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South Dakota
Public Unlities Commuission
Stare Capuol 500 E. Capirol
I"ierre,
Phone: (800) 312-1782

Fax:

DOCKET
NUMBER

SD 57501.5070 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

605) 773-3809

TITLE/STAFFISYNOPSIS

TELECOMMUNICATICNS SERVICE FILINGS

Thess are the lelecommunications service filings thal the Co wninsion has teceived Tor the period of

I'you need & complete copy of a filing laxed, overnight sxpressed, of mailed 1o you, please contact Deliine Kolbo within frve days of this Riing

DATE
FILED

A
INTERVENTION
DEADLINE

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

TC87-078

Appication by Journey Telecom Internatonal, Inc for a Certficate of Authorty to operale as a lelecommuncations company
within the state of South Dakota. (Stalt TS/TZ)

TCaT-081

Application by Calls for Less. Inc. db'a CIL for a Certificate of Authority to operate as a telecommunications company within
the state of South Dakota (Stalf TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authonty to onginate and terminate “intrastate, intralLATA and
interLATA calls of business and ressdential customaers_ 1o operate as a Travel and Debd (Prepad Cabing) Card reseller, and
lo provide COCOT/COPT serice ”

TCa7-103

Ap~cabon by Crystal Communications, Inc for a Certficate of Authority 1o operate as a lelecommunications company within
the stu'e of South Dakota (Staff TS/TZ) Apphcant seeks authorty to prowde local telecommunications services and
interexcha.ge telecommuricatons semices. The Apolicant will not offer any local telecommunicabons services within a Rural
Telephone Coicpany service area without seeking separate Commission authonty

TCH7-104

Appicaton by Qunicico, Inc. for a Certificate of Authorty to operate as a telecommunications company within the state of Seuth
Dakota (Staff. TSTZ) Applicant “intencs to subscribe to and resell all forms of inter-exchange and intra-exchange
telecommunicalions seraces in the state of South Dakota, including local dial lone senvices, Message Telephone Service, Wide
Area Telephone Senice, WATS-lke sensoes, foreign exchange service, privale ines. te lines. access senace, cellular service
local swiched service and other senices and facilibes of communications common carners and othe enbties =

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

Intrastate Telephone Company. Inc. pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54,201 hereby seeks desigration as an eligible
telecommunications carmier within the local exchange areas that consttute its senice area in South Dakola Intrastale
Telephone Company ts the facities-based local exchange carriar presently prowding local exchange telecommunications
senaces in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Bradiey (784), Castiewood (793), Clark (532), Florence (758), Hayt (783)
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (947), Webster (345), Willow Lake (625) and Bryant (828) Intrastate Telephone Company, to
s knowledge, i the only carmier loday provading local exchange telecommunicabons services in the above identfied exchange
areas (Stalf HBXC)
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TC97-078

Interstate Teolecommunicabons Cooperative, Inc. pursuantto 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hetelry seeks desgnabon
as an elgible telecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas that consttule its servce area in South Dakota
Interstate Telecommunications Cooparative is the facilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange
telecommunications serices in the followang exchanges in South Dakota Goodwin (795). Clear Lake (874) Gary (272
Esleline (871), Brandt (876), Astoria (832), Toronto (794). West Hendricks (478), Elkton (542), White (628), Brogkungs Rural
(693), Sinal (826), Nunda/Rutland (S88), Wentworth (483) and Chestor (489) interstate Telecommunicabons Cooperative
to s knowledge, is the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications seraces in the above dentfied
exchange areas. (Stalf. HB/KC)

070787

TCe7-080

Wesl River Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U SC 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herebhy seeks desgnation as
an ehgbie telecommunicabons carner within the lccal exchange areas thal constitute is senace area in South Dakota
River Telephone s the facies-based local exchange carnes presently provwding iocal exchange telecommuncabons sensces
n the foliowang exchanges. Bson (244), Buftalo (375), Camp Crook (605-T87) and (406-872), Meadow (T88) and Sorum (B&E
West Rver Telephone, to s knowledge. s the only carmer today prowding local exchange telecommumicabons serices in the
above dentified exchange areas (Stalf HBKC)

Wes!

-]

TCe7-081

Statebne Telecommumecatons, Inc pursuant to 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an ehgible
Islecommunicabons carrier within the local exchange areas thal constiule its sernce area in South Dakota  Statehne is the
facilites-based local exchange carmer presently prowding focal exchange lelecommumcabons sernces in the following
exchanges Newell (456), Neland (257) and Lemmaon (605-374) and (701.376) Stateline, o its knowledge, s the only cartier
loday prowding local exchange lelecommunications serdces in the above identified exchange areas (Staff HBXC)

