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Pt Dl TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

Public Utihiies Commussion

State (..-Iplll 1 500 E. '1-.Jplh'| These are the lelec ommunscations secvice fifings that the Commisson has recerved for e persod of

Pierre, SD 575015070 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

Phone: (800) 332-1782 .
you fheed a complete copy of a Bling laned, overnighl sapressed. of maded to you, please contasct Delaine Kolbo seffun five days of thas filing
Fax: (625) 773-3809

NUMBER TITLE/STAFFISYNOPSIS INTERVENTION

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

Apphcaton by Journey Telecom Internabonal, inc for a Certficate of Authorty 1o operate as a telecommunicabons company
within the state of South Dakota. (Staff: TS/TZ)

TC97-076

Application by Calis for Less, Inc. d/b/a CiL for a Certficate of Authority o operate as a telecommunications company within
the state of South Dakota. (StaM. TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to onginale and terminale “ntrastate. ntralLATA and
interLATA calis of business and residenbal customers, to operate as a Travel and Debst (Prepaid Caling) Card reseller, and
to prtovide COCOT/COPT service ™

TC97-001

Apphcaton by Crystal Communicabons, Inc. for a Certficats of Authomty to operate a3 a telecommurcations company within
the stale of South Dakota (Staff: TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authomty to prowde local telecommunicabons senaces and
interexchange lelecommunicadons serices The Applicant will not offer any local telecommunicabons senices within a Rural
Telephone Company senice area without seeking separate Commiession authorty

TCo7-103

Applicaton by Quintelco, Inc. for a Certficate of Authorty to operate as a telecommunications company within the state of South
Dakota. (Stalt. TS/TZ) Apphicant “intends lo subscribe lo and resell all forms of infer-exchange and intra-exchange
TCH7-104 | telecommunicabons senices n the state of South Dakota. including local dial tone senices Message Telephone Service, Wide
Area Telephone Senvice, WATS-lke services, foregn exchange service, private knes. be lines, access senice, cellular senice
local switched serace and other sernaces and facilibes of co  mumcabons commaon caimers and othe enbbes *

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc pursuantto 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an elgible
lelecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas thal consttule s senace area in South Dakota Intrastate
Telephone Company is the facilibes-based local exchange carnier presently prowding local exchange telecommunicatons
TC87-077 | seraces in the following exchanges in South Dakota Bradiey (784), Castewood (793), Clark (532), Florence (758) Hayt (783)
Lake Norden (785). Waubay (947). Webster (345), Willow Lake (625) and Bryant (628). Intrastale Telephone Company, to
| #s knowledge, s tha only camer loday providing local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the above identfied exchange
l areas (Stal. HBXC)
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TCa7.078

interstate Telecommunicabons Cooperative Inc pursuanito 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seaks dessgnation
as an eligible telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constitute ts serice area in South Dakola
intersiate Telecommunications Coopetative i the lacibes-based local exchange carmel presently providing local eschange
telecommunications services in the followng exchanges in South Dakota Goodwin (795), Clear Lake (B74) Gary (272)
Estelbne (873), Brandt (876), Astoria (832). Toronto (T94), West Hendricks (479), Elidon (542), White (629), Brookings Rural
(693), Sinai (826). NundaRutland (586), Wentworth (481) and Chester (4859). Interstate Telecommunicabons Cooperatve
to its knowledge, s the only camer today prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons seraces n the above dentfied
gxchange areas (Stall: HBXC)

06/1348

ATETOT

7-080

W

West River Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuant to 47T U S C 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 heteby seeks desgnabion as
an cigible telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that constitute s servce area in South Dakota  West
Rivet Teliephone & the lacifies-based local exchange carmer presently provdng local eschange lelecommunications senices
in the following exchanges Bason (244), Buftalo (375), Camp Crook (605-797) and (406-972) Meadow (788) and Sorum (866
West River Telephone, 1o s knowledge, s the only carner torday provding local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the
above dentified mxchange areas (Statl HB/KC)

TC97.081

Statelne Telecommunicatons, Inc pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hersby seeks desgnation as an ehgible
lelecommunications carnet within the local exchange areas thal constitule ds service area in South Dakota  Statelne s the
lacilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local sxchange telecommunicabons seraces in the followang
axchanges Newell (458), Naland (257) and Lemmon (605-374) and (701-376). Stateline. 1o ts knowledge, is the only carmer
today provding local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the above denbfied eachange areas (Stalt HBXC)

T T

TC87.083

Accen! Communications, Inc. pursuant 1o 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommumicabions camer within the local exchange areas that! combtute ds service area  Accen! s the faclibes-based
exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications sendces in the following exchanges Bnslol (492)
Doland (835), Fredenck (129), Hecia (0894) MNorth Hecla (701-892) and Melletle (887) Accen! to ts knowledge n the only
camer today provding local axchange telecommunicabons senaces in the above entified exchange areas (Staft HBCH)

870757

James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company pursuantto 47 U SC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation
@s an ahigible telocommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitule ds serice area in South Dakota
James Valiey Cooperative Telephone Company & the lacilibes Dased eschange carnel presently provding local eschange
lelecommurucations senices in the following exchanges in South Dakota Andover (268) Clatemont (284) Columitxa (166)
Conde (182), Ferney (395). Groton (387), Houghton (38%5) and Turton (897) James Valley Cooperatve Teleph Company
bo is knowledge. s the only carner today provwding local eschange telecommunicabons seraces in the abov
exchange areas (Staft HB'CH)

Heartland Communications, Inc. pursuant 1o 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an sligible
Ielecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas thal consttule &S servce afea n South Dakota Heartland
Commumncatons s the facilies-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabions senices
in tha following exchanges in South Dakota Platte/'Geddes (137) Heartland Communications, 1o fts knowledge m the only
carmer today providing local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above dentified sxchange areas (Staft HBCH
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Midstate Telephone Company, Inc. pursuantto 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicatons camer within the local exchange areas thal consitute &s senace area in South Dakota Midstate Telephone
Company ks the facites-based local exchange carrier prosently providing local exchange telecommunications services in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (726), Delmont (778), FL. Thompson (245). Gann Valley (283), Kimball (778)
New Holland (241), Pukwana (884), Sbckney (732) and White Lake (249) Midstate Telephone Company, to s knowledge
s the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications seanices in the above dentfied exchange ateas (Staff
HB/CH)

TCS7-087

Baltic Telecom Cooperative pursuant to 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heroby seeks designabon as an eligible
lelecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that constitule its senvice area. Balbc Telecom Cooperatve s the
faciities-based local exchange carner presently providing local cxchange telecommunicabions senices in the following
exchanges. Baltc (529) and Crooks (543). Baltc Telecom Cooperative, to its knowledge, is the only carrier loday providing
local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the above identified exchange areas. (Stat® HP *C)

o787

Eas! Plains Telecom, Inc pursuant o 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
lelecommumications carner within the local exchange areas thal constitute its servce area East Plains Telecom, Inc. = the
facilities-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges Alcester (934) Hudson (984) and East Hudson (712-982) East Plains Telecom, Inc |, to ds knowledge, s the only
carner today prowding local exchange teiecommuncations sennces in the above identfied exchange areas. (Statl. HB/KC)

Western Telephone Company pursuant to 47 US C. 214(e} and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicabons cames within the local exchange areas thal consitute &5 senace area in South Dakota. Western Telephone
s the facites-based local exchange carrier presently prowviding local exchange lelecommunications senices in the followang
exchanges. Cresbard (324), Faulkton (S98) and Onient (392). Weslern Telephone, lo its knowledge, is the only carmer today
providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas (Stati: HB/XC)

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U 5.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an eligible lelecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas that constitute fs serice area in South Dakola
Stockholm = the facifes-based local exchange carrer presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Stockholm-Strandburg (678, Rewllo (623) and South Shore (756). Stockholm, to its
knowledge, is the only carmer today prownding local exchange telecommunications senices in the above enbfied exchange
areas (Staft. HB/KC)

Kennebec Telephone Co. pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
lelecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that con“Stute ds service area in South Dakota Kennebec
Telephone Co. 8 the faclites-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicalions senvices
in the foliowang exchanges Kennebec (869) and Presho (885). Kennebec Telephone Co | to its knowledge, is the only carrier
today prowding local exchange telecommuricabons senices in the above idenbfied exchange areas (Staff. HB/CH)

Jetferson Telephone Co , Inc. pursuant to 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designabion as an ebgible
lelecommunicabons camer within the local exchange aroas that constilule s service area in South Dakota JefMerson
Telephone Co., Inc. is the facites-based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange lelecommunicabons
senaces in the foliowang exchange. Jeflerson (966). Jefferson Telephone Co., Inc., 1o its knowledge, & the only carrier today
prowvding local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the above ideniified exchanqge areas (Stalft HB/CH)
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TCa7-094

Sully Buftes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an
ehgit'e telecommunications cafner within the local exchange areas that consttule its servce atea. Sully Buttes Telephone s
the faciliies-based local exchange carner presently providing local exchange lelecommuricabions servces in the foliowing
exchanges. West Onada (264), Hichcock (266), Seneca (436), Tolstoy (442), Onaka (447). Wessington (458), Langford (483)
Rosholt (537), Tulare {596), Hghmaore (852), Hartold (875), Ree Heghts (543), Hoven (848), Blunt (862) and East Oruda (873)
Sully Buttes Telephone. 1o &8 knowledge. & the only carner today provding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the
above dentfied exchange areas (Statt HB/CH)

Venture Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 US C 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks desgnaton as an ehgible
telecommunicabions carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttule As serice area Venture Communications m the
facdties-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange lelecommurscabons senaces in the foliowng
exchanges Onida (258), Bowdle (285), Roscoe (287), Pierpont (325), Britton (448), Brfton, ND (701-443), Roslyn (486

Wessington Spangs (539), Selby (643), Geltysburg (765) and Lebanon (TE8) Venture Communications, to As knowledge, is
the only carrier loday prowding local exd Fl.jllﬂ(‘ telecommuiics ns senaces in the above enbfied eschange areas (Staff

HEMCH)

SANCOM. Inc pursuant o JSC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ebgible telecommuncabions
carmer within the local exchange areas thal constiute s service area in South Dakota SANCOM s the lacilibes-based local
exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senices in the foliowing exchanges in South Dakota
Wolsey (883), Parkston (928) and Tnpp (835) SANCOM. to its knowledge. s the only carner loday prowding local exchange
telecommunicalions sendces in the above wentfied exchange ateas (Sta! HB/CH)

Sanbotn Telephone Coopetative pursuantto 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible
lglecommumcabons camer within local exchange areas thal consbtute ts serwce afed in South Dakota Sanborn
Telephone & the faclkbdes-b cal enchange carner presently prowdeng local exchange telecommunications semices in the
lollowing exchanges in 50 ola Ethan (227). Mt Vernon (236), Letcher (248} Forestburg (495). Artesian (527
Woonsocke! (T98) and Alpena (849) Sanbomn Telephone. lo s knowledge, s the only carnet loday prowding local exchange
telecommunicabons senaces in the above dentified exchange areas  (Staft. HB/CH)

