT THE COMMISSION CAN ONLY MAKE
AN ETC DESIGNATION FOR THOSE EXCHANGES WHICH ARE LOCATED IN SOUTH
DAKOTA

Sincerely,

/llli.ll‘.}'._;_) I'_

Karen Cremer
Statl Attornay

cc. Harlan Best
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CARRIERS:

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC.

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC,

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER "OOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

)
)
)
)
)

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE
OF HEARING

TC97-068

TC87-069

TC97-070

TC97-071

TC97-073

TC97-074

TC97-075

TC97-077

TCs7-078

TC97-080

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-083

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE ) TC97-084
COMPANY )

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97-085

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. TC97-086

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE ) TC97-087

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-089

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC. TCS7-092

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC. TC97-093

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,
INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97-095

SANCOM, INC. ) TC97-096



SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC.

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC.

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC.

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE
COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEFHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TC97-097

TC97-098

TC97-099

TC97-100

TC97-101

TC97-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC97-114

TCO97-115

TCO7-117

TC97-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TCS7-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/BIA ) TCo7-130
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A ) TCa7-131

MCCOOK TELECOM )

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-154

COOPERATIVE )

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155
)

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-163
)

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167

The South Dakota Public Uties Commussion (Commussion) received requests from
the above captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as ehgible
lelaecommunicalions carmers

e Commussion electromically transmitied notice of the filings ard the intervention
deadlines to interested individuals and entiies On June 27, 1997, the Commission
receved a Petition to Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom, Inc (DTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TC97-075) On Juty 15 1997, at its regularly scheduled meeting. the Commission granted
intervention 1o DTS and DTl in Docket TCS7-075 No other Petitions to Intervene were
filed

The Commission has jurisdichon over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chaptars 1-26
and 49-31 including 1-26-18, 1-26-19, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 45-31-11, and 47
USC §214(e)(1) through (5)

The issues at the heanng shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned
telecommumications companes should be granted designation as ehgble
telecommunicalions camers. and (2) what service areas shall be eslablished by the
Commission




AR

2 ucﬂ.

A hearing shall be held at 1.30 P.M , on Wednesday, November 19, 1997, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26 All parties have the nght to be present and to be
represented by an attorney  These rights and other due process rights sha!l be forfeited
if not exercised at the heaning If you or your representative fail to appear at the time and
place set for the hearing, the Final Decision will be based solely on the lestimony and
evidence provided, if any, duning the heanng or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20. After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence
and testmony that was presented at the hearing  The Commission will then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter As a result of this
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above
captioned lelecommunicalions companies requesting designation as an eligible
telecommunications camer, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunicabions camers The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law. It is therefore

ORDERED that a heanng shall be held at the time and place specified above on
the issues of whather the above captioned telecommunications companies should be

granted designation as eligible telecommunications camers, and the Commission shall
eslablish service areas for eligible telecommunications carriers

Pursuant lo the Amencans with Disabilities Act, this hearing 1s being held in a
physically accessible location Please contact the Public Utilities Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at least 48 hours prior to the heanng f you have special needs so arrangements
can be made lo accommodate you

A

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, thus 7 day of November, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The underigned herstiy certies that this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

docirrent has been sorved loday upon all parties
ol Totord I this ochat. ikt Ratt o e achot Commissioners Burg, Nelson and

service lisl, by facsimile or by firsd class mail, Schoenfelder
proparly addressed envelopes, with charges

prepaid ther 5
! T #
By L 'ﬁj ::f.l/{t '_?:I'r_-:}_f; i{i: JCA

v j WILLIAM BULLARD, JR
Ka // / . !j 74 7 Executive Director
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1 THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
2
_______ ol e M I i® 1 s L RECEIVED
3 ]

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE ) DEC 02 1997
4 | FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS )

COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS FOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
5 | ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS: )UTILITIES COMMISSION
}
6 | VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-068
)
7 | GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-069
COOPERATIVE, INC. )
B }
VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE ) TC97-070
9 | COMMUNICATIONS, INC. )
)
10 | VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOFERATIVE ) TCS37-071
ASSOCIATES, INC. )
11 )
SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-073
12 ]
MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-074
13 )
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONMNE COMPANY ) TC97-075
14 )
INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-077
15 COOPERATIVE, INC. )
]
16 INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-078
COOPERATIVE, INC. )
17 )
WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE )} TC97-080
18 | COMPLNY )

19 STATELINE TELECCMMUNICATIONS, INC

I
)
)
20 ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC. )

21 JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEFPHONE )] TC37-084 !
COMPANY ) !
22 ) |
HEARTL_LAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC )} TC97-085 i
23 ] i
|MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC ) TC97-0886 !
29 }
| BALTIC TELECOM COQPERATIVE ) TCY7-087

lﬁﬁEI_ﬂéﬁJﬁﬁ.TKLEQQHL_[EQ- = —1 TC37-088
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HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

HANSON COMMUN.CATIONS INC., D/B/A
MCCOOK TELECOM

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE

| MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICAT

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS,

THREE RIVER TELCO
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1:30 P.M.
Room 412, Capitol Building
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PROCEEDINGETE |

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. We'll go ahead and ge;
started. I°l]l begin the hearing for the dockets
relating to the eligible telecommunications carriers
designation. The time is approximately 1:50. The date|
is November 1%, 195%7; and the location of the hearing
is Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota.

I am Jim Burg, Commission Chairman. i
Commissioners Laska Schoenfelder a:id Pam Nelson are

also present.

hearing was noticed

For and Notice f Hea
The issues

whethe

-
-
"

ision may be

Cou a

|

-
[

Rolayne

I'm presiding over

pursuant

company

Wiest

this hearing. The

to the Commission's Order

ring issued November 7, 1997,
at this hearing shall be as
r the requesting

should be granted
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mmunicatci

Oonsg carriers;

hall be established by

ney. All person
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in and subject

the partiesg, The
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appealed by the pa

s |

tie
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nd the State Supreme Cour

will act as Commission
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counsel. She may provide recommended rulings on

L

2 ‘prosedural and evidentiary matters. The Commission may
3 | overrule its counsel's preliminary rulings throughout

4 the hearing. If not overruled, the preliminary rulings
S | will become final

& | At this time I'll turn it over to Rolayne for
7 ::hﬂ hearing

g8 | MS. WIEST: I‘ll take appearances of the

3 | parties. Rich, who do you Fepresent?

10 | MR. COIT: I'm here today representing all Dﬁ
11 | the SDITC member companies, and also Kadoka which has
12 recently applied for membership witii the coalition.

3 Aand Darla Rogers is here representing some companies,

14 and I guess she could indicate for the record which

wiy she's represent sNg.
1 MS. ROGERS: I'm here representing Valley;
ckholm-Strandburg; Golden West, including Vivian:

18 : 4 1liy Buttes and Venture
19 MS. WIEST Could you repeat those again?
. Valle 3 chholim-Strandburg, Vivian, Golden West
- . P — ex2x o o . |
2 MS. ROGERS SClden West, Sully Buttes and

g 2ntu L

2 MS. WIEST S West.

24 MR. HEASTON: Bill Heaston and Tammy Wilka
for S West mmunications




MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff.

MR. HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission

We have had a request to take cne
rst and that's TC97-075. Do any of
make an opening statement before we
begin?
Why don't u proceed with 075

¥

have an opening statement. There are a couple of
exhibits that we would like to admit. And I understand
there' lso b ] r o it to the Commission
into the record as evidence
And that would be Exhibit Number
Randall for ETC
2, which is the response
request from staff, dated,
And there are two letters.
yet.
(EXHIBIT i0. 3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR
IDENTIFI

two other exhibits

have been "ked ilbit No. 3. Kathy Marmet, is

is Exhibit 3 the letter.

Exhibit 3 is the letter of




o

1 Dakota.

|
2 MR COIT: So the Exhibit 3 is the letter |
:
: from Robert Marmet to the Commission, and Exhibit 4 is |
i
4 |a letter from Mike Bradley to the Commission. |
|
5 MS. WIEST: What's the date of that letter,
é the letter from Bradley
7 MR, COIT: November 18th,
- ® - & - "y |
8 MS. W1 Because I have one dated Novembe:
9 | 16th and one the 19th.
i
1 MR COIT I think so Is that right, :
|
11 Exhibit 3, is that the 15th? Okay. i1 had a letter '
12 that was dated yesterday, but the ones we have marked |
13 for admission today, I believe both the letters are
14 dated the 15%th, November 15th.
1 M WIEST g the letter from Mr. Bradley is
{ iateq the 159th
i MR. COIT fes Sorry about that
18 M ST And that’'s Exhibic 4 '
19 MF I1 I don't know why they‘'re dated |
: iifferently The 19th is the one we're seeking

21 | admission on, 1 believe, Yes, they are identical so

24 we're geeking admission of the 19th letter.
|
23 MS WIEST I think they’re not exactly |
24 1dentical but we 1 go with the 19th. Could I see the
P lecter from Dakota? I don't believe we got copies of |
|
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that one. (Pause.) So at this time are you offering
Exhibits 1, 2, 3 and 4%

MR. COIT: Yes, that's correct.

MS. WIEST: Is there any okjection to

2, 3 and
n TC97-075. Then at this time
any of the parties have any questions per
including the Commissiocners?

only question I would have, Rich, is on

the response to the data request, Exhibit 2. And the

the way that the statement

because they Baid doces the

have thias servic

I guess that

Berve as a wi

hat's a concern tha
need addressed, nd hate to say this,
nere were gBome guestions on

not 1 here to answer

with between now J
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|manner.
i CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine.
| MS. WIEST: Let’'s just go through them an
::hen we’ll have Harlan as the witness. Let’'s go back
|t9 TC37-068B. Does anyone have any questions on
!T?&?-GSE?
! CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a clarification. What
| data request response is this?
5 MS. WIEST: Yes. That would be in that
|
!pac?e:

MR. COIT: Is there a chance that we could

indicated or suggested?

consider or deal with thege en mass as Mr. Hoseck has

[ M5. WIEST: 1I'd rather not just because on a

few of them I have a couple questions on some

of them.

MR. COIT: Okay. Should I go ahead and
| introduce the exhibits?
| M5 WIEST Yes
MR. COIT: With respect to Docket TCS7-068

m
]
-
i}

two exhibits. Exhibit No. 1 is th

ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company.

And

=xhibit No. 2 is the response of Vivian Telephone

Company to a data request from Commission staff. We
|
| would move the admission of those exhibits. I do not
|
| have the dates. I don't have them here with me
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Okay. Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No. 1 is 6-1997,
and the date on the response to the data request is
10-14-97.

CHAIRMAN BURG: €6-9; right, not 6-197

MR. COIT: 6-19 -- €-9, excuse me.

M5. WIEST: Okay. Is there any objection to
admitting Exhibits 1 and 2 in 0687? If not, they’ve
been admitted. Again, Rich, on Exhibit 2, the first
question, it says we provide single party service

roughout . I guess I‘1]1 assume that means all

MR. COIT I would call Don Lee. Don Lee is
here representing Vivian as well as some of the other

ompanies. Don Lee, do you want to take a seat?

called as a witnesa, being first duly sworn,

ollows:

£
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= Mo - T
Mi ‘
o -ou.ld you respond t Commission counsel’:
juestior Piease
A Yas The answer to vou a . n ing W 4
A Yes inhe answer to your question is, yes, i
ices Lndicate that they provide service private line

throughout the Btudy area
MS. WIES Single party to all customers?
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It's available to all cuscomers?
A. Right. |

MS. WIEST: Thank you. That‘s the only !

guestion I have. Does anybody else have any questions
for this witness for 0687 If not, thank you. I did

MR. COIT: We would move the admission of

| Exhibits No. 1 and 2 in 069, and that is an ETC request

|
| or application dated 6-9%-97 and response to a staff

L el * ~
iata regquest dated 10-14-97.
MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, they’'ve
been admitted.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Excuse me, I do

not have the data

o

o

s
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reason. I'm sorry a it this, but I need to go back
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and ask Mr. Lee about Lifeline, Link Up. I think

L&

was that covered in the data request? I'm sO0rry to b«

M
-
L
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o
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1

it I did not have that and so I

need to Kknow whether this company is doing Lifeline
4 - = |
[
Link Up now or whether Yyou need toc -- whether you !
ether U
intend to have that implemented by 1-17
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Yeah, Vivian is |
|
|
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| commission has gquestions of Mr. Lee with respect to

in their original applications. |
MR. COIT: I was at the conclusion of going

through, I guess, the questions and so forth, I was

basically -- before the Commission acts on any of

these, going to restate the request. But if the

cercain aspects of providing it, I would -- yeah, I

would suggest you go ahead and ask it.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Ne, I don't have a problem as
long as we know all of them that’'s going to apply to.
In other words, if it applies to every cne of them,
then the statement at the end saying it applies on all

of them is adequate for me. Or if you have some that

already could do the toll control, we need to know

that. I doubt if there are any at this time. |
MR. COIT: No, we don't. And the waiver

request is included in all the applications. But just

to make pure it was ruled on, 1 was intending on

bringing it up again at the end.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay That's fine with me.
MS5. WIEST: Any other guestions cf this

witnras regarding 068 and 06%?