(=4

TC97-081

Accent Communicabons, Inc pursuant 1o 47 US C. 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks desgnabon as an ebgible
lelecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas that constitute As sennce area Accent i the facites-based
exchange carmes presently prowsding local exchange telecommunications seraces m the following exchanges Brtol (4532)
Doland (635). Fredenck (129). Hecla (554) North Hecla (701-892) and Mellette (887) Accent, to ds knowledge, is the only
camer today providing local exchange lelecommumncabons senices in the above dentfied exchange areas (Stat HB/CH

aTmY r
oroTe

TCE7-084

James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuantto 4T U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon
as an ehgble lelecommurcabons carmer withen the local exchange ateas Ihal consttute s senate ares n South Dakota
James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company s the facilites-based exchange cainer presently prowding local eschange
telecommuricabons senaces in the following orchanges in South Dakota Andover (208 Claremont (284) Co o (106
Conde (382}, Ferney (395), Groton (397). Houghton (885) and Turton (887) James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company
lo ity knowledge, s the only carmer loday plovaiing local exchange telecommunicabons sefaces i the at
exchange areas (Statl HB/CH

e entbed

—of‘-r,-,-

ATUSC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
e artiang

Heartiand Communications Inc pursuant
lelecommunications carner withun the local exchange ateas thal consbiule s serwce area in South Dakota
Commurecabons & the lacalles based local e hq.'-._;q_- caimer presently prowding local eachange leleComemunic atons Seraces
in the lollowang exchanges in South Dakota Platte Geddes
carmes today (woveding lccal exchange telecommuniCabons Se nncs

Heartland Communecations o ds kr

s in the above dentfied erchange areas

337 ywledge = the or

Staft HAECH
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TC97-086

Mudstate Telephone Company. Inc_ pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
lelecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that constitute its senvice area in South Dakota  Midstate Telephone
Company & the facibes-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunications senvices in the
lollowing exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (726), Deimont (778), Ft. Thompson (245), Gann Valley (293), Kimball (778),
New Holland (243), Pukwana (884), Stickney (732) and White Lake (249) Midstate Telophone Company, to its knowledge.
5 the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above klentified exchange areas (Staff
HB/CH)

061797

oroTer

TCG7-087

Baltic Telecom Cooperative pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seoks designabon as an elgible
telecomimurscations camer within the local exchange areas thal constitute its service area  Baltic Telecom Cooperatve s the
facilities-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges. Baltic (529) and Crooks (543) Baltic Telecom Cooperative, to s knowledge. is the only carmer today prowding
local exchange telecommunicabons services in the above denlified exchange areas (Staft HB/KC)

ororer?

TCS7.088

East Plains Telecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion as an eligible
telecommunications cames within the local exchange areas thal consttute its senace area, Fast Plains Telecom, Inc is the
facilitles-based local exchange camar presently providing local exchange telecommunicabions senaces in the toliowing
exchanges: Alcester (834), Hudson (884), and East Hudson (712-882), Eas! Plains Telecom, Inc., lo ils knowledge, is the only
carner today providing local exchange telecommunicabions senices in the above identified exchange areas. (Staff HB/KC)

0617/87

Q70787

TCe7-088

Weslem Telephone Company pursuant to 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that consitute &s senace area in South Dakota. Western Telephone
& the facities-based local exchange carrier presently provding local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges. Cresbard (324), Faulkton (588) and Orient (382). Western Telephone, to its knowledge, is the only carrier today
providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identfied exchange areas (Staft: HB/XC)

0B TET

o7o7e7

TC97-080

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant lo 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as
an eligible tolecommunications carriet within the local exchange areas that constitule #s senice area in South Dakota
Stockholm s the faclites-based local exchange carrier presently prowiding local exchange telecommunications semices in the
tallowing exchanges in South Dakota, Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Rewillo (623) and South Shore (756} Stockhoim. toits
knowiedge, 1s the only carrier loday providing local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above identified exchange
areas (Staff. HBMXC)

061787

TCa7-082

Kennebec Telephone Cc. pursuant 1o 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 héreby seeks designabion as an eligible
lelecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal constiule #s service area in South Dakota Kennebec
Telephone Co. s the faciites-based local exchange carmer presently providing local ex-hange telecommunications senvices
in the lollowaing exchanges. Kennebec (863) and Presho (895). Kennebec Telephone Co.. lo its knowledge, is the only carrier
loday prowding local exchange telecommunications sarvices in the above identified exchange areas (Statf HB/CH)

081897

orare?