Berestord Municpal Telephone Co pursuantlo 47 U S C 21d{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an ebgible
lelecr unications carmal within the local exchange areas that consttute its senace area in South Dakota Berestord Tel
sthe i 5-based al exchange camer presently prowdimg local exchange 'elecommuricabons sernces in the following
exchange Beresford (76)) Beresford Tel, to #s knowledge, s the only camer today providing local exchange
lelpcommunications senices in the above wentified sxchange areas (Staft HB/KC

Roberts County Telephone Cooperabve Assocaton pursuant to 47 U S C 214ie) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby sesks desgr

as an ehgible telecommunications carnel within the local exchange ateas thal consttute fs senace area Roberts
Telephone Cooperatve Assooabon i the facities-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange
tolecommuncabons services in the lollowing exchanges North New Effington. ND (701-634), New Effington (637) and Claire
City (6852) Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association 1o its knowledge, s the only carmer today prowding loca!l
eachange telecommuncations senaces in the above ”enbfied eschange areas (Staft HEWC)
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TC97-100

RC Communicaions, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks designabion as an ebgible
telecommumcaons came: within the local exchange areas thal consitute &s service area  RC Communications i the facilibes
based local exchange carrier presently piovicing local exchange telecommunicatons services in tha following sxchanges
North Veblen, ND (701-634), Wilmot (938), Peever (932), Veblen (738) and Summd (188) RC Communicabons. fo fis
knowledge, is the only carner today providing local exchange telecommunicabions senices in the above dentified sxchange
areas (Stattt HBXC)

oTorar

Spitiock Properdes Inc pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herely seeks designation as an elgilde
lelecommumications carnel within the local exchange afeas Ihal constitule s service area in South Dakota Splitrock
Propertes inc s the facikbes-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange telecommunscabons seraces
n the following exchanges in South Dakota Howard/Carthage (772) and Oidham/Ramana (482) Spidrock Properties, Inc
to s knowledge s the only ¢ = today prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above dentfed
exchange areas (Staff: HBXC)

Spitrock Telecom Cooperatve. inc pursuant 1o 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligble
telecommumicabons carner within the local exchange areas that constitute its serwce area  Splitrock Telecom Cooperative
inc. s the facites-based local exchange camet presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications semces in the
following exchanges Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-594) and (507-587). Splitrock Telecom Cooperatve, Inc o its
knowledge, s the only carmer today providing local exchange lelecommumnicabons services in the above enbified exchange
areas (Staft HBMXC)

Tr-County Telecom inc pursuant to 47 USC 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an ebgible
telecommurscations carmer within the local exchange areas that consttule s senace area in South Dakota. Tn-County
Telecom, Inc. is the facities-based local exchange camer presently prowviding local exchange telecommunicabons senices
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Clayton (825) and Emery (443). Tn-County Telecom. Inc , to #s knowledge, s
the only carner loday prowding local exchange telecommunications. senvices in the above kentiied exchange areas (Staft
HB/CH)

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

U S WEST Commumncatons, Inc. fled for approval by the Commissson the Type 1 Paging Agreement between KJAM Mobsie
Paging and U S WEST. “Ths Agreement was reached thiouyh voluntary negoliations without resort to mediabon of arbdrabon
and s submitted for approval pursuant lo Secton 252(e) of the Communicabons Act of 1934, as amended by the
Telecommunicatons Act of 1896 KJAM Motsle Paging and U S WEST further reques! that the Commission approve thes
Agreement without a heanng and without allowang the inlervenbon of other parbes. Because this Agreement was reached
through voluntary negotabons, & does nol raise issues requinng a hearing and does not concern other partes not a par of the
negotabons Expedibous approval would furthes the public interest *

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCar-082

U S WEST Commurecations filed tanff sheets that remove relerences to sxchanges that have been sold by U S WEST The
sale was effectve June 1, 1887 In addition, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up tems U S WEST has
requested an effectve date of June 1. 1987 lor this filing (Staft DL CH)
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS
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State Capitol Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota $7501-5070
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October 1, 1897

Mr. Richard D. Cont
Executive Direclor
SDITC

P. O Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE Eligible Telecommunications Camer application, TC97-086
Midstate Telephone Company, Inc

Dear Mr.Coit

The above-relerenced application has been reviewed by the siafl of the Public Utilities
Commission. The following additional information is needed in order for the Commission to
consider this application

1 Pursuant to 47 CF R 54 101(a)(4), single-party service or ils functional equivalent mus!
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunications Camer (ETC) to receive universal
service support mechanisms  Does the above-referenced company have this service?

2 Pursuant to 4T CF.R. 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up services mus! be made
available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consur ers.  Does the applican! company, as
referenced above, make thess services available 1o qualifying consumers?

3. Please provide a venfication by an authonzed officer, under oath, to the Commission in
whuch the appbcant represents to the Commuession that the facts stated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response to data reques! nos. 1 and 2, above, are truthful

Piease respond by Oclober 14, 1997 Upon recespt of this information, it will be evaluated by
stall and the matier wall be scheduled for consideration by the Commussson.  Thank you for
your attention fo 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

ely,

amron Hoseck
Siaff Attormey

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 COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

)
)
)
)
)

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE
OF HEARING

TC97-069

TC97-072

TC97-071

TCa7-073

TCe7-074

TCa7-075

TC97-077

TC97-078

TCo7-080

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATICNS, INC.

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE

COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,
INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC,

TC97-083

TC97-085

TC97-088

TC97-087

TC87-089

TC97-092

TC97-093

TC97-084

TC97-095

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 TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TC97-097

TC97-098

TC87-101

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC87-113

TC97-114

TC97-115

TC97-117

TCO7-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A TC97-130
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A TCI7T-131
MCCOOK TELECOM

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS TC97-154
COOPERATIVE

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. TCo7-15%

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97-163

THREE RIVER TELCO } TC97-167
)

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commuission (Commission) received requests from
the above captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as eligible
lelecommurications Carmers

The Commission electronically transmdted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines lo interested individuals and entities  On June 27, 1997, the Commission
received a Pelition to Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc. (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom. Inc {DTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TCO7-075) On July 15, 1997, at its regularly scheduled meeting, the Commission granted
intervention to DTS and DT! in Docket TCS7-075 No other Pelitions to Intervene were
filed

The Commussion has jurnisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDC.. Chapters 1-26

and 49-31, including 1-26-18, 1-26-19, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49-31-11, and 47
USC §214(e){1) through (5)

The i1ssues at the heanng shall be as follows: (1) whether the above captioned
telecommunications companies should be granted designation as eligible
telecommunications carmers, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the
Commission




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 right to be present and to be
represented by an attorney. These rights and other due process rights shall be forfeited
if not exercised at the hearing 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 testimony and
evidence provided, if any, dunng the hearing or a Final Decision may he issued by default
pursuant to SOCL 1-26-20 After the hearing the Commission will ¢ .nsider all evidence
and testimony that was presented at the hearing  The Commussion 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 telecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligibie
telecommunications carrier, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunications 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 hearing shall be held at the time and place specified above on
the issues of whether the above captioned telecommunications companies should be
granted designation as eligible telecommunications carners, and the Commission shall
establish service areas for eligible telecommunications carriers

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, this hearing 15 being held in a
physically accessible location Please contaci the Public Utlities Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at least 48 hours prior lo the hearing if you have special needs so arrangements
can be made o accommodale you

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this __day of November, 1887

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certilies thai this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
docusment
o e b e T et o B parie Commissioners Burg, Nelson and
service list, by facsimide or by first class mail, in Schoenfelder

property addressed envelopes, with charges
epaid :

- - . WILLIAM BULLARD, JR
Daks’ 1.'1(‘/} ay’_ vl Executive Director
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TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC

| FAITH MUNICIPAL COMPANY
"HONE

| BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOT INDEPENDENT
| TELEPHONE C¢
ELEPHONE COMPANY

| MCCOOK COOPERATIVE
COMPANY

TELEPHONE

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
]
)
)
|
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
]
]
)
.
)
¥
)
)
]

TC97-089

TC97-090

TCS7-092
TC97-093

TC87-094

TC97-095
TC97-096
TC97-097
TC97-098

TC97-099

TC97-100
TC97-101
TC97-102
TCS7-105
TC97-108

TC97-113




HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A
MCCOOK TELECOM
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| COOPERATIVE

| MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO.
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CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. We'll go ahead and qeﬂ

started. 11 begin the hearing for the dockets
relating to the eligible telecommunications
designation. The time is approximately 1:
is November 1 1997; and the location of tt}
is Room 412, i Pierre, South D
Commisesion Chairman
nfelder and Pam Nel
I'm presiding over this heari
ticed pursuant to the Commiss
of Hearing imssued November 7, 193%7.
ssues at this hearing shall be as
whether the requesting
ompany should we granted
ible telecommunications carriers:

€e areas shall be established by

represented by an
estifying will be sworn in and subject to
as-examination by the parties. The Commission’s

decision may be appealed by the parties t

~ircult Court and the State Supreme Court.

Rolayne Wiest will act as Commission




counsel. » may provide recommended rul
procedur d evident

i ]
overruil

take appearances

represent?

ere today represen

also Kadoka w!

he coalij

S West,

Bill Heaston and Tammy Wi

cations.
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MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff.

MR. HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission

MS. WIEST: We have had a request to take one

of these dockets first and that's TCu7-075. Do any of

the parties want to make an opening statement before we

Why don’'t you proceed with 075 then.

MR. COIT: Sure, that’s fine.

nave an opening statement. There are a cou
exhibits that we would like to admit. And I understan
re's also been some eLCers sent to the Commission
it 1nto the record as evidence
And that would be Exhibit
the application of Fort Randall for
2, which is the
data requept from staff,
And there are two lett
marked those yet.
3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR
I0N. )
There are two orther exhibits ¢
ibit No  § Kathy
or is Exhibi

Exhibit 3




So the Exhibit 3 ig the letter
> the Commission, and Exhibit 4 is
ike Bradley to the Commission

IEST: Whatr’'s the date of hat letter,

'ber 18th.

use I have dated November|




that one. .. this time are
Exhibits
Yes, that's correct.
WIEST: Is there any objection to those
exhibits ng admitted? If not, 1, 2, 3 and 4 have
admitcted in TC97-075. Then at this
any of the parties have any questions pertaining
including the Commissio
only guestion
the data request, Exhibit

it talks about single party servic

|
absolutely clear that it's available to
|

s the way that the s . is written]

AnEwere |
1

Oh, because they sa . t !
|

|

any have this

l guess that

Serve as a wit

that's a concern
I hate to say thi
if there were some gquestions

and there was not a wit 1 B CC n ' r

that. those gquestions could be deal




-

There are witnesses here today

applications, but there is not a

here today with respect to Fort Randall's

ld approve




manner.

CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine.

MS. WIEST: Let's just go through them and
then we’'ll have Harlan as the witnes: . Let's go back
to TC97-068. Does anyone have any questions on
TC97-0687

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a clarification.,
data request response is this?