MR. COIT: Again, I would move for the

admission of two exhibits in TC97-070, and cthat is che

SN |
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10 10-9-87%
11 MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
|
¥ |
12 27 I1f not, they‘'ve been admitted Are there any |
|
—— - . |
13 questions regarding TCS7-071 If not we will go to |
14 | TC97-073 !
|
. - - s — ] H
15 MR. COIT We would move for the admission of
1€ Exhibit N 1 ETC request dated 6-11-97 and Exhibit |
i7 | N ” response to staff data request dated 10-14-97 '
18 MS5. WIEST ARy objections to Exhibits 1 and |
13 2 being admitteg if not, they have been admittced
) |
Any gquestion regarding
21 ME 01T : would note that Dennis Law, who
3. i8 the current manager ol Sioux Valley Telephone
|
23 company, 18 avalilable 1f the Commissioners have any
1
|
<4 juesticnsa
|
- MS. WIEST Any guestions If not, we'll go |




to TC97-074.,

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC reguest dated 6-12-97
and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request dated
10-31-97.

MS. WIEST: there any objections? If
not, 1 and 2 have been acdmitred.

questlons Conc

this one, Rich, with respect to the data reguest number

one.
MR. COIT: Would an affidavit be adequate?
MS. WIEST: Yeah, as far as all customers.

MR. COIT: Ckay. will make sure that gets

Any questions on 074? 1If not,

We would move for the admission of
Exhil . . which is the ETC request and that's
dated 6-13-97. Also move for admission of Exhibit No.
2, which is a response to data request dated 10-9-97.
And there is also an Exhibit No. 3 in this docke:, a
supplemental response to staff data request. It's
dated 10-28-97. We move the admission of all three

exhibits.

VIEST: Any objection? 1 those




1 !:n:ge exhibits have been admitted. Are there any

2 | questions regarding this docket? |

] MR. COIT I believe Mr. Lee is representing |
4 T today as well? 1
£ MR LEE That's right

' MS. WIEST Okay. Let's go to TC97-078,.

m

COIT: We move for the admission of

8 Exhibitct N 1 which is the ETC request dated 6-13-97
9 | and move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, whieh is

esponse to staff data request dated 10-9-97,
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1€ and lso move for admission of response to staff data |

1

1 req bit N <, which is dated 10-14-97 ’

- M WIEST Any objection to Exhibits I and I

|

16 f t hey've been admitted Any questions ‘

2 : arding cthi locket If not, let's move to .
- ) a w=

|
1
2 MR. COIT wWe move for the admission of ETC 4




MS. WIEST: Are there any objecticons to

2? 1f not, they've been admitted. Any questions

regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to

1

one, you will be asking at the

the single party and a
ight?
a waiver

ilsgue?

wasn't >f that.
understood tl re some companies that had purchased
U S West ex lat were i in the process cf

LA

converting lines. if they need a

an

i0NE W

T Sk

ted tha




EST 5S¢ you probably just need a

wWwaiver

That woul be adeguate.
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party service

to all customers, and the second waiver

on toll control for one year -- one year from what

dace, Rich?
MR.

would be from
MS.

MR.

think I wou d guess that that
the dare of the order.
Okay.

On the toll contreol? You're

speaking to the toll control; correct?

N

Ly B=0

Yes, toll control.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a question|

long as we
control and o
yYou’'re asking
properly and
ask:n =

this preocess,

process again.

we're doing i
meets the reqg

5=

we

FCC Order is not Bperc

paragraph 85,

‘re talking about the waivers both on tell

n the single party service,. As long a

for waivers, let's make sure it's done
that we’'re not back here in two months
I would hate to go through
not like to go through this
we need to be accurate when

ko a l have a question about what

uirements o the Act? muc] a

answer

WIEST:
t does say in

I believe, that the Commission must. upon

a finding of exceptional Circumstances, you can make a
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single party services for a specified period

And also on the toll limitation the company

show exceptional circumstances exist and need

' |

onal time to upgrade. They should have to

al hardship individu

inter
CLime perio

he exceptio

would note that in the

veé reguested a year, we've also

hat period of I 1d file

n

anE
Uil

Bltuat]

lable,

apecti:
ilable and
there's better

yd can be

Lt know when




{ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to be:an:;

know everyone wants to get through
but to me it’s very important that we do it
means that we need to answer t
grant t
en to t
you have spell cut why these companies
this is what understanding -- why these
can‘t do toll 1 l and why it‘'s going to tak
a peric ime to do single party service.
think t should be in the application
in OUr motion as we approve 1it.,
e thing on the record to support
where we're going.
explain the reasons in

original application, with

CHOENFELDER: Okay.

i1f there are any furtt
that the Commission would like ¢

you need more information

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I would ike to
and this probably isn’'t true of al companies.

of the ones you’'re Lestifying for at least,
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1

» where they're at in deploying the technology

need to do t §e¢ two things and what kind of
you might expect. Because I don't want this to

forward th ' it's been perceived that

might respomd to
igc
issue of
I believe under the FCC's
tifies a toll restrict n toll
issue at hand is he toll control,
that the end user
the amount of its
restriction automatically

long distance

provides that

And therein is
members ask for the one-year period

icipate it being available.
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customer’'s usage; nd becauss=

the

customer co

The second or alternative toc that is a
software provisioning of toll control. And, again, to |
|
my knowledge, there is no interface between a Boftwarei
system and a switch that has that capability. |
Primarily because it would take real time rating of a E
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mean Everybody can offer that?

MR LEE To my knowledge, that's a true
statement

CHAIRMAN BURG: And I guess my position is tol
me, the other - I really don’t see, you know, since
you said it's not available, I can't see them implying
it or even putting it into here I think it satisfies
all of our needs I have no problem giving the full
Yeal r more as long as it gets through FCC, which at
this time it appears it should So I don‘t see this
[ nt to me in making it a shorter limit because 1
jon’'t think it w i interfere with cthe ETC

= 1k 1 i -.‘f. :—-

MR. LEE ! would agree with that and then
would point out in the applications the companies have
indicatec that they will investigate and will work with
their switch vendors so that when it does become
ivailable, they‘re willing to implement it I think
that the telephone companies feel that once it becomes

CHAIRMAN

‘ad

3
oll

general

1 - - a .
limitation;

BURG: To my knowledge, everybody

right, from what ad

we've h

statement?

I'm going to define as toll
cCAar instead of tell limitation, yes.
BURG Toll blocking is what I
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available, it is in the public interest and would be

very supportive of that concept.

C..AIRMAN BURG: With that I*'1]1 move that we

grant the one-year waiver on toll -- what is it

called? Toll limitation? Toll control?
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1‘'d second.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to

concur with that as long as the motion is understood

that there will be some formal way to limit toll for

these customers just so that everybody understcands the

motion.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I think in every applicati
you agreed that you can do toll restriction --

MR. LEE: Right.

CHAIRMAN BURG: -=- 1f 1 remember reading t
applications, and that to me is satisfactory.

MR. LEE: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do you want them as a
separate motion? Okay. I1"1ll aleso move -- which one
we need on this one?

MS5. WIEST: The single party service until

CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘ll move that we grant a

waiver in TC97-081 in the single party regquirement

an

he

do
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1 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.
d COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
3 | MS. WIEST: Any other gquestions in 0817 Do

4 | you want to go back now?

5 CHAIRMAN BURG:
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1l move that we grant the

12 waiver of toll control in TC97-075.

13 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.
14 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
1 M5. WIEST 0éB

16 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll move we grant the toll

1 I mean I'1l]l move we grant the waiver for toll

1B | limitaction

19 MS. WIEST Toll control I'm sorry, we have

F t be accurate because what the FCC did is they call :.‘.1.

21 rombined toll control and toll blecking as toll !

22 ilimitatior

23 CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'l]l move we grant the waiver
.

24 | for toll control in TC97-068

25 "OMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:
MS5. WIEST: For one year?
CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes.

MS. WIEST: 069,

move we grant the toll control waiver

| COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
f COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
| MS. WIEST: 070.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘ll move that we grant toll |

year.

Concur.

' CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'll keep making them.

in TC97-06% for

tcon:rcl in TC97-070 for one year, the waiver for one

| COMMISSIONER NELSON: Second it.

OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

n

]

W

m

8T 3 171.

L]

-

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'l1l move €

he waiver for toll control,

N
0
. |
-
-
0
.
(&

(
3
-
i )
~¥]
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]

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST: DT3.

. |

(a1
0
Li |

Concur.

hat we grant

in TCS7-071

OMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

Concur.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver

toll contrel in TC97-073 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

I'11
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concu

2 ‘ MS. WIEST 074
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l move we grant the waiver

o

| for toll contreol in TC97-074 for one year.
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Seconded.

OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

8 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver

L ]

n

o

ontrol in TC97-077 for one year.

[
[

10 COMMISSICNER NELSON: Seconded

11 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Corcur.

12 MS WIEST: 0786.

13 CHAIRMAN BURG 11l move we grant the waiver

14 for 1l control in TC97-078 for one year.

1k COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. ;

1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concuz

17 MS. WIEST 080 i
|

18 CHAIRMAN BURG And I'1l]l move we grant the |

19 | waiver for toll control in TC97-080 for one year.

2 "OMMISSICONER NELSON Seconded

2 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

22 CHAIRMAN BEURG: We did 81; right, and we are

24 MS. WIEST: Any further questions on 0817
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MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
the ETC request filed by Accent, dated 6-17-97, and
Exhibit No. 2, the response to staff data request which
is dated 10-8-97.

M5. WIEST: Any objection? I1f not, 1 and 2
have been admitted. Any questions regarding 0837

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the toll,
the waiver for toll control in TC97-083 for ocne year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-084.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of the
ETC request dated €-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.
1, and we move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, the
response to staff data request dated 10-8-97.

MS. WIEST: Are there any objections? 1If

not, they’'ve been admitted.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver
for toll control in TC97-084 for one year,

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'l]l concur.
Does this have a single party question on this cne?

MS. WIES

-

: No. They said in their original
application that they are offering single party service

tc all consumers,
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I got a sticky on

it. Sorry. James Valley; right?
MS. WIEST: I believe in their -- okay.
Yeah, that was Bob’'s question. And the reason he had

the question is it was actually in the criginal
application. So if you locok at the original
application on page two, under question number three,
they do state that they provide single party service to

all consumers in their service area. Number four down

L

on tahat L11st.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay

MS, WIEST: Thank you. Okay. Let's go to

MR. COIT: We move for admitting of Exhibit
Ne, 1, the ETC request, dated 6-17-97, and Exhibit No.
2. the response to staff data request dated 10-10-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? I1f not, they’'ve

been admitted. I have the same question here with

MR. COIT: Mr. Benton is available to respond
to questions, ! believe, Is this Heartland? Right?
Or, Don, can you respond to any questions?

MR. LEE: Mark has asked me to respond on his
behalf, which will ba Heartland Communications, and

they are offering all single.




MS. WIEST: Single party was coffered to a

customeras? Any other questions concerning this

| docket? Is there

CHAIRMAN

second
SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
i85, I believe.
CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me, B85,
MS. WIEST: TC97-086.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission
Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-17-97, and

requests, Exhibit No. 2., which

WIEST: Any objections? If not, they

admitted. Same question, can you answar

:l.__ B‘JI':",",

They are currently all private line

Single party; correct?

Single party to all customers?
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MR. LEE: Correct.

M5. WIEST: Thank you. TC57-088.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6-17-97, and response
to staff data request, which is Exhibit Ne. 2, which is
dated 10-17-97,

MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, Exhibits
1 and 2 have been admitted.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll move we grant a waiver
on toll control in TC97-088 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second itc.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: Can you answer my question on

Lee?
LEE: Company name, please?
East Plains.
is all single party
service.
Thank you,
MS. 1EST: C97-085.
MR. : We move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6€-17-957,

ion of Exhibit No. 2, which is a response

request, dated 10-21-97.

WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, they’ve
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been admit

ted.

MR.

offers single parcty

offer to eve

¥ oa e
-

&

MR.

M5

MR.

WIEST:

Same question.

COIT: I don't believe that Mr. Lee is

Western today. What did they say in

They said Western Telephone

service, My question is do they

customer again?
COIT:

WIEST: Can you do a late-fil

COIT: We can do an affidavit en that

ne I guess

CHAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant a waiver
on tell control for TC97-089% for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: Ckay. Let's go on to TC97-090.

MR. COIT We move for the admission of
Exhibir N 1 which 18 the ETC request dated 6-17-97,
and Exhibit Nt 2, which is the response to staff data
t dated 1 24-597

M5. WIEST ADY bjection? I1f not, they’'ve
Do admitted ANy qQuestions concerning this dockec?

CHAIRMAN BURG 1*'1ll move that we grant a
waiver on toll contrel in TC97-090 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON I'd second it
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC9T7-092.

MR. COIT: We move for the admiss:on of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request of Kennebec
Telephone Company dated 6-18-97, and move for the

admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response to

staff data request dated 10-10-97. And I would note
that Mr. Rod Bauer is here to respond to any questio
that the Commissioners or staff may have concerning
their reguest

MS5. WIEST: Any questions concerning this

docket? If not, do you have a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit both those?

MS. WIEST: I'm sorry, I did not. I will
admit Exhibit Numbers 1 and 2.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant a
waiver on toll control in TC97-092 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it .

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC57-0923,

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request of Jefferson
elephone Company, dated €-18-97, and move also for
admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data

regquest, which is dated 10-10-97. And I would note

|

ns

of

the
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MS. Any objection to the exhibits?
ey've been admitted. Any questions |
this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘ll move we grant a waiver
ntrol in TC97-093 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON 1‘'d second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. ?
MS WIEST TC97-094 1
MR OIT We'd move for the admission of
1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-57,
or the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
se to data regquest dated 10-15-67
MS. WIEST Any objection toc Exhibits 1 and
those exhibits have been admitted. Do you
itnesses [or this one?
ME CO1T M1 Lee is available for both
L: anag venture
MS WIEST I ust had a gquestion 1 quess,
single party service because in this one it
hould facilities not allow immediate single
ice, Sully Buttes may offer multi-party
til the facilities are restored or installed
r single party service, Has that occurred
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in the past?
A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no

multi-line. The fact is all single party service.

(]

think they added that language such that if there were
{ @ disaster that they had to respond to, they wanted to
reserve the right to offer party line under the
emergency basis only. But they have for a number of

years been all single party service.

| MS. WIEST: Any other questions?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
n toll control for TC97-094 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, I"11
i concur
|
i MS. WIEST: TC37-095,
MR. COIT: We would move for the admission o

| ETC, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission o

(23

Exhibit No. 2, response te data request dated
10-15-97, I would point out that I believe that there
migh De an 1ssue wilnh respect to single party service
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admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data regquest
dated 10-10-97.
MS. WIEST: Any objections? 10 they've
been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
contraol in TC97-096 for one year,.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER.
MS5. WIEST: TC97-097.
MR. COIT: We move f£Or the admission of
| Exhibit No. 1, ETC request, dated 6-19-9%7, and Exhibit
No. 2, response to data regquest dated 10-10-97.
MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not,
been admitted. Does anybody have any questions
concerning is docketr?
AIRMAN BURG: I1'll move we grant a waiver
TC97-097 for cone year,
NELSON: I1'd second it,

SCHOENFELDER : Coencur.

We move for the admission of ETC

request dated which is marked Exhibit No. 1

- 3

and admission of Ne. 2, which is the response

to data request dated 10-14-97.

M5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
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1 | than this that as manager of the South Dakota I

2 | Association of Telephone Co-ops and the daily regquests

3 | we've had there that they do, in fact, provide all
4 | single party service throughout Roberts County Co-op,

5 | if that will suffice for your information here.

6 | MS. WIEST: Is that sufficient?
7 | MSE. CREMER: That's sufficient, !
|
8 | MS {1EST Okay
{ 1
9 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’1l move we grant a waiver [
10 | for toll control in TC97-099 for one year. |
11 : COMMISSIONER NELSON: l1'd seccnd {c. I
. - * - ¥ - - 1
12 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. |
I I
13 i MS. WIEST: TCS$7-100. _
14 MR COIT We move for the admission of
15 | Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated é-:&-&T.i
16 | and admission of Exhibit Neo. 2, response to data !
request dated 10-5-97
id | M5. WIEST: Any objection? I1f not, they’'ve
19 | been admitted Same question on this one. i
|
20 ME LEE: i don't know the answer. |
, _ i
21 MR. COIT: There is -- Mr, Lee is not here
[
«« | representing RC Communications today, so I suspect |
. " B | L] I
23 we‘ll h ve to deal with that with a late-filed exhibit
:
24 | if that's okay 5
1
y ME WIpaT )

d ME WIEST: ikay .
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for one year.
N: 1'd second it
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COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:
M5. WIEST: TC97-105.

MR . o : We move for the admiss of ETC

request, Exhibit o dated 6-19-%7, and admission of}

Exhibit No. 2 response to data reguest date

1 and 2 kave been admitted

this docketr?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move we gran

for toll contrel in TCS97-105 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd pecond
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

TC37-108.

We move for the
dated 6-231-57

response

objection?
have bee im i Same gquest
Lee, answer that one: Is that single

available for --

them, I'm sorry

permission to

e — et
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Telephone Company service area. It has been since the
late seventi« s.

MS5. WIEST: Are there any others questions of
this witness? Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1‘'ll move we grant a waiver
for toll contrel in TC97-113 for one vyear.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1‘'d second.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M

wn

WI1EST: TC97-114.

R COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,

o i
which is dated 6-25-97, that's Exhibit No. 1. And also

move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
response to data requests of staff dated 10-9-97. And

Mr. Haugen 18 here as well to respond to any questions

MS5. WIEST: First of all, any objection to
Exhibits 1 and 27 If not, they've been admitted. And

would ask the same guestion.

MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is
available to all the customers in the
Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges.

{S. WIEST Thank you. Any other questions
of this witness?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I"ll move we grant a waiver
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COMMISSIONER NELSON:
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS5. WIEST:
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10-9
object

And

of Uni

-97.

ion?e

the

for one vyear.

econd

i

c.

Concur.

Exhibit No. 2,
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M5, WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhib

1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning

this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG:

I'"ll move we grant a waiver

TC97-117

for one year

NELSON: I1'd second it

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

WIEST: TC97=-121.

We move for the admission of

request of xadoka, dated 7-3-97,

xhibit No. 2, response to data
requests dated 97.
MS. WIEST:

Any objections to Exhibits 1 and

they’'ve been admitted. Any questions

I'll move we grant
for one year,

second
SCHO

bl ad B IR |
i3 F= L

We’'d move for the admiss

request, Exhibi { 1, dated 7-7-97, and Exh

2, response

t qu ectaff, which igs dated

16-29-97.

Any ocbjection to Exhibits 1 and

its
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they've been
this docket?

HAIRMAN BURG:

admitted. Any quest

I'll move we grant

1 control in TC$7-125 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON I'd second i
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
MS. WIEST TC97-130
MR. COIT We would move for the ad

No . the ETC request dated 7-10-97,
No. 2, the response to data request d

m

ing this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant
l control in TC97-130 for one Yeur
COMMI I ER NELSON I would secon
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur
MS. WIEST TC97-131
MR. COIT We would move the admiss
Exhibit No. 1, which is dated 7-10-97
No. 2, response to data regquest dated
MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibi
not they’ve been admitted. Any quest
ing this docket?

ions

a waiver

-
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ion of ETC
, and
10-14-97.

ts 1 and
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-131 for one year

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-154.

MR. COIT: We would move into the record
Exhibit No. 1, the ETC regquest, dated 5-10-97, and also
Exhibit No. 2, the response to data request dated
10-16-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit 1 and

|22 1If not, they have been admitted. Let’'s see, on

this one this was one

was requested for the
the one year?

MR. COIT:
respond. He's Mr. Bo
River.

MS. WIEST:
one of the few ones ¢t
far as 1 can see, or
wondering if there wa

called as a

o

= 45

was exan

of a couple that no time period
waiver. 1 assume you still want
Mr. Barfield is here. He could
b Barfield, manager for West

They request a waiver but this
hat didn't ask for one year, as
any time period. So 1l was

8 any different time period that

BOB BARFIELD,

witness, being first duly sworn,

d and testified as follows:




1 EXAMINATION

2 MR. BARFIELD: In response Lo your guestion,
3 ince the vendor does not have a date, as far as we

4 | know, at this time to provide this, that’'s the reason

5 | we didn’'t ask for a certain time period on the waiver.
6 | MS. WIEST: But we will need a time period.

7 MR. COIT: Would you be willing to accept the

8 | one-year time period that is being granted to other

3 | companiesg?
i
10 | MR. BARFIELD: We sure would.
11 | CHAIRMAN BURG: And I think the thought

12 | behind it 18 if there still isn't any sclution., then it

13 | would be renewed or we'd request. With that, I’'1l]l move
|

14 | that we grant a waiver for toll control in TC97-154 for

16 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I would second it
17 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

16 MS5. WIEST: Let's go to TC97-155.

19 MR. COIT: We would regquest admission of

20 | Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request of Mobridge

3

21 felecommunicaticns, which is dated 9-10-97, and also

22 | Exhibit Nc 2, which is the response to data regquest
23 | dated 10-16-97

24 | MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits
25 1 and 2 have been admitted. And I would have the same
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guestion with respect to the length of the waiver.

MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be the
game. We would ask for a year on the waivar,

MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other questions? |

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I1‘'l]l move that we
grant a waiver on toll control in TC97-155 for one
Year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second ict.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I concur.

M5. WIEST: Thank you. Let’'s skip to
TC97=167.

MR. COIT: I would just note that Three River

elco is not an SDITC member company, so I'm not really
here today to represent Three River Telco.

MS. WIEST: HNobcdy is here?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any guestions on
lt, or do we have to have representatisn?

MS. WIEST: Somebody needs to move it in.

MR. COIT: Well, if you're looking for a
body, 1 guess I can serve as the body.

M5. CREMER: Jtherwise, I can move to admit
the two exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97, the request for
ETC, and 11-7-97, the amended -- oh, I'm scrry, that’'s
U S West. Let me try that again. 10-16 of *'97 is the

reguest anc 11-13-9%7 is the amended request. and T




1 would ask that they be admitred in.
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Any cbjection? If not, they've

3 | been admitted Are there any questions concerning this
4 | docket? 1 would note that their application does

|
5 | request a waiver for one period for toll control

~J

single party line, though, is there?

- CHAIRMAN BURG: 111 move we grant a waiver
>11 con:irol in TC97-167 for one year

11 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second.

12 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

13 MS. WIEST: At this time did you want to go

la to U S West, or 1s Harlan going to speak to these

- 2 Kel s

- MS CREMER We'll finish up chese first

' MS. WIEST kay

18 STAFF'S EXHIBIT NO. 1 WAS MARKED FOR '
18 DENTIFICATION

- HARLAN BEST,

21 called as a witness, being first duly sworn,
232 was examined and testified as follows:
< RIRECT EXAMINATION
24 | BY MR. HOSECK
C Would you state your name for the record,
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please.
A Harlan Best.
Q. #ad what is your job?
A 1

the Public Utilicties Commission,

Q. And have you been present
this afterncon for

A Yes.

Q. And have you
the caption in the

had the opportunity to

notice of this hearing which

am deputy director of fixed utilities for

South Dakota.

in the hearing room

the hearing on these applications?

Teview

lists

the cases which are before the Commission on this date?

A Yes.

0. And are you familiar with the applications in
each of these cases?

A. Yes.

Q. As a part of your job, have you reviewed
those applications?

A. Yes, I have

0 You have befcre you an exhibiz numbeared
Staff’'s No 1 i that correct?

A Yes

0 And is that an exhibit that you prepared in
the course of your duties?

A Yeas it i1

Q Juast briefly explain to the Commission,
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igible telecommunications carrier

sociated docket number, and the staff couns
signed to the respective dockets. Down the
ft-hand side, is the requirements that are
r ETC status Pocpulated within the columns
sponses that the respective companies gave within
eir exhibits 1 and Exhibit 2 that have been
t the record.
. And are there any changes or correc
is exhibit that you would like to make at t
kA ne that I am aware of is under
lephone, Docket TC97-068, under the Lifelin
it shows that it will be available 1-1-97.
ould be 1-1-98 I'm not aware of any other
I ect il nse
ME HOSECH Ckay At this point 1§
3l m Staff’'s Exhibit Nc 1 intec evidenc
intended as testimony for all of the docke
3 the exception of U S West
MMIESSIONER SCHOENFELDER: U S Wes
re though
MR. HOSECK That would be handled

&
[

A.

cp

Whart

is lis

exhibit entails.
4

ted each of

have done on this exhibit

8

-

the companies requesting

tatus, t

Vivian

4Cross

he

el that isg
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side, he

for~h
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his time?
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MS. WIEST: Is there any objection?
MR. COIT: My comment would be that I just i

received this so 1 haven’t had an opportunity to go

through to make sure this is all accurate. I guess 1
can take Mr. Best's word that it is accurate and I'11
have to do that, I guess. cther than that I don't
have any comment.

MS. WIEST: Do you want an opportunity to

|

look it over? |

MR. COIT: Well, it migh. take me a while, 54

don’t have any objection.

MS, WIEST: Okay. Then Staff Exhibit No. 1
will be admitted into all of the dockets that we have
gone through so far.

MR. HOSECK: Okay. Thank you.
0. Based on the review of these dockets that vou
iave done and relying to whatever extent you may on
-aff*s Exhibit No. 1, did the applicant companies meet

the requirements of becoming an eligible

:

relecommunications carrier?

A. Yes, they have, with the noted late-filed

sffidavits that will be done in a number of the

Q. And with regard to advertising services

exchange-wide, do you have a recommendation to the
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Commission for a provision to be included in an order
!
which would come out of these proceedings?

A Yes Staff's recommendation for advertising
would be that the ETC carrier be required to advertise
1t least once each year; and if they have any race
change, that that rate change be advertised when it
does change

Q. And in conclusion, do you have an opinion as
to whether or not the applicancts contained on Exhibit
1, with the exception of U S West which has not had its|

N

telecommun

A
" - o
YESE ney
nis witne
witne o

ase heard yet

pplicants meet

e
-

na

e

i ]
m

o

e

P

his time, whether or not those
qualifications as an eligible
carrier?
{ review that has been undertaken,
he requirements for ETC status.
K 1 have no further uestions of ;
Are there any queations of this ‘
- !
CROSS-EXAMINATION i
!
|
you talked about advertising
referencing the rates just for|
l
hat are supported by universal
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A. Yes E
MR. COIT: No further gquestions. E
MS. WIEST: Ms. Rogers?
M. ROGERS: No, no questions. |
M5. WIEST: Mr. Heaston?
MR. HEASTON: No.

CHAIEMAN BURG:

there any --

there any criteria f

context of this?

well

=)

™

guestion?
CHAIRMAN
else i

anybody B,

-
.

4 s F

vices 1d i f
are supp
charges therefo

re

CHALR

is advertising
o

Is the methods 1

BURG:

*
-

ition for advertising,

mUust

orted by federal

using media

The only question I'd have is

identified in any way? 1Is

r what advertising means in the

n the FCC Order as

sorry, what was the

The question 1 had feor Harlan

s there a meaning, is there a

what thar

Und the statute

er

22

itse]

advertise the availabil

you‘re r

versal service and

=2
it
<

tChe

of general distribution.

|
i

Ckay I think that satisfies

that mean f

Does

Le ]
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WIEST: That

believe

Yes, nce each ye
COMMISSIONER NELS
‘s adequate
COMMISSIONER SCHO
you to feollow
mmisslioner Nelson's

would be under

staff

i

NFELDER: Are you do
up -- excuse me, to

they have to advertise this

‘s

]
0

i
bt

0
a

=}
(7¢]

hat they advertise once each year after?
crder said that you have to send an
everyone once initially and then to

omer You're requesating this

f Lifeline, Link Up in addition to,
Accurate or not?
t The Lifeline, Link Up under TC97-150,

o
t

e » a a B rre
then thi w
ve to d acdve

ISSIONER SCH
ISSIONER NEL

(2

m

hat it shall

e sent to pr
ld be an advertipeme
tisement of this for
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Okay.

the

aAnswer

be --

ank you.

to
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A. Yen They would do it originally, and once
year alter.
MS, WIEST: How would they advertise?
| Where?
A Where would they advertise?
MS., WIEST Yes
. Whatever general distribution it meets
according, 1 assume, it means newspapers and those
types of publications.

uestion
|

Could you

-

MS.

hanges that ¢t
M5 Wi
ices support
vice?
A Yes
MS. WI
e for one of
re-advertised

A Yes
MS Wl
E witness? I

WIEST:

rtRYer

m

you.

Sc it could be any type of

stribution media once a year?

is available within their given
ey Berve.

And it would only be for those

d right now by federal universal

ST And every time they changed a

hose services, then that would have t

at that time?

ST Are there any other guestions of

not, thank you Actually, I do.

the stand, Harlan? 1 guess we have a
Could you look at your exhibit for
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Venture

A

Yen,

MS. WIES

.~
L

aingle party service,

because currently the
apparently to three c
AL Yen
MS. WIEST

your qguestion there?
A. It would be
MS. WIEST:
anything furcher, Mr.
Mi HOSECK:
Thank you
M5. WIEST
until we g t U S We
MR COIT
Y Joing = wait nt
w i regpect to the a
ME WIEST
o1 i
AT THIS T1
MS5. WIEST
w i t TC97-161
ME HEASTON

Communications,

< e i =S
i
TC97-0957 |
Doem the answer to number four,
we did grant them a waiver
Y do not have single party service
ustomers?
S0 would that be incorrect there,
a clarification there teo it, yes.
Okay Thank you Do you have
Hoseck?
Staff has nothine further.
Jo you want to take a short break
st?
Wwhen does the Commission -- are
il the end to rule on all of these
ctual ETC designation?
That's why we're taking a short

ME A SHORT
Let"'s get Bta
And I would

RECESS

WAS TAKEN.)

rted again.

mocve admission

And we

of




Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit

B
K
g
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M
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is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which 1

service territory map. That's Exhibit 1, 2 and 13

| respectivel the docket.

y in

WIEST: 2

| MS. Any objection to Exhibits 1,

and 137 D

~
L&)

you have a copy of the service

territory

Imap? Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 37
!:f not, they've been admitted. You may proceed,
Mr Heaston ;
|
MR. HEASTON: We would also join in the r
motion on the toll control The reason we did not ace%
a waiver in the initial application is because as 1 I
read Paragraph 388 0f the Order in the DA 97-157
indicated that toll blocking would be sufficient in the
meantime and it was dependent upon when you upgraded
switches And so we doc not feel we need a waiver of !
!
toll control, but the common wisdom seems tc be there
needs to be a waiver, so we will follow the herd here
and request the toll controcl waiver also. :
i
And we are als one of the parties to the
request of the FCC to reconsider the toll limication,
that this includes both toll blocking and toll
control And I guess we would also point out that with
|
the implementation of number portability that is c_;f.:.ngE
te impact toll control somewhat significantly. And so
e et e e e Tt ]
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while we agree with Bob Barfield in his observartion

that since we don't know when it's going to

that's why we wouldn‘t want a time limit on it, but
are willing to accep:t the cne year with the
understanding that if there is not the ability to
implement it or if the ability is too expensive to

implement, that we to come back to thi

Commission and seek further waiver of that, of

©oll control with part of the essential

cations carrier obligation.

EST: Okay. Would the

BURG : Did we admict he exhibits?

T

M5. WIEST Yes
CHAIRMAN BURG 1'll move that we waive
control for TC97-163 for one year

"OMMISSIONER NELSON Well, I'm going to
gsecond it, but neard an expansion of what we*ve been
wairving in the past {rom giving them one year with th
idea we're going to renew it And the reason I was
wiiling to grant it 18 because technology is not out
there Now, the Act requires that it be cthere and it
didn't say anything about how much it cost. So I
didn‘t hear anything about one of the reasons we were
waiving it in the past was because that it might be
cost rohibitive as much as because technology wasn't

Commissioners

we

B

toll
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cthere. I can understand why technology wasn’'t there
but 1 didn't -- I wasn't in Congress when they vected
that was part of the Act.

MR. HEASTON: It’'s not part of the Act. I
guess that's the firat thing. It's an FCC --

COMMISSIONER NELSON: it's a rule

MR. HEASTON: It's an FCC dicrate.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: But it has the same
weight as the rules and statute unless it's changed
court; right?

MR. HEASTON: That's true. But unless the
FCC changes, as we‘ve urged them to do.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Right. So I'm
seconding your motion with the understanding it‘'s
exactly as we had stated it originally; is that

correce?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I mean the motion was for onasj

year.
COMMISSIONEER SCHOENFELDER: I believe the
motion was for one year, a waiver for one year., and

didr*'t know that the motion had anything more than

| that, than just a waiver from toll control for one

year.
CHAIRMAN BURG: It doesn’'t

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then

L

in

-
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OMMISSIONER NELSON: All I'm sayin though,

[

for it and there will be a record that
t: and the reason I voted for it was th

waasn*t available. And that's a lot

nt in my mind than it's cost prchibitive.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENRFELDER: I think --
COMMISSICNER NELSON: Not that that woul
ssue in my mind that vou could debate. I d
record that I'm supporting something for a
nt reason than I did.
CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a comment that I'd
! guess I1f there isn‘t a technology, 1 re
gsee all S50 or 75 £ilings just for an
1f there is some way we could :ert:fy
echnology and extend it as we come up towar
at 1'd welcome that solution rather than g
this with this many of them, I, persconall
mind annot see a solution when we‘re goin

1

make

o
Y., in

g9 Lo
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pieces of paper. 5So if we can find a way to

consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any
suggestions. That’s all I have.
MR. HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner available
here, and we do have a couple guestions to ask him.
JON LEHNER,
called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

was examined and testified as follows:

BY MR. HEASTON:
Q. Mr. Lehner, in our application we described

the issue of eliminating multi-party services and going
to single party service throughout U S West service
areas. Can you update the Commission cn the status of
that consistent with what we've already put in the
application?

A Yes. As of October 31 of this year the
number of multi-party or two- and four-party customers
in U 5 West's territory is 612. 6l12.

CHAIERMAN BURG: What was the date on that,

AL As of 10-31-97,.
Q. And what can you tell the Commission about

cur continuing effort to eliminate the multi-party

service?
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become available,

exchanges.

The plan right now is to eliminate all of

except for 52 of them. And the time frame

or that will be by the end of the second guarter,

uppose we could put for a date of 6-30 of
all but 52 of those will be completed by 6-30
And what about the remaining 527

The remaining 52 are extremely high cost

And until other

-
-

technology or other means

there are no plans right now. We

lans to move ahead with those 52.

With that we still believe that it is

te for us to -- we still believe the waiver is
te in this case; is that correct?

That is cerrect

MR. HEASTON: That*'s all the guestions I
MS. WIEST Ms. Cremer?

CROSES.-F MIN

EMER

Mr. Lehner, where are those 52 located? Are
ad throughout, or are they in a specific area,

I could read them off for you., There's about

Or I could give you a late-filed

1 A.
2 | those 612
3L
4 | which I s
|
i
5| *“98. S50
|
6 | of *98
|
|
vl 0.
8 | A
9 !upgrades.
|
11 have no p
12 Q.
13 appropria
14 | appropria
15 A
17 | have.
18
- |
20 | BY MS. CR
- s
i A -
22 | they spre
|
21 | do you know?
i
24 i A.
|
25 | a dozen
!
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exhibit. Let me just read them off. Arlington is
four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, four; Huron, three;
Lake Preston, one.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Do you want to start
over?

A. Arlington, four; Belle Fourche, six:; De Smet,
four; Huron, three; Lake Preston, one; Madison, two:
Milbank, four; Pierre, two; Redfield, two; Sisseton,
gix; Spearfish, two; Volga, five; Watertown, ten:
Yankten, one,

0. Ia there a particular reason? Is it like
Anaconda line or something?

A. It's a combination of many factors, but you
mean as far as the 52 are concerned?

Q. Yes.

A. It's a combination of many factors. We're
talking about feeder distribution, we’'re talking about
in some cases a PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda that
would need to be replaced.

MS. CREMER: Okay. That's all the guestions

CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any
other technical sclutions other than to a single party
other than line extension?