MS. WIEST: Yes That would be in that

is there a chance that we could
consider or deal with these en mass as Mr. Hoseck has
indicated or suggested?
WIEST: I1'd rather not just becauase on a
have a couple questions on some of them
COIT: Okay. Should I go ahead and
exhibits?
WIEST:
Docketr TC97-068

there are two exh i E y 4 . 1 is the acrtual

ETC request led by Vivian Telephone Company. And

response of Vivian Telephone
to a data reguest from Commission staff We

would move the dmission f chose exhibits. I do-n

-
- e

t
-

have the dates. I have them here with me.







WA

rey
(™)

It’'s available to all customers?

L = N

A. Right.

3
4

x
tn
X

IEST: Thank you. That's the only

4 | question I have. Does anybody else have any questions

5 for this witness for 0687 I1f not, thank you. I did ;
£ idmit Exhibit 1 and 2. 069 f
7 MR COIT: We would move the admission of !
H Exhibits No. 1 and 2 in 069, and that is an ETC request

=
=

9 | or appl

L

cation dated 6-9-97 and response to a staff t

10 data request dated 10-14-97
11 MS. WIEST Any objection? If not they’'ve

[ |
12 been admitted I

|
13 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Excuse me, I do |
i not have the data request up here with me for some

1 rea n I*'m sorry about this, but I need to go back
16 and ask Mr: Lee about the Lifeline Link Up I think !
.l : |
1 #was that covered in the data regquest? I'm sorry to be |

18 | behind the eight ball, but I did not have that and sa ﬂ

{ |
15 eed t Enow whether this company 1s doing Lifeline, i
i
20 Link Up now or whether you need to - whether you |
|
21 intend to have that implemented by 1-17
o | . ey i | |
22 | A You‘re referring to the Vivian Telephon |
1
23 | Company? !
24 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Yeah, Vivian is

what we’'re doing now. ‘
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Swe?r




in their original applications.

MR. COIT: I was at the conclusion of
through, 1 guess, the gquestions and so© forth, I
basically -- before the Commission acts on any of
these, going to restate the request. But if the
Commission has questions of Mr. Lee with respect
certain aspects of providing it, 1 would -- yeah,
would suggest you go ahead and ask it.

CHAIRMAN BURG: No, 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 one cf 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 a we need to know
that 1 doubt if there are any at this time.
Tz No, we don't. And the waiver
request i iclu in all the applications
make sure ir was ruled on, I
bringing
BURG:
Any other

068 and 0697

Again, 1 would move

of two exhibits in TC97-070, and that is the
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request dated 6-10-97 and response

dated 1(¢-97.
Exhibits

Are there any guestions

for the admission of

reguest TC status dated

to data : t staff dated

Are there

weée will

-
(=

ennis Law, who
Telephone

is available i t Comm13 ioners have any




te TC97-074.
MR. COIT: We would move for the admission
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-12-97 :

and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff da request dateﬂ

have been admitted.

|
|
WIEST: Are there any obj NG 7 ‘

questiona concerning 0747 have the same guestion on
is one, Rich, with respect to the data reguest number
- I
COIT: Would an affidavit be adequate?
WIEST: Yeakh, as far as all customers.

COIT: Okay. I will make sure

Any questcions on 0747

txhibit

dated 6-1

2, which

And there

supplement

dated 10- ; move all

exhibits

I1f not




have been admitted, Are there any

this docker?

eve 1 18 representing

Let's go to TC97-078.
for the admission of
is the ETC request dated 6-13-97
of Exhibit No. which is
iata request dated

objection those exhibits?

TC request dated 6-1

of ETC
and also

dated




MS. WIEST: Are there any objections to 1 and
2?7 1If not, they've been admitted. Any questions
regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this
one, you will be asking at the end about the waiver for
the single party and all the other wiivers; is that
right?
Is there a waiver request in the

Stateline

COIT: I wasn't aware of that. 1
understood there were some companies that had purchased

U § West exchanges that were still in the process of

converting some party lines. But, yes, if they need a

waiver, I guess so. I'.l renew that request. I don‘t

have any factual information I can provide I don't

here representing
And in conversations with

they indic

all one party service.
MS5S. WIEST: And in their app
actually asking for a one-year waiver: correct?

MR 2E: But they‘re willing to shorten i

-




MS. WIEST: So you probably just need a

waiver until June?
MR. LEE: That would be adequate.
MS. WIEST June 1st?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we need to act on the

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Do you want a
n on the waiver now?
WI : Let’s talk abcut that. The thing
iese, I believe, are going to alsoc need
waivers for the cne year on the toll

haven' been doing any of those motions

We have tc take each

you think, at the end

em as you

er than c




party service to all customers, and the second waiver
on toll control for one year -- one year from what
date, Rich?

MR. COIT: I think I would guess

would be from the date of the order.

Okay.
n the toll control?
speaking 11 'ol; correct?
tol control.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a question
as long as we'‘re talking about the waivers both on toll
the single party service As long as
)r waivers, let's make sure it’s done
we're not back here in two months
I would hate to go through
like to go through this
we need to be accurate when
what
How much cf a

know the

MS. WIEST: Right. The time actually

Order is not s cifd . But it does say in

‘agraph 89, I believe, that the Commission mus:, upeon

inding of exceptional circumstances, You can make a




- -
-

|
for single party services for a specified period|

And also on the toll limitation the compan
l1so show ional circumstances exist and need|
ional me © upgrade. They should have to

ndividuali
to
nce

ne perio

excepti

that
regquested a ye
eriod of tim

~Ommisslion

is availabl

and

drea

ced
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabcﬁ
the point, and I know everyone wants to get through |
this, but to me it’'s very important that we do it
right. And so if it means that we need to answer the
question when we grant chese waivers and we send these,
| or you send them on to the FCC, we need to be sure that
you have spelled out why these companies -- at least
this is what I'm understanding -- why these companies
can‘t do toll control and why it‘s going to take that
long of a period of time to do single party service.
And so I think that should be in the applicatien
somewhere, or at least in our motion as we approve it,
| or we should have something on the record to support
where we're going.

MS. WIEST: They do explain the reasons in
their application, their originai application, with

respect to toll control.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.

there are any further f
|

3ion would like to ask at this

need i mation on that, we could do

COMMISSIONER SCHI ) : I would like to

f all companies,

least,
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Mr. Lee,

where they’'re at in deploying the technology

that we need to do these two things and what kind of

delays
not go

should

YO
fo

go

u might expect. Because I don't want this to
rward the way that it's been perceived that it
forward

MR. LEE: Sure. Okay. I might reaspond to

ral; and then if there are specific

d be happy to do that. But the issue of
1, which 1 believe under t

control,

s to indicate that the end user|

contrel the amount of
restriction automati
to the long distance

ch vendor

will
inion, I would doubt
population within a

is the reason I

for the one-year period

being available.




The second or alternative to

software provisioning of toll contreol. And, again, to

my knowledge, there is no interface between a software
system and a switch that has that capability
Primarily because it would take real time rating
stomer's usage; and because he customer con
itch interexchange carrier it's choosing, there
rriad of optional call plans and rate structures
ould be applied. And, to my knowledge, there just
technology, nor software, available to
at program
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And
t's not permissive,
eaed to do all
bot
SCHOENFELDER:
FCC for clarifica
I know, you might

hat that decision

have bette
it has not be
is that clar
the FCC.,

SCHOENFELDER: Okay.
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an
to get a gene
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R et
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needs

T
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nitation;

To my knowledge,

To my knowledge,

everybody

right, from what we’ve had

as toll

mitation, yes

-

is what I

that's a

guess my

position is8 t

®, You know, since

t see them

implying
think it satisfies
the full

which at

s5ee

think

it beccmes
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available, it is in the public interest and would be
very supportive of that concept.

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I‘'11l move that we

¢ one-year waiver on toll -- what is it
Toll limitation? Toll control?

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'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 understands th

motion.

HAIRMAN BURG: I think in every applicatioc

¥ou agreed that you can do toll restriction ==

MR. LEE: Right.
CHAIRMAN BURG: - if 1 remember reading th
ications, and that to me is satisfactory.
LEE: Thank you.
BURG: Do you want them as a
Ckay. 1 also move -- which one
this one?

MS. WIEST: The single party servi

BURG: I‘'ll move that we grant

in the single party requirement

e

n

e

do




I'd second.

SCHCENFELDER: Concur.

o~
e

ner guestions 1n

back now?

REMAN

ove we grant

the wailver

move we greé

MET SN .
NELSON:




COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: For one year?
CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes.

MS. WIEST: 069.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll keep making them. 11
| move we grant the toll control waiver in TC97-069 for
ane year.
NELSON: Seconded.

SCHOENFELDER : Concur.

CHALIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant to

=

| contrel in TC97-070 for one year, the waiver for one

VEear.
Second it.

SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’11 move that we grant
antrol, the waiver for toll control, in TC97-071
one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: 073.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the wsa
contrel in TC97-073 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.




COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

M5. WIEST: 07

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1] move we grant the waiver

for one year.

Seconded.

move we gran
for cne year.

NELSON Seconded

SCHOENFELDER: Concu

3

1] move we gran

i1 move we




m

[ 8

(T

=

Lat

31

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission oﬁ

the ETC request filed by Accent, dated 6-17-97, and

Exhibit No. 2, the response to staff data request which

is dated 10-B-97.

MS5. WIEST: Any objection? If not, 1 and 2

have been admitted. Any questions regarding C0B83?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the toll,

the waiver for toll control in TC97-083 for on year

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Secconded.
'‘'OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-084

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of the

ETC request dated 6-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.{
{

"
Q

1, and we move r the admission of Exhibir No. 2. the

-y
-
v

~Sponse to staff data regquest dated 10-8-97. i

MS. WIEST: Are there any objections? If :
not, they've been admitted f
1
CHAIRMAN BURG 1'1l] move we grant the waiver|
1
ior toll control in TC97-084 for one year, |
|
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. i
|
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: 1'1]1 concur.,

Doces this have a single party question on this one?
MS. WIEST: No. They said in their original

application that they are offering szingle party servic

e JaE T s S




OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

Sorry. James Valley; right?

gquest

~at

na

okay.

& reason he

3
a

yriginal

under qu

ovide s

had




customers?

docket?

MS.

WIEST: Single party was offered to all

Any other questions concerning this

8 there a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: we grant the

.
toll control for

one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M5. WIES 085, I believe.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me

MS. WIEST: TC97-086.

admission of ETC

Any objections?

Same question, can you answer

T 7 o

sorry,

They are currently all private

Single party; correct?

Customers

Single party to all




Correct.

ny other guestions

CHAIRMAN BURG:




Correct.

Thank you.

We move for the adm

request dated 6-17-97

data request, which
10-17-97.
WIEST:

MS.

admitted.

OMMISSIONER NELSON:

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

WIEEST:
Ccmpany name,

Eas

Currently

service.

move for

the

is Exhibit

Any objections?

is all

TC97-088.
ission of

and response

1

No. 2, which is

If not, Exhibits

second ic.

Concur.

Can you answer my guestion on

please?

Flains.

wr

single Y

» F
rt

pa

the admission of

ETC request dated 6-17-97,

2, which is a response

If not, they've
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Cencur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-09%2.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request of Kennebec

Telephone Company dated 6-18-97, and move for the

ssion of Exhibit No. 2, which is the
{f data request dated 10-10-97. And
Mr. Rod Bauer is here to respond to any questions
he Commissioners or staff may have concerning
request
EST: ny questions concerning
dc you have a motion?
BURG: Did we admit

did

We would move for

regque




available to answe

Jeffersor uest.

LK iIC a4 waiver




in the past?

A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no
multi-line. The fact is all single party service. I
think they added that language such i1 hat if there were
| a 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
on tell control for TC97-094 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, I'11

MS. WIEST: TC97-095.
COIT: We would move for the admission of
dated 6-19-97, and admission of

to data request dated

would point out that I believe that the

single party service

WIEST: Right. At this time are there
any objecti 3 to Exhibit 1 and 27 If not, they've

been admicted. Yes. And it would appear they would

| need a waiver. And my qguestion for apparently they




have three multi-party customers and

le party service during

season. So 1 gquess my guestion

haven't asked for a waiver

would on their behalf.
would be able to respond to
assume BOC anyway.

ure. But that would be

to

NELSON:

CHOENFEL

a.80 MOV

TC97-0965




admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data reguest

dated 10-10-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? I . they've

been admitted. Any gquestions cCoOncer L docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move
in TC97-096 for one
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1°'d
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:
MS. WIEST: TC37-087.
We move for the admiss
Exhibit No. 1, ETC request, dated 6-19
Noe. 2, response data request dated
Any objections?

anybody have any

4 waliver

s B B =
1D1C Q.

is the responss«

Exhibits 1 and




(e
E

need

- Y




than this that as manager of the South Dakota
Association of Telephone Co-ops and the daily reguests
we've had the t they do, in fact, provide al
single p ; servi throughout Roberts County
for your information here.
WIEST: Is that sufficient?
CREMER: That's suffic.ent.
WIEST: Okay.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant waiver
for toll contrel in TC97-099 for one year.
OMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
WIEST: TC97-100.
COIT: We move for the admission of
which i the ETC request dated 6-19-97,
of Exhibit No. 2, response to data
10-9-97.
VIEST: Any objection? ot, they've
been : Same question on this one.
don‘t know the answer.
There is -- Mr. Lee
today, 80 I suspect

with a late-filed exhibirt

i




CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'l]l move we grant a waiver

7-100 for one year.
NELSON: 1'd second
SCHOENFELDER:
TC97-101.
We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1 hich is the ETC request dated 6-19-97,

and Exhibit ) - . regsponse to staff data request dated

ST Any ocbjection? o they've
Any questions concerning docket?

URG: 1’1l move we grant waiver for|

move wWe grant a waiver

O oOone Yyear.
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1 [ COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it |
2 ; COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. |
3 MS. WIEST: TC97-105. ‘
4 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC |
|
5 request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission aﬂ

[3 Exhibit No. 2, response to data requesat dated 10-14-97.

v MS ., WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits
8 1 and 2 have been admitted. ANy questions concerning
-1 this docket?
|
10 CHAIRMAN BURG I"l]l move we grant a waiver !
11 for tell contrel in TC97-105 for one year.

12 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second i

"

13 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

L4 M5 WIEST TC97-108
15 ME OIT: We move for the admission of ETC

1 request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-23-97, and the

17 | admission of Exhibit N 2, response to staff data

18 request dated 14-9 |

19 M5. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibicts

20 1 and 2 have been admitted. Same question. Can you,

21 |Mr. Lee, answer that one? 1Is that single party service

22 available for

23 MR 01T For Faith

i

24 MR. LEE: 1 do not represent them, 1'm sorry

25 MR. COIT: We would request permission to i
|

e — |
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Telephone Company service area. It has been

late seventies.

MS. WIEST: Are there any others questions

this witness? Thank you.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move we grant

i

oll control in TC97-113 for one year.

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

MS. WIEST: TC97-114.

request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,

|
We move for the azdmission of ETC ‘
|
1

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 1s here as well to respond tc any questions

of all, any objection t

they’ve been admitted. And

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
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MS., WIEST: Any objection? 1If not, Exhibits
1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning
this docket?

CHAIRMAN BURG: 111 move we grant a waliver

in TC97-117 for one year.
ONER NELSON: I1'd second it.
SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
WIEST:

IR, COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request of Kadoka, dated 7-3-97,
and the admission of Exhibit No. ., response to data
‘ejuests dated 10-28-57

MS. WIEST: Any objections to Exhibits 1 and

they've been admitted. Any questions
this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: : move we grant a waiver
for one year.
sec
OMMISSIONER SCHOEN
TC97-12
, and Exhibit No.

., which is dated

Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
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CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I1°'1l]1 move we grant a waiv
for toll control in TC97-131 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur,

MS. WIEST: TC937-154.

MR. COIT: We would move into the record

Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request, dated 9-10-9%7, and also

response to data r:guest dated

Any objection to Exhibit 1 and
been admitted. Let’'s see, on
of a couple that no time period

waliver. I assume you still want

Barfield is here.

manager

request a waiver

ask for one

if there
requested
BOB BARFIELD,
called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

was examined and testified as follows:
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gquestion with respect to the length of the waiver.

MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be the |

We would ask for a year on the waiver.
W : Thank you. Any oth
BURG: With that

grant a w J 3 Lol ] y ] T

year.

I would just n

- -

JITC member compan

f—
-

aree

3 [ -
-

u Wes Le » try that a n. -16 ©

request 1d 11 7 i the amended request,




they've

HARLAN BEST,




—

please.
A, Harlan Best.
Q. And what is your job?
A I am deputy director of fixed utili

the Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota.

Q. And have you been present in the hearing room

this afternoon for the hearing on thesge applications?

AL Yes.

Q. And have you had the opportunity toc review
the caption in the notice of this hearing which lists
the cases whizh are before the Commission on this date?

are you familiar with the applications

caseg?

exhibit number

an exhibit that you prepared in

explain to the Commission,




lease,

A.

hat exhibit entails.

I have done on this exhibit is across
ted each of the companies requesting

cations carrier status

the

and the staff counsel that is

Down the side :hﬂ

requirements that are set for:hi
ted within the columns is the
companies gave within

-
-

that have been

hanges

T
dnNnae

avail

Aware




MS. WIEST: Is there any objection?

received this so 1 haven’t had an opportunity

%

through to make sure this is all accurate.

|
‘ MR. COIT: My comment would be that
i
I
|
|

that it is accurate

Ocher than that,

any comment,

L1
4

WIE : [ Yyou want

it might ¢

- NHo. 1

have

carri
have,

l be done n

nd h regard to advertising services

exchange-wide, do you have a recommendation to the

— —_——
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MS.
iS. M

MR. HEASTON:

CHAIRMAN BURG:

there any -- is adverti

£
Lor

there any criteria

context of this? Is th

well?

WIEST: I

CHAIRMAN BURG

18, 18

inictio

n

are supported

therefore

using

CHAIRMAN

BURG:

further questions.
8. Rogers?
No, no questions.
r. Heaston?
No.

The only question I'd

sing identified in any way?

what advertising means

e methods in the FCC Order

‘m sorry, what was the

a

have

in the

is

: The question I had for Harlan

there a meaning, is there a

for what that

the statute itself

the availabilit

b4

ing to the servi

universal

media of general distribut

Okay. think that sa

-

-~

8

&
-

(3

-
=}y

service and the

es|

|
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A. Yes. They would do it originally, and once a|

year after.

M5. WIEST: How would they advertisgse?

here would they advertisge?
WIEST: Yes.
Whatever general distribution it meets

assume, 1t means newspapere and cthose

tio
ion media once a year?
is available within their given

serve,

And it would only be for those

right now by federal universal

And every time they
gservices, hen that

tha

wiltness? I not,

ou retake the stand, Harlan? I guess we have a

you look at your exhibit for




TC97-0957?

Does the answer to number
we did grant them a waiver

»E have Siﬂglf_‘ F.‘.i"_"‘l,)‘ SBervicei

-
=

ESS

started agai

would move admission of
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Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2, which
is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is the

service territory map. That's Exhibit 1, 2 and 3

L
dockert.
Any objection to Exhibits 1
a copy of the service territory

Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 32

& -
they've been admitted. You may proceed,

Heaston.

MR. HEASTON: We would also join in the

motion on the toll control. The reason we did not geak

| @ waiver in the initial application is because as I

read Paragraoh 388 of the Order in the DA 97-157

blocking would be sufficient in the
dependent upon when you upgraded
feel we need a waiver of
n wisdom seems to be
follow the herd
er also.
he arti
he tol
blocking and
guess we would also point

implementation




while we agree with Bob Barfield in his observation

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

that's why we wouldn't want a time limitr on it., but we
are willing to accept the one year with the
understanding that if there is not the ability to
implement t or if he ] 18 too expensive to
implement, that we would le to come back to this
Commission and seek further waiver of that, of

plementing toll co: with part of the essential

elecommunications carrier obligation.
MS. WIEST: Okay. Would the Commissioners --
CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit the exhibits?
MS. WIEST:
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'1]l] move that we waive toll
T ne year.
SON: Well, I'm going to

what we’ve been

one year with the

the reasons we were
past was because that it might be

as much as because technolc
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there. I can understand why

but I didn‘'t -- I wasn’'t

that was part of the Act.

MR. HEASTON:

guess that's the first
COMMISSIONER
MR. HEASTON:
COMMISSIONER

as the rules and stat

right?

MR. HEASTON:

C changes,

FC

COMMISSIONER

seconding your motien with the understanding

| exactly as we had stated it
correct?

I

| year.

SCHOE

| motion

| didn't

NELSON:

ukte u

That’'s true.,

NELSON:

originally; i=s

mean

N

technology wasn't

not part of the Act.

It's an FCC --
It's a rule,
FCC dictate.
has the

But 1t

nless it's

as we've urged them to do.

Right. So I'm
i’
that

the motion was

FELDER: I believe t

year, an
had anything more than
for

sntrol one

he

in Congress when they voted

same

changed

But unless the

A

G

there,

in
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i

COMMISSIONER NELSON: All I'm saying, though,|

[

2 is I voted for it and there will be a record that 1

3 voted for it; and the reason ] voted for

4 technology wasn‘t vailable. And that

@

un
[« 9
e
e
e
i
+
-]
=
P
-
b2
i
-
3
b
=2
o
rr
=

an it’'s cost prohibitive.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELD

m

R: I think --

7 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Not that that wouldn't

8 | be an issue in my mind that you could debate, 1 don't

9 | want a record that I'm supporting something fo

a |
]

different reason than I did.