A. You mean in order to provide a single party
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service

A.
looking

caBes,

to these customers?

CHAIRMAN BURG:
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MS.
A. Yes.
MS.
multi-frequenc
egquivalent?
A Yes.

M5.

WIEST: And does it provide local usage?

WIEST: Do you provide dual tone

Y signalling or its functional

WIEST: Do you provide access to your

emergency services?

A, Yes.
MS.
services?
A. Yes.
MS.

interexchange

AL Yes.

MS5.
directory assi
AL Yes.

MS .

toll control a
able to provid
A. Yes,

MS.

for the waiver

application you talked about the ones that you have no

WIEST: Do you provide access to operator

WIEST: Do you provide access to

service?

WIEST: And do you provide access to

stance?

WIEST: And you've already talked abourt

nd the waiver. Do you provide or are you

e toll blocking?

WIEST: Then getting back to your reguest

©n single party service,

R |

I know in your
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plans, you know, of providing service due to the cost
and everything. My problem, I guess, is that I don‘'t
see that there is any de minimus exception within the
FCC rules with respect to single party service. Have
you been granted any of this type of de minimus
exception to that requirement, do you know, in any of
the other statesg?

A. I am not aware.

MS. WIEST: And what I'm getting at is that

it appears, according to the FCC rules -- and I'm
looking at 47 54.101(c), that in order to grant any
additional time to complete network upgrades for single
party or enhanced 911 or tell limitarien, that the
Commission does in fact have to set a time period for
you to complete those network upgrades. Is your
contention that we do not?

A I would not make that contention. I'm going

to let my attorney argue with you about that.

MS. WIEST: Well, then, I do have a couple
other guestions. My other question is on service
area. And it is also a requirement of the gtate

Commission to designate service areas as opposed to
study areas for nonrural telecommunications companies.
First of all, you would agree that you are a nonrural

telecommunications company?
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A Yes.
MS. WIEST: And in the FCC’s public notice
96-45 issued 9-29-97, it does state that we must send
to USAC the names of the ETC's and the designated
service areas for nonrural carriers no later than

December 31st, 1997. And 1 know you made some

"~
|

reference to these hings i

1 your application, but I
don‘t think you really told us what you want vour
service area to be. Because the FCC has told us thar
we better not adopt your study area as your service
area for large ILEC's. Do you have pervice areas for
your company that you want the Commission to adopt at
this time?

A Well, I suppose that -- and, Bill, jump in
here, I guess, to help me with this. But I suppose
Lhat our service area ought to be our exchanges in th
state of Scuth Dakota Now, the study area is a
dif‘erent issue and that has not been determined yer.
But I would think that our service area would be our
éxchanges that we serve in the state of Scuth Dakota.

MR. HEASTON: 1If I may from a legal
standpoint, there is no definition yet; and certainly
JUr service area would be those areas within which we

are authorized to provide the supported services.

MS. WIEST: Right. And that’'s my question.
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MR. HEASTON:

that"s what

& area where
rvice When it
e that would be
by a universal

under debate depending upon which proxy

S

final decision as

so I think if we're required to tak
area,” 1 would do
to comply with the law I1f
ng {or, to comply with the FCC

you'‘re looking for
FCC would

we're authorized or

service fund,
r

that's an

not

comes to where

wherea

area

has the FCC

to what model irc

exchange area,

whether

that's

And so that's why

because whart

From a general perspective, I
is what you
be anything

certified to
the areas are

the services would be

L
1t°s8

libraries or whatever it

cost
e

this

ome out

is going to

a loock a

it from the standpoint of

that’*s what

which we would

4 wlre center or an exchange area. And we
'er many are on that
MS. WIEST He how many exchanges do you

HEASTON:

It’s on the list we

submitcted.
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A.

approximat

applicatio

amendment

service ar

designate
A

designate

I can’'t answer that exactly. It's

ely 35.

MS. WIEST:
MR. HEASTON:
n.

M5. WIEST:

It would be attached?

It's on our exhibit to our

So however many with the

the three that were missed. That’s how many

eas you would like the Commission to

for U S West

I guess I'm

at this time?

not sure whether we would want re

each exchange.

MS5S. WIEST:

MY problem is we are supposed to

tell the FCC by December 31st what your designated

service ar
A.

exchange.

| cthis is no

| states tha

applicatio

exhib.t on

ea 18.

Then 1 suppose we ought to do it exchange by

MR. HEA

TON:

w

t something

t I‘ve done

n. I will h

If you want more time to think

Yes, I think I would. I mean
that's come up in the other two
this in, and I had the same basic

ave to -- I will do a late-filad

that if I could with an affidavic from Jon.

MS. WIEST:

MR. HEASTON:

Okay.

What are you relying on again,
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Rolayne?

public notice,
9-29-597.

MR .

paragraphs 185

order.

ME
97T-157

Ms
you might want

MS. WIEST:

Actually what as far as the FCC’'s

that was docket 96-45 DA 97-1892 issued

HEASTON:

MS. WIES

i

: 192,

1892.

And I'm

d

193 of che

MR. HEASTON:

1975 1
157 or -

185, 19

>

-

lso relying on
"CC's universal service

[‘ *

The docket number for the FCC

Not the docket number but the

Okay i
I got
157, rig

iooKing at 185, 192
@ Was it FCC

And the other thing
raph 185, for
IC adopts its existing

[}
»
La |
1]
‘al

udy area, this
© entry. We are also

Sservice areas that

|
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require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have not
traditionally served.
MR. HEASTON: Yes. And, see, this -- what

the problem this cauases is where you have not

consldered and have left to the FCC to determine how
that’'s going to be modeled from a proxy standpoint.

And, yes, we are

]

dvocating smaller geographic elements
than the wire center for universal high cost support
but I do not have a Scuth Dakota specific look because
this Commission decided not to do their own esarlier
this -- a couple months ago, as cpposed to Wyoming and
North Dakota where I do have that because those two are
looking at doing their own, or suggesting their own
cost study. So I do have the small grids, as we call
i, and I could identify that for you. 1 cannot
identify anything smaller than right now than a wire
center

MS. WIEST: Okay.

MR. COIT: Excuse me, may I comment briefly
on this? And ] understand that I'm not a party but I
do believe it was my understanding today that the whole
issue of disaggregated sesrvice areas for U S West or

any other company may come up. But I would like to say

we certainly have an interest in the issue. And I

think that the FCC rules indicate that -- the ordars
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and the rules indicate that before changing an existing

gservice area, that the Commission at the state level

(a4

hat t's consistent with universal

B

needs to find
service requirements. So I think it’'s a really
involved -- involves a lot more than the review of
actually loocking at ETC service obligations. You're
talking about making changes in a U S West service area
that could significantly change the level of support it
might receive under a federal universal service fund.
Decisions on U S West service area disaggregation and
sc forth could certainly impact rural telephone
companies as well. And I guess going into this
proceeding it was our understanding that there are
certain established incumbent LEC service areas, and we

didn’'t understand, ! guess, that we -- that the issue

in this U § West docket or any of the other ones would

disaggregating service areas. And I think you have to
recognize the distinction that was made between

rurals and rural companies with respect to service
area. If we want teo leok at doing anything to rural
companies with respect to disaggregation, we have to
specifically petition the FCC. That's all I'm talking

about, and that‘s the reason why I only brought up this




o

' [ ¥ (% ]

(5]
i

79

)

]

s

L= ]

l

g |

l

issue with respect to U S West. Anl it’'s just my
understanding the Commission does have to do the
service area in order for U S5 West to get your
universal service money.

MR. HEASTON: If 1 could have until whatever
date was suggested earlier on getting the additional
affidavits in, I'l]l] have a recommendation for you from
U S wWest on that.

M5. WIEST: Okay. Are there any other
gquestions of this witness? One more question,

Mr. Lehner. Do you have any observation to what
Mr. Best suggested as advertising requirements for your
company?

A I'm not sure that I understood exactly what
he was requiring. If the requirement is to advertise
it once a year in the newspaper, ! don‘t think we have
A problem with that.

MS5. WIEST And getting back to single party
flervice i1s high cost, the only barrier is to provide
single party service to those 52 customers?

A Yes.

MS. WIEST: Is it also U S West's position

that the settcleme

3
‘ad

agreement that you‘ve stated is

suspended concerning single party service no longer

applies where I believe you stated you would have

|
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single party service to all customers by the year 20007
A. Had the 121 investment program continued, 1
would have been out here talking to the staff and to

you about these anyway, because as we honed down to

sECcme CC

T

he last few on some of these exchanges, it
became obviocous that this was -- this is foolish to
spend that kind of money with the current technology.
Just doesn't make any sense.

MS. WIEST: That's all I have. Mr. Heaston,

you might also want to address the question of whether

ot
: |
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ority to provide any de

minimus exception to the single party without putting

the time line on it
MR. HEASTON I don't knew that de minimus is
the issue, but I do think that you could put a time

iine on it and make it renewable that we would have to
me in. ! think what the rule would allow you te do
18 require us t come in on a regularly-scheduled

Aasis, maybe annually, maybe semi-annually, to update

the Commission cf where we are technologywise in taking
care of these last 52 That would be my position on
this 1s that that puts a ctime limit on and it makes it

N
[
-
-

iven by the technology and the affordability of it,.

MS. WNIEST: OCkay. Any other questions?

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: ! have a question
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of Mr. Lehner. And the reason I have a question is
because in your amended application you might have
addressed it, however, I don‘t have a copy of that and
I apclogize. But you addressed in here and you have an
exhibit on your original application that regards

Lifeline, Link Up. And basically what it is it's your

M

tariff, or a page that looks like a tariff page to me.

Now, U S West really intends toc comply with the
Commission order in Lifeline, Link Up?

A Absolutely.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know

that.
A. And that page doesn’'t apply any more.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you.
M5. WIEST: Any other questions? Thank you.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess I have a
qgquestion. You know, you -- when you were talking about

why you shouldn’t have to provide this single party
systems for these areas that you listed like Spearfish
and Pierre and all the list that you went through --
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Why would it -- it 4ust
seems weird to me that it would be that expensive to

irovide those services in some adreas. Like erre and

b |
[

Huron, those are pretty -- ! mean can You explain that
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becau
The high cost

only replacin

were engdi

ies and seventies to
ntion of having sing
ing in many cases mi

So we're talking
cable with probably
e, And we're alsc t
he end of that
le will call a drop,
times several miles.
le party service
The drop plece H
King £ if they have
ing about distributi
o and we're talkir
ems that are just pl
ems that you've hea:r
ead t be replaced
COMMISSIONER N
B to me that cost pr
sion exactly what y

sOome Cases S1X pa

t cable we have ¢

OuU were

d that a little

se 1 fin

I

we're talking about in many

g, we're talking about

= ey
-

neered probably back in e

multi-party service with no

le party service.

les and miles of

ir, 11 pair, maybe even greater

about now having to replace

o

50 pair or a hundred pair !
alking about many cases where
© extend what some

what

-
r
®
HIF

pair of wires,

And i to provide

take that back in th

b{-" I:‘-htl"}-'. i

more than one line, But we're
n cable, we're talking about

3 in some cases about PAIR 3A1ﬁ
ain full I'm talking abourt
d like Anaconda that are going
It's expensive
ELSON: I guess in my mind it
ohibitive - 1 didn‘t exactly

just
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because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be run
out miles and miles and miles and there’'s nobody out
there or something. But if this is in a fairly
populated area, and it doesn't seem to me that thesge
people should have to live with just two party
telephone system when most of the world doesn’t, as we

know it in South Dakota, doesn’t have to do that

because the lines are all filled up. I mean I'm

looking for some reason why that's acceptable,

especially when some of those little companies are
saying that they got maybe three or four people left:
that they don't have that service for and they’'ve made
every effort to say, well, we want a waiver but we will
do it by the end of the year or whatever.

A I think that most of the companies you've
been listening to up until now -- and 1 obviously can't

speak for them, but I think you’'re talking about

engineering that was done probably 15, 20 years ago in
most of these companies’ cases where they at the time
spent the money to do that. We did not do that. We

provided distribution systems that were literally

designed not to provide single party service. There
Inre different funding mechanisms and different

requi: ements that we've had. They’ve had the abilicy

to spend that kind of money and recover it. Now, I can
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spend 5100,000 or $§150,000 or 50,000, whatever it 1is,

hese, but somewhere that has to be recovered ani

isn‘t going to be recovered from a customer. That

customer isn‘t going to pay for that.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: It seems to me this
n the face of what the governor’s bill said last

year I mean here we're talking making available high
| technology to everybody in South Dakota. Basically
| that's what the bill says. And we're talking here some
people that aren’'t even going to have single partcy
telecommunication in this state.
; A Commissioner, all I can tell you is what the
|
st is And I think that's -- I think that’s, unless
there's a recovery mechanism, it would make no sense to
spend that kind of money. And I certainly wouldn't
recommend it.
CHAIRMAN BURG The question I have in the
LE industry when we have these kind of situations once
n a while there's another provider that is closer that
can do irt. Would that ke the case to any of these?
Would that be a reasonable solution ever?