11 CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a comment that I'd make
|
12 on it I guess If there isn‘t a technology, I really |
|
T . » = 1 & i - ¥ 1 £ |
13 hate ¢ see all 50 or filings just for an |
14 extension. If there 18 some way we could certify ZhEIE!
1 is n technology and extend it as we come up towards
|
f that year ['d welcome that solution rather than go
through this with this many of thenm I personally in
8 - wh mind 1 t ee a soluti when we're going Lo
Ave multiple mpanies in number portability t
2 k jie my miad ¢ see how that en going ¢t happen
b - = I‘ i - 3 s =4 ; -4’. a T '_'—-: - - -
53 mitar = gus ng when me up rhm
i - = y = g T SLave i 3¢ o and I'm
-4 " - A - I JUls 3 A . i 1 mean
& he name *» 4 Dureaucrat t silie That many
— — = =2 et




pieces of paper. So 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:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
| 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 on the status of

| that consistent with what we’ve already put in the
o ] i )
application?

A. Yes. As of October 31 of this year the

inumb&r of multi-party or two- and four-party customers

U S West's territory is 612. 612,

CHAIRMAN BURG: What was the date on that,

-31=-97T.
can you tell the Commission about

to eliminate the multi-party
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A. The plan right now is to eliminate all of
those 612 except for 52 of them. And the time frame

for that will be by the end of the second quarter,

which I suppose we could put for a date of 6-30 of

|

S8. So all but 52 of those will be completed by 6-30

of ‘98
0. And what about the remaining S27
A, The remaining 52 are extremely high cost |

upgrades. And until other technology or other means

H
n
n
0
i
m
o
&
e
s
&
o
[
s ]

., there are no plans right now. We

have no plans to move ahead with those 52.

Q. With that we still believe that it is
appropriate for us to -- we still believe the waiver is
appropriate in tnis case; 18 that correct? |

” That is correct

MR. HEASTON That*'s all the questions I
nave
MS KIEST Mg “remer?
- .
allus l-l—lfl-ny.n..( J!I!.LJ...LA._"
BY » ‘_:. - 'U.: -

0 Mr enner where are those &3 atea? Are

the pread thrcug 3t r are they in a specifi area
|

A J read them off for you There's about

y d r x Ang z id give you a late-filed |




exhibict. Let me just read them off. rlington is
four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, four; Huron, three;
Lake Preston, one.

OMMISSIONER NELSON: Do wou want to sStart

A. Arl gte four; Belle Fourche, sBix; De Smet,

Huron, ¢t} e; Lake Preston, one; Madison, two;
Milbank, four; :rre two; Redfield, two; Sisseton,
Bix; Spear o g five; Watertown, ten;
Yai.kton, one.

a particular reason? Is
something?
a combination of many factocrs, but

the 52 are concerned?

a combination of many factors. We're
lking about feeder distribution, we‘re talking about
some cases a PAIR GAIN systems 'ike Anaconda that
would need to be replaced.
M5. CREMER: OCkay. That's all the guestions
have.

CHAIR G: Have you investigated any

>ther technical cns other than to a single party

other than line extension?

|
A. You mean in order to provide a single party J




-
Lpc

sense

probab
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1
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Commissloner,

to these customers?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes.

Yes. I think the answer

for a cheaper way to

we're tal

de a single customer, and

that And the answer

some form of wireless,

chnologies, herx
‘e 8

expensi

=)
[&

do th

king

then

is we are constantly|

is because in
about over S

it just doesn’

would seem to

but so far

satellite

-
Lnese.

to grant
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MS. WIEST: And does it provide local usage?

Yes.

MS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone
multi-frequency signalling or its functional
eguivalent?

A. Yes.
MS. WIEST: Do you access to your

emergency servicesg?

to operator|
services?
A.
. WIEST: Do you provide acresgs
interexchange service?
A. Yes.
MS. WIEST: And do you provide access
| directory assistance?
AL Yes.
M5. WIEST: And you've already talked
rol and the waiver. Do you provide or

provide toll blocking?

WIEST: Then getting back to Your reguest

the waiver on single party service, I know in your

application you talked about the ones that you have no
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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
ranted any of this type of de minimus

h

4t requirement, do you know, in any of

"
=

And what 1'm getting at
ing to the FCC rules -- and

{c), that in order to grant any

complete network upgrades for single

911 or toll limitation, that the
fact have to set a time Period feor

Oose network upgrades. Is your

hat contention.

h you about that,

then,
on service

requirement of the state

service areas as opposed to

telecommunications cocmpanies.

would agree that you are a nonrural




96-45

Lo

service areas for nonrural

December

exchanges

B

our

are

tandpoint,

Yes.

MS.

issued 9

USAC the names

3lst

rence

large

company t

would th
that

MR.

th

service area would be

authorized

MS.

WIEST:
-29-97,

of t

1937.

really
be. B
adopt vo
ILEC's.

hat you

supp

hel

o

area
Dakocta.
and th
ink that
we serv
HEASTON:

]

ere 1

EO
| =

prov
-

WIES

And in the FCC’'s public notice

it does state that we must send

he ETC's and the designated

.ater than

carriers no

And I know you made some

in your application, but

told us what you want your

ecause the FCC has told us that

ur study area as your service

Do you have service areas

for

want the Commission to adopt at

ose that -- and, Bil

me with cthis. But I suppose

ought to be our exchanges in

Now, the s£tudy area is a

it has not een determined yertr.

our service area would be our

e in the state of South Dakota.

f 1 may from a legal

-
4

o definition yet; and certainly

those areas within which we

ide the supported services.

And that's my gquestion.




From a general perspect

that’ w ou ! ) r & what

gnate to
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:Irvice

be that

‘OXYy COBt

‘s why we
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A. 1 can’'t answer that exaccly. It's

!apprux;mately 35.
:
| MS. WIEST: It would be attached?

Upe e

i R. HEASTON: It's on our exhibit to our

| appli
' :T: Sc however many with the

ndment the e that were missed. That*s how many

rvice areas u would like the Commission to
ignate for U S West at
guess I'm not sure whether we would want to
ch exchange.
My problem is we are supposed to

ilst what your designated

we ought to do it exchange by

Yocu want more time to

Yes, I think I would. 1 mean
that's come up in the other two
this in, and I had the same basic

have to -- I will do a late-filed
ould with an affidavitc £
ﬁkay.

What are you relyi
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—_—— e e e — = e ———

1 | Relayne?

2 MS. WIEST Actually what as far as the FCC's|

i | public notice, that was docket 96-45 DA 97-189%92 issued

4§ | 9-29-97
! |
MR. HEASTON 1892 ’
: MS. WIES And I'm also relying on

paragraphs 185, 192, 193 of the FCC's universal service

S MR. HEASTON: 197, 175.
1 MS WIEST: 157 or --

=
tr
&
e
m
k 4
m
o
b
@
]
et
.
b

13 M5. WIEST The number for the FCC
: 3
1 LY ersal service
14 MR. HEASTON: Not the docket number but the ‘
]
|
1 rder number, the rder numberx |
- - - |
: et " kay 1 was looking at 185 192 |
!
i ANd paragrapr
18 MR HEASTON I got those Was it FCC
- {
[
2 o WIES v ght Angd rthe ha B R T
' |
21 you might want tc address in paragraph 185, for |
22 example, it does say if a state PUC adopts its existing|
service areas for large ILEC's their study area this |
24 would erect significant barriers to entry We are also




require an ILEC to serve areas other
traditionally served.

MR. HEASTON: Yes. And,
the problem this causes is where you have not
onsidered and have leftr to the FCC to determine how
hat's going to be e ‘om a proxy standpoint.
And, yes, we are g oC ing smaller geographic elements|
than the wire center for universal high cosat support

but I do not have a South Dakota specific look because

|
1
|

Commission decided n do their own
is -- a couple months ago, as opposed to

crth Dakota ; do have that because
looking at doin Own, Or suggest
st study. Sc ic have the small

and could itify that for you. c ot

than right now than a wi

"

me, may I comment brie

that I'w not a party bu

standing today that the

service areas for U & West
any may come up. But I would like
interest in the issue. And

rules indicate that -- the orders
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‘ules

rea,

i med
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indicate that before changing an ex:s:ini
that ) Commission at the state level
that L consistent with universal

I think

nore than

obligations.

a U S West service arcq

t
iniversal ser

rea disaggre

rural
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isgsue with respect to U 5 West. And it’s just my
understanding the Commission does have to do the
service area in order for U S West to get your
universal service money.
MR. HEASTON: 1If I could have until whatever
suggested earlier on getting the additicnal

*ll have a recommendation for you from

[EST: Okay. Are there any other
8 witness? One more question,

Do you have any observation to what

suggested as advertising requirements for your

sure that I understood exactly what

the requirement is to advertise

newspaper, I don't think we have

And getting back to single party
the only barrier is to provide

s

o those 52 customers?
Ie iv ] ] - ‘s posit
agreement that you & gtated
ing single party service no longer

eve you stated you would have
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of Mr. Lehner. And the reason I have a question 18

because in your amended application you might have

addressed it, however, I don't have a copy of that and

1 apologize. But you addressed in here and you have an

|
exhibit on your original application that regards

Lifeline, Link Up. And basically what it i 's

crariff, or a page that looks like a tari pa

S West really intends to comply with
Commission order in Lifeline, Link Up?
AL Absolutely.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know

>age doesn’t apply any more.
SCHOENFELDER: Thank you.
Any other gquestions? Thank
COMMISSIGNER NELSON: I guess I have a
know, you -- when you were talking about
have to provide this single party
areas that you Jisted like Spearfish

list that you went through --

NELSON: Why would it -- it just
seems weird to me that it would be that expensive to
provide those services in some areas. Like Pierre and

Huron, those are pretty -- I mean can you explain that
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I take that back in that |
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ome cases about PAIR SAIM
11 I'm talking about
Anaconda that are going

expensive.

I guess in
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just explaining to me
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because ] was thinking maybe these lines had to be run
out miles and miles and miles and there’‘'s nobody ocut
there or something. But if this is in a fairly
populated area, and it doesn’t seem to me that thess
le should have to live with just two party

4

peo

L &)

‘a

elephone system when most of the world doesn‘t, as we

know in South Dakota, dcesn’'t have tc do that

0
Il

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

lool
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for some reason why that’'s a.ceptable,

especially when some of those little companies are
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ng that they got maybe three or four people left
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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 I obviocusly 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 ympanies 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
ire different funding mechanisms and different
requirements that we've had. They*‘ve had the ability
to spend that kind of money and recover it Now, I can|
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s

uh

spend $100,000 or 5$150,000 or 50,000, whatever it is,
to do these, but somewhere that has to be recovered and
it isn’'t going to be recovered from a customer. That
customer 1isn’'t going teo pay for that.

COMMISSICONER NELSON: It seems to me this
£lies in the face of what the governor's bill said last

year. 1 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
pecple that aren’t even going to have single party
telecommunication in this state.

A. Commissiconer, all I can tell you is what the
cost is. And I think that’s -- I think that’'s, unless

there's a recovery mechanism, it would make no sense to

dn't |

spend that kind of money. And I certainly woul .
|

recommend it !
|

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I have in the i

LEC industry when we have these kind of situations onceal

A Yes it would. And Commissioner, if there
i8 any company in this room that would like to sarve

of these 52, I would be happy to negotiate.

HAIRMAN BURG: I think maybe when we're down




to 52, we ocught to get a list of those names and see

we could work it out. 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

that in other words, we could give the waiver
but I don't know that's

indefinite

solution and we probably ought

Lo wWork
to meet and find the soclution

think if we can. But so many

what I would like to reguest is the

location of those 52 filed at some

care whether it's part of this docket or

can be provided.

Any other gquestions? IfE-nokt:

suppose we do need some
of

which now?

CREMER: Staff would Harlan Best,

HARLAN BEST,

led as a witness, being previously sworn,




was examined and testified as follows:

lan, were you the analyst

-

West's application?
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MS. WIEST: Any questions, Ms. Wilka?

MS. WILKA: No questions.

=
n
X
m
V5]

s Commissioners?
CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I'd have is
based on that, should we not -- I mean is this -- what

do I call itc? Is this a document that is f.led in

CHEAIRMAN BURG: I guess 1 think we ought to
rrect that exhibit to put no on each of those that

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

believe tf answer 15 no and we've made a waiver to ‘
satisfy tha |
M3 CHEMER Okay i
CHAIRMAN BURG Since that's filed !
!
OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER We have not moved|
!
for a waiver 4in hat area, have we? |
|
CHAIRMAN BURG Yes, for six months on one
rhey - = i

Lol
= 1

S. WIEST: We have two single party waivers

8 tar, but U S5 West we haven’'t moved yet; right?
CHAIRMAN BURG But if we do and for any we

-orrected to reflect, nc, they do not meet thar to
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didn‘t really need it in mine. But I can certainly E
move 1C.

MS WIEST It's up to you.

MS. CREMER: We don‘t need it in this dc:ketﬁ

MS5. WIEST Any other questions of this
witness? Thank you Anything else from any cof the

| parties? At this time I believe the Commission will

!'etu these matters under advisement. We are waiting i

!ftr some late-filed exhibits in some dockets, and it J

|
will be possible that perhaps the Commission will make

ithe decisions either at a Commission meeting or at the
iuﬁcembnr 2nd hearing on some other related ETC

Id: kets Are there any questions from anybody or any

!Tﬂhﬁ&ﬂiﬂ’

: MR. COIT 1 would just, for the record, like
r formally request that the Commission designate each
of the -- based upon the record, the affidavits vet to
be submitted, that the Commission designate each of the
rural telephone companies, SDITC member companies, as
ETC’s and that their study areas be designated as their
service area Thar's all 1 have

MS5. WIEST Thank you That will close the
nearing.
(THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)
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¢ TC97-086

MIDSTATE =
TELEPHONE =~~~ RS
COMPANY -

“WE'RE PROUD TO BE YOUR LOCAL TELEPHONE COMPANY™

June 10, 1997 RECEIVED

Mr. William Bullard, Executive Direclor 'UN 17 1997
Public Utilities Commission SOUTH pa Kor

State of South Dakota UTILITiEs u.:w; ‘; r*;L"BUC
500 East Capitol MISSIoN

Pierre, SO 57501

RE: SD 524, 624 ETC Designation

Dear Mr. Bullard

Pursuant to 47U S.C § 214 (e) and 47 CFR § 54 201 for the purpose of “eligible
telecommunications carriers” status, Midstate Telephone Company and its
subsidiary encloses for fifing with the commission a request for ETC designation.
Any questions conceming this filing should ba directed to me at (605)778-6221

Sincerely,
MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY & SUBSIDIARIES

Ty e AT
Mark D. Benton, Manager

Enclosuras

EURSaG ACALEWY - DELMETNT - FORT THOMPRON - GANK VALLEY - UMRALL - aloY CLLAMD) - PLECPEAMA - §TICENTY - WHETH LARE
FOLE LOCALTY (WS A ORMEATID MOLUTW DASDTA TELEPHCORS { Cairasady




TC97-086

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CDMMISSIQR_‘EWED

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA iy | g,

SOUTH § A
IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) UTILITIE
MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. ) REQUEST FORETC
FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) DESIGNATION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) DOCKET TC97-
)

Midstate Telephone Company, Inc. (“Midstate Telephone "ompany™) pursuant to
47 United States Code Secuion 214(¢) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section 54.201 herchy
secks from the Public Utliies Commission (“Commission™) designution as an “eligible
telecommunications carmier” within the local exchange areas that constitule ils service area in

South Dakota. In support of this request, Midstate Telephone Company offers the following:

1. Pursuant 10 47 U.5.C. § 214(¢) it is the Commission’s responsibility to designate local
exchange cammers (“LECs™) as “ehgible telecommunications carriers™ (“ETCs™), or in other
words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service obligations consisient with the
federal law and should be deemed eligible to receive federal universal service support. At least
ane cligible telecommunications carrier is o be designated by the Commission for cach service
arca 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
addional designation would be in the public interest. Under 47 CFR § 54,201, heginning January
1. 19958, only telecommunications carriers that have received designation from the Commission to
scrve as an cligible elecommunications carrier within their service arca will be eligible to receive

federal universal service support

2. Midstate Telephone Company is the facilitics-based local exchange carrier presently
providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges in

South Dakota;

- l“lll‘?

! j _\_

<
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Academy (726)
Delmont (779)
Ft. Thompson (245)
Gann Valley (293)
Kimbal (778)
New Holland (243)
Pukwana (894)
Stickney (732)
White Lake (249)

Midstate Telephone Company to its knowledge is the only camier today providing local

exchange elecommunications services in the above identified exchange arcas.

3. Miustate Telephone Company in accord with 47 CFR § 54.101 offers the following

local exchange telecommunications services (o all consumers throughout its service arca:

- Voice grade access to the public switched network;

- Local exchange service;

- Dual tone multi-frequency signaling:

- Access to emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 911
public services:

- Access 10 Operalor services,

- Access 1o interexchange service,

- Access w directory assistance; and

- Toll hlocking service to qualified low-income consumers.

As noted above, Midstate Telephone Company does provide toll imitation service in the
form of toll blocking 10 qualifying consumers, however, the additional toll limitation service of
“toll control” as defined in the new FCC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54.40((3)) is not

provided. Midstate Telephone Company is not aware that any local exchange carrier in South




Dakota 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, 1o our mlormation and hebiel, as a result, LECs nauonwide are not

positioned to make the service immediately available. In order for Midstate Telephone Company

o provide the service, additional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have o be installed
in its local switching equipment. At minimum, the service requires a switching software upgrade
and at this time Midstate Telephone Company is investigating and attempting to determine
whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might become available.
Accordingly, Midstate is faced with exceptional circumstances concerning its ability to
make the 1oll 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 uin &, a waiver for a period
of cne year is requested. Prior to the end of the one year period, Midstate Telephone Company
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 10 47 CFR 54.101(c)

4. Midstate Telephone Company has previously and will continue to advenise the
availability of its local exchange services in media of general distribution throughout the exchange
arcas served. Prior to this filing, Midstate has not generally advertised the prices charged for all
of the above-identificd services. It will do so going forward in accord with any specific

advertising standards that the Commission may develop.

5. Based on the foregoing, Midstate Telephone Company respectfully request that the

Commission:

{a) grant a temporary waiver of the requirement 1o provide “toll control™ service;

and




(b) grant an ETC designation to Midstate Telephone Company covering all of the

local exchange areas that constitule its present service area in the State.

Dated this . day of June, 1997.

Midstate Telephone Company, Inc,

Mark D. Benton, Manager
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“WE'RE PROUD TO BE YOUR LOCAL TELEPHONE COMPANY™

Mr. Camon Hoseck

Statf Atomey RECEIVED

South Dakola Public Utilities Commission

State Capital Buiking OCT 10 1997

500 Easi Capital Avenue g

Pierre, SO 57501-5070 IaTH DAKOTA puBLic
ILITIES COMMISSION

RE: Eligible Telocommunications Carrier appication, TC 97-080
Micstate Telephone Company

Dear Mr. Hosack:
Please find responsa for addtona! information
1. Midsiale Telephona Company does provide single-party service

2 Midstale Telephone Company s not curmently offering Lileline and Link Up services within &s
exchanges. but will be required by the FCC niles, 47 CFR 54 400-54 417, make the
establshed dscount program ovalable 1o its qualifying low-income cusiomens begnning
January 1, 1988, I is our undarstanding That while providing the Lifeline and Link Up
services is a requireme’ on ETC's pursuant lo 47 CFR 54.405 and 54.411, It is not actually
a precondition which musi be met before ETC status can properly be granted by the
Commission. 47 CFR 54.101 which lists the service obligations thatl must be met before a
carmiar can receive feclernl universal service suppor does not specifically reference Lifelne
and Link Up sarvices.

. Mark D. Benton, being first duly sworn, stales that he is the General Manager for the
responding party, that he has read the initial ETC application and the foregoing, and the
samé is truo to his own best knowladge, information and bellef
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. FOR )  CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) ORDER AND NOTICE OF
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) ENTRY OF ORDER

) TC97-086

On June 17, 1997, the Pubbc Utiities Commission (Commission) received a request for
designation as an ebgible telecommunications camer (ETC) from Midstate Telephone Company, Inc
{Midstate Telephone Company). Mudstate Telephone Company requested designation as an ehgible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area

The Commussion electromically transmitted notice of the filng and the intervention deadhine
fo interested individuals and entities. No person or entity filed 1o intervene By order dated
November 7, 1997, the Commussion set the heanng for tus matter for 1 30 p m on November 19,
1997, in Room 412, State Capiol, Prerre, South Dakota

The heanng was heid as scheduled Al the heanng, the Commission granied Midstate
Telephone Lompany a one year warver of the requirement to provide toll control service within its
service area Al iis December 11, 1987, meeting. the Commssion granied ETC designation 1o
Midstate Telephone Company and designated its study area as 115 service area

Based on the evwdence of record, the Commussion enlers the following Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
I

On June 17, 1997, the Commission received a request for designation as an ETC from
Midstate Telephone Company Midstate Telephone Company requesled designation as an ETC
within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area. Midstale Telephone Company
serves the following exchanges  Academy (726). Delmont (779), Fort Thompson (245). Gann Valley
(293), Kimball (778), New Holland (243), Pukwana (894), Stickney (732), and White Lake (249)
Exhibit 1

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(2), the Commission 18 réquireéd to designale a common
carmer that meets the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designaled
by the Commussion

Pursuant to 47 US C_ § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
lo recewve universal senvice support and shall, throughout its 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 facihlies and resale of another camer's services. The camer must also
advertise the avalability of such services and the rales for the services using media of general
distinbution




v

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or
functionalites as those supported by federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade
access !0 the public swiiched network; (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal; (4) single party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access 1o emergency
services, (6) access o operator services, (7) access 10 interexchange service, (B) access to
directory assistance, and (9) toll imitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R §
54 101(a)

v

As part of its ochgations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers 47 CF R §54 405,47 CF R §54.411

Vi

Midstate Telephone Company offers voice grade access 1o the p dlic switched network to
all consumers throughout its service area. Exhibil 1

Vil

Midstate Telephone Company offers local exchange service including an amount of local
usage free of per minute charges to all consumers throughout ils service area. |g