3

i68 any

xS

Yes. it would. And

2]

ommissioner, if there

company in this room that would like to serve

(2

hese 52, I would be happy to negotiate,

CHAIRMAN BURG: I think maybe when we’'re down
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to 52, we ought to get a list of those names and see

[

we could work it cut. I share what Counsel has said.
I'm not sure we can make the exception. I know that

U S West's counsel has given us what I call a short
term one, that in other words, we could give the waiver

for a limited period of time, but I don‘t know that's

an indefinite solution and we probably ought to work --

look at working together to meet and find the solurion

toc meet the FCC rules I think if we can. But so many i
maybe, I guess, what I would like to request is the

actual name and location of those 52 filed at some

=
time. I don't ca

~

e whether it's part of this docket or}

HARLAN BEST,

not
A. I think that can be provided.
MS. WIEST: Any other questions? If not,
thank you, |
|
CHAIRMAN BURG: 1 suppose we do need some i
type of waiver in order to grant them an ETC status. i
MS. WIEST: Sorry, for which now? !
CHAIRMAN BURG: For single party. ;
MS5. WIEST: At this time staff has a witness
on this case first j
MS. CREMER: Staff would call Harlan Best. [
|
|

called as a witness, being previously sworn.l
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MS, WIEST:
MS5S. WILKA:
MS. WIEST:

CHAIRMAN BURG:

based on that,

1%

do I call £ ?

-

these hearings?

should we

Any questions,

No gquestions.

Commissioners?

not -- 1

Is this a document that

M5. CREMER: Yes.
CHAIRMAN BURG: 1 guess 1
correct that exhibit to put no on

The question

each of

Me. Wilka?

1'd have is
mean 18 this what
ig filed in

think we ought to

those that

we’'ve made a waiver for on the single party because I

believe the answer is no

and we've made a waiver to

satisfy that.

MS. CREMER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that's filed.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not moved
for a waiver in that area, have we?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes, for Bix months on one
other company.

MS. WIEST: We have two single party waivers
so far, but U S West we haven’'t moved yet; right?

CHAIRMAN BURG But i1f we do and for any we
o, S.nce he's a witness on the stand and this is his

corrected

no,

they do not

this document should be

meet that to
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with the waivers we've given.
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MS5. CREMER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I guess 1 don't know. What

MS. WIEST: I believe there are three

mpanies that do not at this time provide single party

“
b
]
]

e, 80 all they would have to do is change that

to no for those Stateline, Venture, and U S West:

CHAIRMAN BURG: And the testimony on the

»rd is adequate to accomplish that?
MS. WIEST: Yes.
CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay That's all 1
dered
;
MS. WIEST 5c how many wire centers does U §
West have? |
AL iB
:
M5. WIEST 18. Thank you. Any other
tions of this witness?
M5. CREMER No
MS. WIEST: Would you like to admic this
ket for the purposes of this docket? Before 1 only

itted it {or the cther dockets.

MS. CREMER: Actually I wasn't going to move

'™
-

1to this one because people testified to it, so I
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1 | didn't really need it in mine. But I can certainly
2 | move 1it.
3 MS. WIEST: 1It's up to you.
4 MS. CREMER: We don’t need it in this docket.
5 i M5. WIEST: Any cocther guestions of this
& %witness? Thank you. Anything else from any of the
7 {par:z&s? At this time 1 believe the Commission will
E i:ake these matters under advisemen.. We are waiting

5 for some late-filed exhibits in some docketrs, and it

will be possible that perhaps the Commission will make

(=
L= ]

m
e

a

=]
"

(=

the decisions eith a Commission meeting or at the

12 | December 2nd hearing on some other related ETC

=
hal

dockets. Are there any questions from anybody or any

comments?

el
e

15 | MR. COIT: I would just, for the record, like

K
€ | to formally request that the Commission designate each

P

i
=J

©f the -- based upon the record, the affidavits yet to
be submitted, that the Commission designate each of the

19 i:u:u. telephone companies, SDITC member companies, as

20 :ET:'E and that their study areas be designated as their
21 ‘sarvxce area. That's all 1 have.
22 | MS. WIEST: Thank you. That will close the
213 Ehear;ng.
24 i (THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)

|
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA )
)
COUNTY OF HUGHES [

1, Lori J. Grode, RMR, Notary Public, in and
for the State of Scuth Dakota, do hereby certify that
the above nhearing, pages 1 through 89, inclusive, was
recorded stenographically by me and reduced to
typewriting.

I FURTHER CERTIFY

said hearing

that the

foregoing

1B a true and correct

transcript of the stencgraphic notes ar the time and
place specified hereinbefore.

I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a relative or
employee or attorney or counsel of any of the parties,
nor a relative r employee of such attoTney or counsel,

sifiancilally interested directly or indirectly in
tt iction

‘N WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my
nand and seal of office at Pierre, South Dakota, this
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Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc T [; 9 7 % 0 ? 8

112 4th Stroet Wen Fhone 058742 1K1
F (3 Box 920 Fan &OS-AT4-2014
Clear Lake, South Dakots § 722160920 Web  hp notel com

June 12, 1997 RECE!VED

N 13 199;

50
Ur}f:r-t: DAkOTA p
1S Compy gL
N

Mr. William Bullard, Jr.
EXd tive DirectlLor
ith Dakota Publil Urilat
Lats e i
Piecrre,; S ! =21
Enclosed you will find one original and ten copies of our filing
requesting approval as an “"Eligible Telecommications Carrier™ or
ETC. Please call if you have any questions.

Sincerce

¢ L

Dean E. Anderson

General Manager




INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS

AS AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS

1697-0738

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION RECE!'VED

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

JUN 13 1997
SOUTKH
IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF “nuné"‘c’fﬁm PUBLIC

)
)

COOPERATIVE, INC. FOR DESIGNATION ) DESIGNATION
) DOCKET TC97-
)

CARRIER

Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. ( “ITC Telecom™)
pursuant to 47 United States Code Section 214(¢) and 47 Code of Federal
Regulations Section 54.201 hereby seeks from the Public Utilities Commission
(“Commission”™) designation as an “eligible telecommunications carrier” within
the local exchange areas that constitute its service area in South Dakota. In

support of this request, ITC Telecom offers the following:

|.Pursuant to 47 US.C. § 214(e) it i1s the Commission’s responsibility to
designate local exchange carriers (“LECs") as “eligible telecommunications camers”™
(“ETCs"), or in other words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service
obligations consistent with the federal law and should be deemed eligible to receive
federal universal service support. At least one eligible telecommunications carrier 15
to be designated by the Commission for each service area in the State. However, in
the case of areas served by “rural telephone companies”, the Commission may not
designate more than one LEC as an ETC without first finding that such additional
designation woul be in the public interest. Under 47 CFR § 54.201, beginning
January 1, 1998, only telecommunications carriers that have received designation from
the Commission to serve as an eligible telecommunications carrier within their service

area will be eligible to receive federal universal service support.

EXHIBIT

BE -1

REQUEST FOR ETC "Missioy



2 ITC Telecom is the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently

-

providing loce! exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges in

South Dakota:
Goodwin-795 Elkton-542
Clear Lake-874 White-629
Gary-272 Brookings Rural-693
Estelline-877 Sinai-826
Brandi-876 Nunda/Rutland-586
Astoria-832 Wentworth-483
Toronto-794 Chester-489

West Hendricks-479

ITC Telecom to its knowledge is the only carrier today providing local

exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas.

3. ITC Telecom in accord with 47 CFR § 54.101 offers the following local

exchange telecommunications services to all consumers throughout its service area:

Voice grade access to the public switched network:

o Local exchange service free of per minute charges under a flat rated
local service package.

e Dual tone multi-frequency signaling;

e Access to emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 911 public
Services,

e Access L0 operator services,

e Access to interexchange service;

I




e Access to directory assistance; and

¢ Toll blocking service upon request.

As noted above, ITC Telecom does provide toll limitation service in the form of
toll blocking to consumers, however, the additional toll limitation service of “toll
control™ as defined in the i.ew FCC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54.400(3)) is not
has a current capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior to
the release of its universal service order (FCC 97-157) that toll control would be
imposed as an ETC service requirement and , to our information and belief, as a result,
LLECs nationwide are not positioned to make the service immediately available. In
order for ITC Telecom to provide the service, additional usage tracking and storage
capabilities will have to be installed in its local switching equipment. At minimum,
the service requires a switching software upgrade and at this time ITC Telecom is
investigating and attempting to determine whether the necessary software has been
developed and when it might become available.

Accordingly, ITC Telecom is faced with exceptional circumstances concerning
its ability to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's universal
service rules and must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such service.
At this time, a waiver for a period of one year is requested. Prior to the end of the one
year period, ITC Telecom will report back to the Commission with specific
information indicating when the necessary network upgrades can be made and the
service can be made available to assist low income customers. The Commission may

properly grant a waiver from the “toll control™ requirement pursuant to 47 CFR 54,101

{C)




4. ITC Telecom has previously and will continue to advertise the availability of

its local exchange services in media of general distribution throughout the exchange
arcas served. Prior to this filing, ITC Telecom has not generally advertised the prices
charged for all of the above-identified services. It will do so going forward in accord
with any specific advertising standards that the Commission may develop.
5. Based on the foregoing, ITC Telecom respectfully requests the Commission:
(a)grant a temporary waiver of the requirement to provide “to0il control™ service:
and
(b)grant an ETC designation to ITC Telecom covering all of the local exchange

areas that constitute its present service area in the State.
: -t g
Dated this /2 ™ day of June, 1997,
Interstate Telecommunications

Cooperative, Inc.

Aldn T Inzlsier

Dean E. Anderson, General Manager




laterstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc.

312 dth Spect Went Phae ML NTA TN
PO Box 920 Fan AL ETE 2004
Chear Lake, South Dakota 172260920 Web  hitp fvtomed cum
tober v 1997
Ms. Karen Cremer, 3Ll Attorney
ith Dakota Public Utilities Commiasion
tat “apitol Building
) ) vat ‘I.:-.'. 1 Avenud
Piecrce, ith akota )1=5070
2. | -~ ] , ~ . * - v
H L1q Li i . 1IICatl I Arrier applicatl e d =
interstatq ol Vd iClons operative, In
Thi i 11 WiNg rToeSpDonEd: [-'fl':' to the |r.1 rmaci m :.-;1“._-:-_"_1'--1 in
X er dated L ob¢ 1, 1997,

l. Pursuvant to 47 C.F.R. 54.101(a}(4), single-party secrvice or
its functional equivalent must be made available by an Eligible
Telecommunications Carcier (ETC) to receive universal service
support mechanisms. Does the aboeve-referenced company have this
service?

All customer lines are single party and have been for many years.

2. Pursuant to 47 C.P.R. 54.405 and 54.411, Lifeline and Link Up
services sust be made available by an ETC to qualifying low-
income consumers. Does the applicant company, as referenced
above, make these services available to qualifying consumers?

Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. is not currently
rina Lifeline and Link Up =s=ervices within its exchanges but
as required by the FCC rulea, 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.400-54.417,
he eatablished £ programs avallabl to 1ts
jualifying low-income customers beginning Januar 1, 1998. It ia
it underatanding that while providing Lifel Link Up
ervicy y reqgquirement impomed ETC! 17 'C.F.R.
‘rlr # # - | : t.411; 1t 1 not i “:f i precondiltlor ! -h.‘._"'l.
Jst ¢ mel belore ET Stat i properl Yy the
Commi r rvice cbligat na that i t re a
arcier 3 o ive f[eder ni raal ervi ’ ey o g R
$ 54,101, d not specifically referencs ifeline and Link
ervice
¢a I ANdeE Ns be firsat i Warn. state AL he 1 the
eneca Manager for the reapor oart that he ha L ] t
initla ETC a cat n and tk for i snd the ime are true







BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY ) FIND NGS OF FACT,

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) CONCL JSIONS OF LAW,
COOPERATIVE, INC. FOR DESIGNATION AS ) ORDER AND NOTICE OF
AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) ENTRY OF ORDER
CARRIER ) TC97-078

On June 13, 1997, the Public Utiities Commission (Commission) received a request for
designation as an eligible telecommunications carrier (ETC) from Interstate Telecommunications
Cooperative, Inc. (ITC Telecom) ITC Telecom requesied designation as an eligible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas thal constitute ils service area

The Commussion electronically transmitted notice of the filing and the intervention deadline
to interested individuals and entiies No person or entity filed to intervene By order daled
MNovember 7, 1997, the Commission sel the heanng for this matter for 130 p m on November 19,
1887, in Room 412, State Capilol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was held as scheduled At the heanng, the Commussion granted ITC Telecom
a one year waiver of the requiremen! to provide loll control service within its service area. Al ils
December 11, 1997, meeting, the Commission granted ETC designation to ITC Telecom and
designated iis study area as its service area

Based on the evidence of record, the Commission enters the following Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

On June 13, 1997, the Commission received a request for designation as an ETC from ITC
Telecom. ITC Telecom requested designation as an ETC within the local exchange areas that
conslitute its service area ITC Teiecom serves Lthe following exchanges: Goodwin (795), Clear
Lake (B74) Gary (272), Esteline (873}, Brandt (876), Astona (832), Toronto (794), West Hendnicks
(479). Elklon (542). White (629), Brookings Rural (893), Sinai (826), Nunda/Rutiand (586}
Wentworth (483), and Chester (489) Exhibit 1

Pursuant 1o 47 U S C § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designate a common
camer that meels the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
10 receive universal sennce support and shall, throughout iIts service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combination of s own facities and resale of another camier's services The carmer must also
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distribution




v

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designaled the following services or
functionalities as those supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms. (1) voice grade
access 1o the public swilched network, (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal, (4) single party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency
services, (6) access 1o operator services, (7) access to interexchange service, (8) access 1o
directory assistance, and (9) toll imitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R §
54 101(a)

Vv

As pan of s obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make availabie Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R §54 405, 47TCFR § 54 411

Vi

ITC Telecom offers voice grade access o the public swiched network to all consumers
throughout its seivice area. Exhibid 1

Vil

ITC Telecom offers local exchange senvice including an amount of local usage free of per
minutle charges to all consumers throughout its service area. |d

Vil

ITC Telecom offers dual tone multi-frequency signaling - all consumers throughout its
service area. |d

1X

ITC Telecom olers single party servce 1o all consumers throughout its sarvice area Exhibit

X

ITC Telecom offers access 10 emergency senices 1o all consumers throughout is senice
area Exhibil 1

Xl

ITC Telecom offers access to operator services 10 all consumers throughout its service area
id

XH

ITC Telecom offers access lo mterexchange sennces 1o all consumers throughout its service
area. |d

X

ITC Telecom offers access (o direciory assistance 1o all consumers throughout its service
area |d




X

One of the services required o be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll limiation 47 CFR § 54 101(a)(9) Toll hmitation consists of both toll blocking and toll
control 47 CF R § 54 400(d). Toll control is a service thal allows con umers 10 specify a certain
amount of ol usage that may be incumed per month or per biling cycle. 47 CF R § 54 400(c). Toll

is a senice that lets consumers elect not lo aliow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47
CF.R §54 400(b)

XV

ITC Telecom offers toll blocking to all consumers throughoul s service area. Exhibnt 1
Xvi

ITC Telecom does not curently offer toll control g  In order for ITC Telecom to provide toll
control, additional usage lracking and storage capabihiies will have to be installed in its local
swiiching equipment. ITC Telecom s atempling to delermine whether the necessary sofiware has
been developed and when it mught become available. |d

xvi

ITC Telecom stated that it is faced with exceptional circumstances conceming its ability to
make toll control sennce avadable and requesied a one year waiver from the requirement to provide
such service. |d. Pnor to the end of the one year penod. ITC Telecom will report back 1o the
Commussion with specific information indicating when the network upgrades can be made in order
1o prowvide 1oll control  Id

xvin

With respect to the obhgation o advertise the avallability of services supporied by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media ol general
distnbution, ITC Telecom stated thal it advertises the availability of its local exchange services in
media of gereral disinbution throughout its service area. However, ITC Telecom has not generally
advertised the pnces for these services. [d. ITC Telecom stated its intention to comply with any
advertising standards developed by the Commission. Id

XIX

ITC Telecom does not currently offer Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in its exchanges
Extubt 2. ITC Telecom will offer the Lifekne and Link Up service discuunts in all of iis service area
beginrung January 1, 1998, in accordance with 47 CF.R. §§ 54 400 to 54 417, inclusive, and any
Commussion imposed requirements. Exdhibit 2

XX

The Commussion finds that ITC Telecom currently provides and will continue 1o provide the
follownng sennces or funchonalibes throughout s service area: (1) voice grade access to the public
swilched network, (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling, (4) single-party service,
(5) access lo emergency services, (6) access to operalor services, (7) access 1o interexchange
service, (B) access lo drectory assistance, and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-income consumers




AXl

The Commission finds that pursuant 10 47 CF R § 54 101(c) it will grant (TC Telecom a
waiver of the requirement 1o offer toll control services unhl December 31, 1868 The Commission
finds that exceptonal circumstances prevent ITC Telecom from providing toll control at this time due
to the difficulty n obtairng the necessary software upgrades to provide the senice

XX

The Commission finds that ITC Telecom intends 1o provide Lifeline and Link Up programs
to qualifying customers throughout ils service area consistent with stale and federal rules and
orders

XX

The Commission finds that ITC Telecom shall advertise the availabiity of the services
supporied by the federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout
its sennce area using media of general distnbution once each year. The Commission further finds
that if the rate for any of the services supporied by the federal universal service support mechanism
changes, the new rate must be advertised using media of general distnbution

XV

Pursuant 1047 U S C § 214(e)(5). the Commuission designates ITC Telecom's current study
area as ils sarvice area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|

The Commission has junsdiction over this matier pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26, 48-31,
and4TUSC §214

Pursuant lo 47 US.C § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designale a common
carmer that mee.s the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

Pursuant o 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
to recerve universal service support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using is own faciities or a
combination of s own facilities and resale of another camer's services. The camier must also
advertise the availabiity of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution

")

The FCC has designated the following services or funclionalites as those supported by
federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade access o the public switched
network, (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal; (4) single
party service or its funclional equivalent; (5) access to emergency services; (6) access lo operator

4




services, (7) access to inlerexchange service, (B) access to direclory assistance and (9) toll
hrmutation for qualifying low-w ome consumers. 47 CF R. § 54.101(a)

v

As pant of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required lo make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R § 54 405 47 CF.R. § 54 411

Vi

ITC Telecom has met the requirements of 47 CF R. § 54 101(a) with the exception of the
abiity 1o offer toll control  Pursuant 1o 47 C F R § 54 101(c), the Commssion concludes that ITC
Telecom has demonsirated exceptional circumstances thal justify granting it a waiver of the
requirement 10 offer toll control until December 31, 1998

Vil

ITC Telecom shail prowde Lifekne and Link Up programs to qualifying customers throughout
its sernice area consisient with siale and federal rules and orders

Vil
ITC Telecom shall advertise the availabdity of the servwices supported by the federal universal
senice suppon mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general distnbution once each
year If the rate for any of the services supporied by the federal universal service supporn
mechanism changes, the new rate shall be advertised using media of general distribution
1X

Fursuant to 47 US C_ § 214{e)(5), the Commission designates ITC Telecom's current study
area as ils service area

X

The Commission designates ITC Telecom as an eligible telecommunications carmer for is
service area

it 1s therefora

ORDERED, that ITC Telecom's currenl study area is designated as i1s service area, and it

FURTHER CRDERED, that ITC Telecom shall be granted a warver of the requirement to offer
toll control services until December 31, 1898, and il is

FURTHER C tDERED, that ITC Telecom shall follow the adveriising requirements as listed
above, and it 1s

FURTHER ORDERED, that ITC Telecom is designated as an eligible telecommunications
camer for its service area




NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ 7 ““day of December,
1997 Pursunnt to SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or

%

failure to accept delivery of the decision by the parties

7

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _/ 7 “day of December, 1997

I CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersignes Ferety cemfies thatl the
document has been served lodey upon all partes of
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Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. y s
12 dih Serect Went Fhone  GO5-874-21
P O Box 520 F." mlm.mu
Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226-0920 Web  batp Ciictel com

December 17, 1997

RECEIvEp
Bill Bullard OEC 18 1997
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission f.;cr}ﬁmrﬂsﬁ.*co? PUBLIC
State Capitol Building = CoMmIssioN
500 East Capitol

Pierre, SD 57501

Dear Mr. Bullard:

Pursuant to the FCC's rules 47 CFR Section 54.401 (d) and the South
Dakota Public Utilities Commission Docket TC97-150, please find
enclosed the Lifeline and Linkup implementation plan for Interstate

Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. and Intrastate Telephone Company,
Inc.

If you have any questions regarding the enclosed information. please feel
free to call me at (605) §74-8300.

Sincerely,

ITC

i Sl

Dean E. Anderson
General Manager

DEA:1k
Enclosures




: RECEIVED

LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN Tl
OF INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE INC.

{nterstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR §
$4.401(d). Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. has been designated as an cligible
telecommunications carrier by the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“SDPUCT) and, as such,
must make Lifeline and Link Up service available to qualifying low-income consumers as set forth in the
Commission's Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision dated November 18, 1997, issued in
Docket TC97-150 (In the Matter of the Investigation into the Lifeline and Link Up Programs). which is
attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the criteria established under 47 CFR §§ 54.400 to 54.417,
inclusive.

A. General

1. The Lifeline and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by providing for
reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for local telephone service. The
assistance applies to a single telephone line at a qualified consumer’s principal place of residence.

2. A qualified low-income consumer is a tclephone subscriber who participates in at least one of
the following public assistance programs:

. Medicaid

. Food Stamps

. Supplemental Security Income (SSI)

. Federal Public Housing Assistance

. Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

En o

L

3. A qualified low-income consumer is eligible to receive cither or both Lifeline and Link Up
assistance.

4. Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. will advertise the availability of Lifeline and
Link Up services and the charges therefore using media of general distnbution and in accord with
any rules that may be developed by the SDPUC for application to eligible telecommunications
CAITICTS.

5. In addiiion, Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc., as required by the Final Order
and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will indicate in it's annual
report to the SDPUC the number of subscribers within it’s service area receiving Lifeline and/or
Link Up i sistance. In addition, this information will be provided to the Universal Service
Administrative Company (*LSAC™).

6. Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance
cannot currently be provided by Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. because it has
no access 10 the government information necessary to determine how many of its telephone
subscribers are participating in the above referenced public assistance programs. Without this
information, Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. cannol provide, at this time, even a
reasonable estimate of the number of its subscribers who, after January 1, 1998, will be receiving
Lifeline and'or Link Up service. Information as to the aumber of its low-income subscribers

WELIC



qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be provided after applications for Lifeline and Link Up
assistance have been received by Interstale Telecommunications Cooperative Inc.

7. In accord with the SDPUC's Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision, Interstate
Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. will make application forms available to all of its existing
residential customers, to0 all new customers when they apply for residential loczl telephone
service, and 1o other persuas or entities upon their request.

B. Lifeline

1. Lifeline service means a retail local service offering for which qualified low-income
consumers pay reduced charges.

2. Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switched network, local usage, dual
tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent, single-party service or its functional
equivalent, access (0 emergency services, access 10 Operator services, access o interexchange
service, access to directory assistance, and toll limitation.

3. Qualified low-income subscribers are required 1o submit an application form in order to
receive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assistance, the subscriber must certify under
penalty of perjury that they are currently participating in at least one of the qualifying public
assistance programs listed in Section A.2, above. In addition, the subscriber must agree to notify
Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative [nc. when they cease participating in the qualifying
public assistance program(s).

4. The total monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified consumers is $5.25. [nterstate
Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. shall provide the credit to qualificd consumers by applying
the federal baseline support amount of $3.50 to waive the consumer’s federal End-User Common
Line charge and applying the additional authorized federal support amount of $1.75 as a credit to
the consumer’s intrastate local service rale. The federal baseline support amount and additional
support available, totaling $5.25, shall reduce Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc.
lowest tariffed (or otherwise gencrally available) residential rate for the services listed above in
Section B.3. Per the attached SDPUC Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision, the
SDPUC has authorized intrastate rate reductions for eligible telecommunicalions carriers making
the additional federal support amount of $1.75 available. The SDPUC did not establish a state
Lifeline program to fund any further rate reductions. (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact V1I and VIIL il
and Conclusions of Law [I and [1I).

5. Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. will not disconnect subscribers from their
Lifeline service for non-payment of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR §
54.401(b)} 1), has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect requirement.

fi. Except to the extent that Intestate Telecommunications Cooperative Inc. has obtained a waiver
from the SDPUC pursuant 1o 47 CFR § 54.101(c), the company shall offer 1wll limitation 1o all
qualifying low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline service. If the subscriber
elects to receiv  toll limitation, that service shall become pant of that subscnber's Lifeline service.




Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative [nc. will not collect a3 service depoait in order to
initiate Lifeline service if the qualifying low.income consumer voluntarily elects toll biocking on
their telephone line. However, one muonth’s local service charges may be required as an advance
pavment

C. Link Up
l. Link Up means

{a) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecommunications service for
a single telecommunications connection at a consumer’s princ pal place of residence
The reductions shall be 50 perceat of the customary charge or $30.00, whichever is less;
and

(b) A deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed for commencing service, for
which the consumer does not pay interest. The interest charges not assessed to the
consumer shall be for connection charges of up to $200.00 that are deferred to a period
not to exceed one year

< Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges thal are customanly assessed
for connecting subscribers to the network. These charges do not include any permissible securnity
deposit requirements

3. The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to receive the benefit of the Link Up program
for a second or subsequent time only for a principal place of residence with an address differemt
from the residence address at which the Link Up assistance was provided previously

Interstate Teleconmunmications Cooperative [ne
312 4™ St. West

Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226

Telephone (605" 874-2181

By mﬁl/';ﬁ 44 .: _&:éauea—l M"

MName Position
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORDER AND

INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISICN; NOTICE OF

PRCGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
) TC97-150

At its August 18, 1557, regularly schedulec meeting, the Public Utiiities Cemmissicn
{(Commissicn) voted to cpen a docket conceming the Feceral Communications
Cemmissien's (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and
Link Up programs. In its Repcrt and Order, the FCC decicec that it wculd provide for
acditicnal federal support in the amount of $1.75, acove the current $33.50 level. However,
in order for a state's Lifeline consumers to receive the additicnal $1.75 in federal support,
the state commissicn must appreve that reducticn in the perticn of the intrastate rate paid
by the end user. 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a). Additional feceral support may aisc be received
in an amount equal to one-half of any support generated from the intrastate junisdiction,
up to a maamum of $7.00 in federal support. 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a). A stste commission
must file or require the camer to file information with the acdmimistrater of the federal

universal service fund demonstrating that the camier's Lifeline plan meets the cntena set
forth in 47 C.F.R. § S4.401.

By order dated August 28, 1997, the Commissicn allowed interested persons and
enuties to submit wntten ccmments concaming how the Commussion shouid impiement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs. In their written comments, interested
perscns and entities commented on the following questions:

1. Whaeather the Commission should approve intrastate rate reducticns to ailow
sonsumers eligible fer Lifeline support to receve the acditional 31.75 in federal support?

2. Whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline Program tc fund further
recucticns in the intrastate rate paid by the end user?

3. Whether the Commussicn should mecify the axisting Lifeline or Link Up
Pregrams?

4 Shail the Commissicn file or require the =amer 'c file nicrmaucn ‘ymith the

acmirisirater of the feceral umiversal service fung cemcnstrating that the camers Lifeline
clan meets the cnten  set ‘ennin 47 C.F.R. § S4.401(g)?

Sy croer catec Ccicoer 16, 1957, the Commissicn sel cublic nNeanngs 'c recave
suthic Comment an the guestions listec agccve
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Tuescay, Ociceer 28, 1897 1 30 p.m,, State Capitcl Builcing, Roem
412, 500 East Capital Avenue, Pierre, SD

il

IQUX FALLS Wecnesday, Cciccer 25, 1587, 9C0 am., Canter for Aclive
Generaticns, 23C0 Wes: 46th, Sicux Falls, SO

t its Nevember 7, 1557, meeting, the Commussicn ruled as fellews: On the first
issue, the Commussicn authcnized intrastate rate reducticns to allcw eligible consumers
‘o recaive the acditicnal $1.75 in feceral suppert. With respect lo the second issue, the

cmmissicn dec:ced to not set up a state Lifeline pregram to fund further reducticns at this
time. On the third issue, the Commissicrr eliminated the exis®ing TAP pregram that
racuires U S WEST and camiers that have purchased U S WES 1" exchanges ‘o fund a
$3.50 recucticn cf local rates to low inccme custcmers age 80 and over. The Commission
further ruled that the Scuth Dakota Lirk Up program follow the FCC rules. In adciticn, the
Commussicn ordered that staff, in consuitaticn with the camers, develop a standard form
for selfcertificaticn; that these forms be sent to ail of their custcmers pnor to January 1,
1658, and thereafter, to all new customers; and that the camers make the forms available
tc any person or entity upen request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
camer be required to file with the FCC the informaticn demonstrating that the camer's plan
meets the applicable FCC cnteria and that the camer send an informational copy to the
Commussion. Further, that the camers include in their annual report to the Commissicn
the numoer of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up suppaort.

Based on the wntten comments and evidence and testimony received at the
heanngs. the Commussion makes the following Findings of Fact and Conciusions of Law

FINDINGS CF FACT

The curren. state Lifeline oregram is referred o as the Teleohone Assistance Plan
The cument state Link Up grogram is referred to as the Link Up America pregram.
The Commission implemented these programs in the U S WEST excnanges pursuant lo
its Decisicn and Crder dated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F-2702, in the Matter

' f 3 TalamPepe Asgsistance 5laﬂ for "-'.!-»“[t_ ﬂ!akgla
Lusigmers Exmbit 1 at page 1. Subseguent Suyers of U S WEST axchanges were
raquirec 10 alsc cffer the TAP anc Link Up Amernica pregrams. g at pages !

-u--p—,‘

i}
The amcunt of TAP assistanca 1s 37 C0. 33 2C of wnicn is feceratly fi unczec. witn the
smaining 5320 fundea by the lccal lelecommunicancns camer. ¢, at page 2. Although
- 'WEZT was cnginally allcwea ‘o charge a surcharge 10 funa the orogram J S WEST
;osaquently gave up that ngnt in Cocxet F-2647 -3, in the Matter of the S4pehc tilit

commissicn investgation intg the SHacts of the 1CHEE Tax RBelgrm Agy on Scuth Daketa

L

Hittas =xniit £, In arger o recaive the TAF assisiance, a memper of the ncusenoid




must ce 80 years of age cr cicer and participate in either the fcod stamp or the low-inccme
arergy assistance crogram. Exhibit 1 at page 2

i

The Link Up America program provicdes assistance in an ameount egual to cne-haif
cf the gualifying subscriber's telephcne service conneciion charges up o a maxamum of
20.00. |d at page 3. In order to receive Link Up assistance, a customer must be
racaiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presently have
iccal telechone service and must not have been provided telephone service at nis or her
rasicence within the previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal
inccme tax purposes (depencency criteria does not apply to those 80 years of age or
cicer). |d. The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. |d.

v
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: a ; a2l Service, adopted May 7, 1997.
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be $3.50 per qualifying low-income consumer with an additional $1.75 in federal support
if the state commission approves a comesponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47
C F R §54.403(a). Additional federal Lifeline support in an amount eqgual to cne-half the
amcunt of any state Lifeline support (not to axceed $7.00) is aisc avaJdable. |d.

v

The FCC further found that the federal suppon for Link Up will continue to be a
recucticn in the telecommunications camer's service connection charges equal to one half

of the camer's customer connection charge or $30.00, whichever is less. 47 CF R §
£4 413(b)

Vi

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there is no state Lifeline cor Link Up orogram, a
consumer s eligible for supgent f the consumer particpates n cne of the foliowing
proegrams: Medicaud; food stamps: Supplemental Secunty Income; feceral cublic nousing
assistance; or the Low-income Hcme Energy Assistance Program. 47 CF R. §§ 54.408(b)
anc £4 415(b). In acc™ion, if there is nc state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penahy of penury that the custcmer s racaiving tenefits frem cne of the
crcgrams listed above and agrees o netify the camer f the customer c2ases !0 paricicate
N SUCN program or programs. Ig

The first 1ssue s wnether 'ne Comm

1350 doorove nrasiate "3"F" regucicns
¢ 3llcw consumers 2hgicle for Lifeline sucp

recaive the acamicnal "€ in feceral




sugpert. The Commussicn fincs that it shall authcnze intrastate rate recucicns for aligible
telacommunications companies providing lccal axchange service o allew efigible
consumers (o recerve the acciticnal $1.75 in feceral sucocort. Thus. the 'ctal amount of
feceral support is $5.25 per eligible custcmer

Vil

The second issue is whether the Commussicn shculd set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reduciicns in the intrastate rate paid by the end user. The Commission
fincs it will not set up a state LUfeline program to fund further recucticns at thus time.

X

The third issue is whether o modify or eliminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect to the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall eliminate the exdsting TAP program that requires U S WEST and camiers that have
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3.50 reduction of local rates to low income
customers age 60 and over, The Commission further finds that the South Dakota Lifeline
and Link Up programs shall follow the FCC rules. See 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417.
The effect of following the FCC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is
that the FCC eligibility requirements and seif-certification requirements will apply to the
Scuth Dakota Lifetine and Link Up programs. In additicn, the Commissicn orders that the
Commission staff, in consultation with the camers, deveicp a standard form for seif-
certification. The camiers shall send these forms to each customer prior to January 1,
1888, The camiers shall also send a form to each of their new customers. Finally, the
carners shall make the forms available to any perscn or entity upon request

X

The fourth issue is whether the Commussicn should file, or in the aiternative, require
the camer 1o file information with the fund administrater. §ee 47 C.F R. § 54, 401(c). The
Commussion finas the camers shall be required to file that informaticn demonstrating that
the camer's plan me:ts the applicable FCC rules and that the camer send an informational
copy o the Commussicn. The camers shall aiso be regquired !0 inciuce n their annual
rapcrt o the Commussion the numper of subscnibers 'who recawve Lifeiine ana Link Up
SuUCDOM.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|

The Cocmmussicn has unsdicicn over this matter sursuant 'c SCCL Chapter 49-31

specfically 49-31-1.1, 48-31-3, 48-31-7, 48-31-7 1 46.31-11 46.31.72 ¢ 46.31-122 and

‘24 ancd7 CFR. § T

£4 400 10 54 41
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i
Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a), the Cammissicn authcnzes intrasta’e rate
re2ucticns for eligibie telecommunications companies providing local exchange service
'c allew eligible consumers to receive the acditicnal $1.75 in feceral suppert.

]

The Commission declines to institute a state Lifeline program to fund further
recucicns at this time. The existing Scuth Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be
medified to foilow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417, inclusive, on
January 1, 198. The Commissicn staff, in consultation with the camiers, shall develcp a
standard form for seif-certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer
pricr to January 1, 1998. The camiers shall also send a furm to each of their new
customers. Finally, the camiers shall make the forms available to any person or entity
upen request.

v

Pursuant to 47 C.F R. § 54.401(d), the Commission finds the cariers shall be
required to file that information demonstrating that the camer's plan meets the apgiicable
FCC rules and that the camer send an informational copy to the Commission. The camiers
shall aiso be required to include in their annual report to the Commission the number of
subscrbers who recaeve Lifeline and Link Up support.

It 1s therefora

ORDERED, that the Commussion authorizes intrastate rate reducticns for aligible
telecocmmunications companies providing local exchange service to allow aligible
consumers to recerve the additional $1.75 in federal support; and it is

FURTHER CRDERED, that the Commussicn will not set up a state L feline program
te funa further reductions at thus time; ana it is

FURTHER ORCERED. that the Commssicn snall sliminate the existing TAP
program; that the South Daketa Lifeline and Link Up programs follew the FCC ruies: that
the Commussicn staff, in consuitation with the camers, develop a siandard form for seif-
certification; that the camers shall send these forms to all of thewr custcmers onor to
january 1, 1858, that the carners shall also senc 3 form to eacna of 'their new cusicmers:

ara that the camers make the forms availatle o any gcerson or antity uoon reguest: and




FURTHER ORDERED, that the carrier shall file with the FCC the information
cemcnstrating that the carmier’s plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier
seand an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers shall also include in their

arnual report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link
Uo support.

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _ /¢ dday of November, 1997.
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