Vil

Midstate Telephone Company offers dual tone multi-frequency signaling to all consumers
throughout its service area. |d

X

Midstate Telephone Company offers single party service to all consumers throughout its
service area Exhibit 2

A

Midstale Telephone Company offers access lo emergency services to all consumers
throughout its service area. Exhubil 1

Xl

Midstate Telephone Company offers access to operator services to all consumers throughout
its service area |d

Xl

Midstate Telephone Company offers access to interexchange services to all consumers
throughout its service area. id

X

Midstate Telephone Company offers access lo directory assistance fo all consumers
throughout its service area. |
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One of the services required 1o be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-incoma consumers
is toll limitation. 47 CF.R § 54.101(a)(8). Toll hemtation consists of both toil blocking and toll
control. 47 CF.R. § 54 400(d). Toll control is a service that allows consumers to specify a cerlain
amount of toll usage that may be incurred per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R. § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking is @ service that lets consumers elect not 1o allow the completion of oulgoing toll calls 47
C.F.R § 54 400(b)

XV

Midstate Telephone Company offers toll biecking to all consumers throughout its service
area. Exhibit 1

xwvi

Midstate Telephone Company does not currently offer toll control. |d In order for Midslate
Telephone Company lo provide toll control, additional usage tracking and slorage capabilities wll
have to be installed in its local swilching equipment. Midstate Telephone Company is attempting
to determine whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might become
available |

xviil

Midstate Telephone Company stated that it is faced with exceptional circumstances
conceming its abdity 1o make toll control service available and requesied a one year waiver from the
requiremnent to provide such service |d. Prior to the end of the one year penod, Midslate Telephone
Company will report back to the Commission with specific information indicating when the network
upgrades can be made in order to provide toll control. |d

XViii

With respect to the obligation to advertise the availability of services supported by the federal
universal service suppor mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distribution, Midstate Telephone Company stated that it advertises the availability of its local
exchange services in media of general distnbution throughout its service area. However, Midstate
Telephone Company has not generally advertised the prices for these services. |d. Midstate
Telephone Company stated s intention to comply with any advertising standards developed by the
Commission. Ig

XIX

Midstate Telephone Company does not currently offer Lifeline and Link Up service discounts
in s exchanges. Exhibt 2. Midstate Telephone Company will offer the Lifeline and Link Up service
discounts in all of its service area beginning January 1, 1998, in accordance with 47 CF.R. §§
54 400 to 54 417, inclusive, and any Commission imposed requirements. Exhibit 2

XX

The Commussion finds that Midstate Telephone Company currently provides and wiil continue
to provide the following services or functionalities throughout its service area: (1) voice grade
access 1o the public switched network; (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling, (4)
single-party service; (5) access to emergency services, (6) access lo operator services, (7) access



to inferexchange service; (8) access to directory assistance, and (8) toll blocking for qualifying low-
income consumers

XXl

The Commission finds that pursuant to 47 C F R § 54.101(c) it will grant Midstate Telephone
Company a waiver of the requirement 1o offer toll control services until December 31, 1998. The
Commission finds that exceptional circumsiances prevent Midstate Telephone Company from
providing toll control at this time due to the difficulty in obtaining the necessary software upgrades
to provide the service

XX

The Commission finds thet Midstale Telephons Company infends to provide Lifeline and Link
Up programs to qualifying customers throughout its service area consistent with state and federal
rules and orders

X

The Commission finds that Midstate Telephone Company shall advertise the availabiity of
the sarvices supported by the federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor
throughout its service area using media of general distnbution once each year. The Commission
further finds that if the rate for any of the services supported by the federal universal service support
mechanism changes, the new rate must be advertised using media of generai disinbution

XAV

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(5), the Commission designates Midstale Telephone
Company's current study area as ils service area.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
I

The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26, 43-31,
and 47T USC §214

1]

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

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




A A
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v

The FCC has designated the following services or functionalites as those supported by
federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade access 1o the public switched
network, (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal. (4) singie
party service of its functional equivalent; (5) access to emergency Services, (6) access 1o operaior
sarvices. (7) access lo inlerexchange service, (B) access io direclory assistance, and (9) toll
limiation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R. § 54.101(a)

v

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

Vi

Midstale Telephone Company has met the requirements of 47 CF R § 54 101(a) with the
exception of the ability to offer toll control. Pursuant 1o 47 CF R § 54 101(c) the Commission
concludes that "Aidstate Telephone Company has demonsirated exceplional circumstances that
justify granting it a warver of the requirement to offer toll control until December 31 1998

Vil

Midstate Telephone Company shall prowide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying
customers throughout its service area consistent with state and federal rules and orders

Vil

Midstate Telephaone Company shall advertise the avalabdity of the services suprorned by the
federal universal service suppon mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general
distribution once each year If the rate for any of ihe services supported by the federal universal
service support mechamsm changes, the new rate shall be advertised using media of general
distnbution

X

Pursuant to 47 USC § 214(e)(5), the Commission desigr.ztes Midstate Telephone
Company's current study area as i1s service area

X

The Commission designates Mdstate Telephone Company as an ehgibie
telecommunications camer for 1S Senice area

It is therefore

ORDERED. that Midstate Telephone Company's curren! study area 18 designated as its
service area, and it 1S

FURTHER ORDERED., that Midstate Telephone Company shail be granted a waiver of the
requirement 1o offer toll control services until December 31, 1998, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that Midstate Telephone Company shall follow the advertising
requirements as listed above, and it is




FURTHER ORDERED, that Midstate Telephone Company is designated as an eligible
telecommunications carmer for its sarvice area

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ 7/ Z day of December,
1997 Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or
failure 1o accept delivery of the decision by the parties

Dated at Pierre, Couth Dakota, this /7 Z. day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
- 7

The underugned herely certfes that the Y
docurrent has been served fodey upon of partes of J A / ,“'-:J
fecord in s Cocket 2 inled on the docket servce | )ﬂ,’-’._‘.,r.'!/ | o Aty

hst by faceimie or by firs! class mad 0 propery ;
_ s JAWES A. BURG, Chairman

o AUl F A s

i /.-*'ﬁﬂ,,\_) LJM

PAM NELSDN, Commiissioner

M___ _,.-"rf -I.‘Tr,j'l:?'-i A ;

(OFFICIAL SEAL)
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MIDSTATE
TELEPHONE |
1ST & PINE « P O BOX 48« KIMBALL . SD 57355 U048 « PHONE (805) 778-521

/(: COMPANY ——————— 0

December 22, 1997

RECEIVED
1EC 22 1897

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC

Universal Service Admin Compan
22l UTILITIES '-T-"JMM!SSIDN

100 South Jefferson Road
Whippany NJ 7981

Dear Siradam

Pursuant to the FCC's Lifeline and Link Up rules, specifically, 47 CFR Section
54 401(d). we have enclosed the Lifeline and Link Up implementaticn plans for
both Midsiate Telephone Company and Heartland Communications Inc. We
have also enclosed the following: 1). The SD Public Utilities Order issued in
Docket TC97-150 (Final Order and Decision: Notice of Entry of Decision)

2). The letter sent by the SDPUC to the Universal Service Administrative
Company which lists the companies designated as Eligible Telecommunications
Carriers (ETC's). This list includes Midstate Telephone Company and Haartland
Communications

If you have any questions, please call our office at (605)778-6221. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Reinesch
Office Manager

PRIt

cc. Sheryl Todd-FCC Universal Service Branch
Bill Bullard-SD Public Ulilities Commission./
Office of the Secretary-CC Dockst #96.45

Enclosures




RECEIVED

DEC ~ 2 1997
LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN  SOUTH DAKOTA pusLic
OF MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANYTILITIES commission

Mudstate Tekephone Company submits this plan pursuamt o 47 CFR § 54 .4001d)
Midstate Telephone Company has been designated as an ehigibie iekecommunications carner by
the South Dakota Public Utilstes Commussion (“SDPUCT) and, as such, must make Lifeline and
Link Up service avinlable 1o qualitymg low-income consumers as set forith n the Commussion’s
Final Order and Deciswon: Notce of Entry of Decision dated November 18, 1997, ssued in
Docket TCYT-150 (In the Matter of the Investigation ito the Litcline and Link Up Programs).
which s attached as Exhibat A, and consistent with the critena established under 47 CFR §%
S4.400 10 34417, inclesive

A. General

| The Luchine and Link Up programs assist quabificd low ocome consumers by
providmg for reduced monthly charges and reduced  connecion charges for local
whephone service.  The assistance applies o a singhe telephone ine at a yualified
consumer s principal place ol resudence

A yualified Jow-mcome consumer is a telephone subscriber who participates i at keast
one of the tollowing public assistance programs

Medicaid
Foand Hl.m1|--
¢ Supplemental Securny Income (SS1H
d. Federal Public Housing Assistance
¢. Low-Income Home Encrgy Assistance Program (LHEAP

1 A qualied low-meome consumer s chgible 1o receve ether or both Lifehine amd Link
Up assistance

1. Mudstate Telephone Company  wall advertise the avaskabdiny of Lifelne and Link Up
services and the charges therefore using med of geacral distributon and 1in accord with
any rukes that may be developed by the SDPUC for applcaton 1o chigible
telecommunicalions Camers

5 In addwwon, Midstate Telephone Company, as reguired by the Final Order and
Decision: Notwe ol Entry of Decision of the SDPUC (Exhubit A), will indicate in a's
annual report 1o the SDPUC the pumber of subscribers swathin i's service area receiving
Liehne andior Link Up assistance.  In addion, this information will be provided 1o the
Universal Service Admunistratve Company (“"USAC™)

i Information as o the number of consumers qualidymyg for Lifelne andVor Link Up
assistance canmdl currently be provaded by Mudstate Telephone Company because it has
i access 1o the povernment information necessary (o determine how many of s




ickephone subscnbers are parbicipating in the above referenced publc assistance programs
Without this information, Mudstate Telephone Company cannot provide, at this ime, even
a reasonable estimate of the number of its subscribers who, after January 1. 1995, will be
receving Lifeling and/or Link Up service Information as to the number of its lvw-ncome
subscribers qualifving for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be provided after appheations for
Lilehne and Link Up assistance have been received by Midstate Telephone Company

7 In accord with the SDPUC's Final Onder and Decimion: Notwe of Entry ol Decision,
Midstate Telephone Company  will make application forms availble to all of s existing
residential customers. 1o all new customers when they apply for ressdential local tekephone

service, and to other persons or enuies upon therr reguest

H. Lifeline

1. Lifchine service means a retal local service oflfering for which quahified low-mcome

CONSUMETS Pay reduced char £es

usage, dual tone mult-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent, single-pany service
or s functional equivalént, aCcess 10 CMETECNCY SCTVICCS, BOCTSS L0 OPCralorn SCrvices,
access (o interexchange service, access o directory assistance, and toll hmiation

.. Lilchne serviee “Klu-\h'\ VUICC _\L'T.IEII..' HOCCAS LD |tk' I\Uhlh \““L'h't’ |K.7r“-1"|'i 1!‘1;'-].1

3. Qualificd low-mcome subscnbers are required 1o submit an applicanon form i order to
receive Lifeline service.  In applying for Lifeline assistance, the subscriher must certly
under penalty of perjury that they are currently partucipating i at kast one ol the
qualifying public assistance programs listed in Secoon A2, above  In addwwon, the
subscriber must agree 1o nouly Mudstate Telephone Company when they cease
partscipating in the qualifying public assistance program(s:

4 The total monthly Lifehne credit avalable o quahfied consumers 15 $5.25. Mudstate
Telkephone Company shall provide the credit to qualifiecd consumers by applying the
federal haseline support amount of $3 50 10 waive the consumer’s federal End-User
Common Line charge and applyving the addional authorized Federal suppon amount ol
$1.75 as a credit o the consumer’s mtrastate local service rate. The federal baseline
support amount and addibonal support avadlable, totalng 35 25, shall reduce Mudstate
Felephone Company's  lowest 1anifed (or otherwise generally avmlable) resdential rate
or the services Iisted above in Section B 2. Per the attached SDPUC Final Order and
Decision: Notice of Entry of Decmon, the SDPUC has authonzed intrastate rate
reductions for chigible telecommunications carmiers making the addinonal federal support
amount of $1.75 available. The SDPUC dxld not establish a state Lafehne program (o fund
any further rate reductions. (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact VI und VI and Conclusions ol
Law 1 and W1




5. Mudstate Tekephone Company will not disconnect subscribers from thewr Lifehne
service for pon-payment of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursvant 1o 47 CFR §
S3.3001(by 1), has graned the company a waver from the non-disconnect requirement

6. Except to the extent that Medsiate Telephone Company  has obtamed a wiaver from
the SDPUC pursuant (o 47 CFR & 54 1011cy, the company shall offer toll hmitation 1o all
guahfving low-income consumers when they subsernibe o Lifehne scrvice. 1 the
subscriber clects to recenve toll Imitanon, that service shall become pan of  that
subscnber’s Lilelhine service

7. Mustate Telephone Company will not collegt a servece deposi i onder to sitate
Lifehne service i the gualifving low-income consumer voluntanly elects toll blocking on
their welephone line.  However, one month’s Jocal service charges may be required as an
audvance pavment

. Link Up

| Link Up means
() A redecton in the customary charge for commencing telecommuiicatnns
service Tor a smgle eleccommunications connection at a consumer s prncipal place
of ressdence. The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge or
SMUN), whichever s bess: amd

(h) A deferred schedule for payment ol the charges assessed lor commencing
service, for which the consumer does not pay micrest.  The mterest charges not
assessad 10 the consumer shall be for connection charges of up ta $200 00 that are
defermed 1o a e Wl ol 1o excecd one year

2 Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are customarily
assessed for connecung subscrihers to the nctwork.  These charges do not include any
permasstble secunity deposit requirements

3 The Lk Up program shall allow a consumer 1o réceive the benefit of the Link Up
program for a sccomd or subsequent ume only lor a principal place ol resadence with an
address different from the residence address at which the L mk Up assistance was provided
previously

Miudstate Telephone Company
PO Box 48

Kimball, SI» ST355-(0k4K
Felephone 605-TTR-6221

By

e les

Name Position
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EXHIRIT A" RECE-“VF{‘

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION g,
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA  soy;,, |, .

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORDEW RKD

INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISION; NOTICE OF

PROGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
) TC97-150

Al its August 18, 1957, regularly scheduled meeting, the Public Uthhes Commission
(Commission) voled o open a docket concerning the Federal Communications
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and
Link Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided that it would provide for
additional federal support in the amount of $1 75, above the current $3.50 level. However,
in order for a state’s Lifeline consumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support,
the state commuission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastale rate paid
by the end user 47 CF R § 54 403(a). Additional federal support may also be received
in an amount equal to one-half of any support generated from the intraslate jurisdiction,
up to a maamum of $7.00 in federal support. 47 C F R § 54 .403(a). A state commission
must fil» or require the carrier to file information with the administrator of the federal
universal service fund demonstrating that the carner’s Lifeline plan meets the critenia set
forthin 47 CF.R. § 54 401

By order dated August 28, 1957 the Commission allowed inleresied persons and
entities to submit written comments concermng how the Commission should implement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs_ In their wrnitten comments, interested
persons and entites commented on the f:}‘lcwrnq questions

1. Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions to allow
consumers ehigible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support?

2 \Whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline Program to fund further
reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user?

3. Whether the Commission should modify the ewxisting Lifeline or Link Up
Programs?

4 Shall the Commission file or require the carmmer to file information with the
admirustralor of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the carmer’s Lifeline
plan meets the cntena set fothin 47 CF R § 54 401(d)?

By order dated Oclober 16, 1997, the Commission set public heanngs to receive
public comment on the questions listed above The hearings were held at the following
times and places

RAPID CITY Monday, October 27, 1997, 1 00 p.m , Canyon Lake Senior Citizens
Center, 2900 Canyon Lake Drive, Rapid City, SD

<8L|
$10 c




PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 130 p m, State Capitol Building, Room
412, 500 Last Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

SIOUX FALLS Wednesday, Oclober 29, 1997, 900 am, Center for Active
Generations, 2300 West 46th, Sioux Falls, SD

At its November 7, 19597, meeting, the Commission ruled as follows: On the first
issue, the Commission authorized intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers
to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. With respect to the second issue, the
Commission decided to not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this
time. On the third issue, the Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that
requires U S WEST and carners that have purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a
33 50 reduction of local rales to low income customers age 60 and over. The Commission
further ruled that the South Dakola Link Up program follow the FC 7 rules. In addition, the
Commussion ordered that staff, in consultation with the carriers, :evelop a standard form
for self-certification; that these forms be sent to ali of their customers prior ta January 1,
18498, and thereafter, to all new customers; and that the carriers make the forms available
to any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
carner ba required to file with the FCC the information demonstrating that the carrier's plan
meets the applicable FCC critena and thal the camer send an informational copy to the
Commission. Further, that the carriers include in their annual report to the Commission
the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up suppornt.

Based on the written comments and evidence and testimony received al the
hearings, the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
I

The current state Lifeline program is referred to as the Telephone Assistance Plan
(TAP) The current stale Link Up program is referred to as the Link Up America program
The Commission implemented these programs in the U S WEST exchanges pursuant to
its Decision and Order dated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F-3703, |n the Matler
of the Investigation into Implementation of a Telephone Assistance Plan for South Dakota
Customers Exhibit 1 at page 1. Subsequent buyers of U § WEST exchanges were
required to also offer the TAP and Link Up America programs. |d. at pages 1-2

T'he amount of TAP assistance is 57 00, $3.50 of which is federally funded, with the
remaining $3 50 funded by the local telecommunications carner. Id. at page 3. Although
U S WEST was onginally allowed to charge a surcharge to fund the program, U S WEST
subsequently gave up that right in Docket F-3647-8_ |In the Matter of the Public Utilities
Commission Investigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakola
Utilities Exhibit 5. In order o receive the TAP assistance, a member of the household




must be 60 years of age or older and participate in either the food stamp or the low-income
energy assistance program. Exhibit 1 at page 2

The Link Up Amenca program provides assistance in an amount equal to one-half
of the qualifying subscriber's telephone service connection charges up 10 a maxamum of
$30.00. Id at page 3. In order to receive Link Up assistance, a customer must be
receiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presently have
local telephone service and must not have been provided telephcne service at his or her
residence within the previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal
income lax purposes (dependency criteria does not apply o those 60 years of age or
older) |d. The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. Id

v

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, In the Matter of Federal-Stale Joint Board on Universal Service, adopted May 7, 1997
Beginning January 1, 1988, the FCC found that the federal baseline Lifeline support will
be 53.50 per qualifying low-income consumer with an additional $1 75 in federal support
if the state commission approves a corresponding reduction in intrastate local rates 47
C F R §54403(a). Additional federal Lifeline support in an amount equal to one-half the
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7 00) 1s also available. |d

v

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up wili continue to be a
reduction in the telecommuniCations camer's senvice connection charges equal to one half
of the carner’s customer connection charge or $30 00, whichever is less 47 CFR §
54 413(b)

Vi

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer i1s eligible for support if the consumer participate: in one of the foliowing
programs. Medicaid, food stamps, Supplemental Secunty income, federal public housing
assistance, or the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program 47 CF R §§ 54 409(b)
and 54 415(b) In addition, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penaity of perury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the

programs listed above and agrees to nolify the carmier if the customer ceases o participate
in such program or programs. |d

Vil

The first issue 15 whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions
to allow consumers eligible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1.75 in federal




support. The Commission finds that it shall authorize intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers lo receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. Thus, the total amount of
federal support is $5.25 per eligible customer

Vil

The second issue is whether the Commission shouid set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user. The Commission
finds it will not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this time

1X

The third issue is whether to modify or eliminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect to the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall elminate the existing TAP program that requires U S WEST ind 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
thal the FCC eligibility requirements and self-certification requirements will apply to the
South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission orders that the
Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for seif-
certification. The camiers shall send these forms to each customer prior lo January 1,
1998. The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers. Finally, the
carners shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request

X

The fourth issue is whether the Commission should file, or in the altermative, require
the carmer to file information with the fund administrator. See 47 C F.R. § 54 401(d). The
Commission finds the camers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that
the carmer's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier send an informational
copy to the Commission. The carriers shall also be required to include in therr annual
report 1o the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up
support

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
I
The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapter 49-31.

specifically 49-31-1.1, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49.31-11, 49-31-12 1, 46-31-12.2 and
124, and 47 C F R §§ 54 400 to 54 417




Pursuant to 47 CF R. § 54 403(a), the Commission authorizes intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommurucations companies providing local exchange service
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additional $1 75 in federal support

i

The Commission declines to institute a state Lileline program to fund further
reductions at this ime. The existing South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S C. §§ 54 400 to 54.417, inclusive, on
January 1, 1998. The Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, shall develop a
standard form for self-certification.  The carners shall send these forms to each customer
prior to January 1, 1998, The carniers shall also send a form lo each of their new
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity
upan request

v

Pursuant to 47 CF.R § 54 401(d), the Commission finds the carmers shall be
required 1o file that information demonstraling that the carrier's plan meets the applicable
FCC rules and that the camer send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers
shall also be required to include in their annual report to the Commission the number of
subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support

It 15 therefore

ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers o recerve the additional $1.75 in federal support, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission will not set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions at this ime; and it i1s

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission shall eliminate the existing TAP
program;, that the South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules; that
the Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self-
certification; that the carners shall send these forms to all of their cuslomers prior to
lanuary 1, 1598, that the carners shall also send a form to each of their new customers,
and that the carners make the forms available to any person or enlity upon request, and
itis




FURTHER ORDERED, that the carrier shall file with the FCC the information
demonstrating that the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier
send an informational copy 1o the Commission The carners shall also include in their

annual report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link
Up suppor

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this gj,f {}-‘:‘day of November, 1997
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