TCS7-093

Jetferson Telephone Co, Inc pursuant to 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas that constitute s senace area in South Dakota  Jefferson
Telaphone Co, Inc. is the facilties-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications
senaces in the foliowing exchange. Jefferson (966). Jefferson Telephone Co . Inc., to its knowledge. i the only camer today
provading local sxchange telecommunicabons services in the above idenlified exchange areas (Statf HB/CH)

oeaer

oraormer
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TCOT-064

Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc pursuantto 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an
elgble telecommuncations carner within the local exchange areas that consttule its serwce area Sully Buftes Telephone &
the facilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons semnces in the following
exchanges West Onda (264). Hichcock (268). Seneca (435), Tolstoy (442). Onaka (447), Wessinglon (458), Langlord (483)
Rosholt (537), Tulare (S96), Hghmaore (852), Harrold (B75). Ree Heghts (943), Hoven (048] Blunt (982) and Eas! Onida (973)
Sully Buttes Telephone, lo it knowledge, s the only carmer today prownding local exchange telecommunicabions senaces in the
above dentfied exchange areas (Stalf: HB/CH)

TCa7-095

Venture Communicabions, Inc. pursuant 1o 47 US C 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an ehgble
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas thal consttule ts sernce area  Venture Communicabons is the
facilities-based local exchange camer presently provding local exchange telecommunicabons servces in the followng
exchanges. Onida (258). Bowdle (285), Roscoe (287), Pierpont (325). Brtlon (448) Brtton, ND (701-443), Roslyn (486)
Wesuington Spnngs (539), Selby (648). Geftysburg (765) and Lebanon (768) Venture Communicabons, to #s knowledge
e anly carmer today provicng local exchange lelecommurecabons sennces in the above whentfied s !mngn areas (Staf

HECH)

SANCOM Inc pursuantto 47 U SC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an ehgible lelecommunicabons
carmer wthin the local exchange areas tha! constiute s senace area in South Dakota SANCOM i the faciibes-based local
exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the following eschanges i South Dakola
Wolsey (B83), Parksion (528) and Tripp (935) SANCOM, to s knowledge s the only cammer today providing local exchange
lelecommunications senaces in the above dentfied exchange ateas (Staft HR/CH

06/19/97

TC97-087

Sanborn Telephone Cooperatve pursuant 1o 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible
lelecornmunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal consbiute its serwce area in South Dakota Sanborn
Telephone & the lacites-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Ethan (227), M Vernon (238), Letcher (248) Forestburg (49%5). Artesian (527
Woonsocket (T96) and Alpena (849) Sanborn Telephone 10 its knowledge, s the only camer today prowding local exchange
telecommunicalions senaces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staff HB/CH)

Berestord Munapal Telephone Co pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks desgnation as an elgrble
telecommuricabons carner within the local exchange areas thal consttule As servce arega in South Dakota Beresford Te
i the facdtes-based local eachange camer presently prowding local exchange lelecommumncations senices in the falluwing
eichange Berestord (783) Beresford Tel, to #s knowledge, = the only carmer today piowding local exchange
telecommunicabons senaces in the above dentihed Ma‘hang@ aroms (Statt HB®C)

Roberts County Telephone Cooperatve Assocaton pursuant o 47 U S C 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hetely seeks desgnabor
4% an ehgile lelecommuneCatons carnes withen the local exc hange aleas thal constiule 23 senace area Roberta County
Telephone Cooperalive Association s the facites-based local exchange carrer presentty provding local exchange
telgcommunicabons seraces in the followang exchanges North New Effinglon, ND (701.634) New Effinglon (627) and Clane
City (652) Roberts County Telephone Cooperathve Associabon, to s knowledge, s the only carner today provding A

exchange telecommunicabions senaces in the above wlenbfied erchange areas iStat HBR¥C)
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RC Communicabons, Inc. pursuanl to 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunicabions camed within the local exchange areas that constitute s senvice area. RC Communications is the facilities-
based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications seraces in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (701-834), Wilmot (938), Peever (832), Veblen (738) and Symmat (388) RC Communications, to fis
knowledge, is the only carmer today provading local exchange telecommunications serices in the above identified exchange
aieas. (Stafl. HBKC)

06/19/8T7

Q70797

TCaT-101

Splitrock Properties, Inc, pursuant to 47 USC, 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ebgible
telecommunications carmes within the lccal exchange areas thal consttule its senice area in South Dakota. Spitrock
Propertes, Inc. is the faciltes-based local exchange carmier presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications servces
n the following exchanges in South Dakota: Howard/Carthage (772) and Oldham/Ramona (482). Spitrock Propertes, inc
to its knowledge, is the only carer today providi=~ Incal exchange lelecommunications senvices in the above identfied
exchange areas (Stalf: HEMXC)

081997

07077

TCo7-102

Splarock Telecom Cooperatve, inc. pursuant to 47 US.C._ 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicabons carnar within the local exchange areas that constitute #s service area. Splitrock Telecom Cooperative
Inc s the faciities-based local exchange carer presenty providing local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the
following exchanges Brandon (S82) and Garretson (605-594) and (507-587). Splitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc , fo its
knowledge, s the only carmer loday providing local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above dentfied exchange
areas (Staff HBKC)

06/19/87

ororm?

TCa7-105

Tr-County Telecom, Inc pursuant lo 47 USC. 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as an elgible
telecommunicaticns carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttute #s senice area in South Dakota Tn-County
Telecom, Inc. is the facibes-based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons sennces
in the following exchanges in South Dakota. Clayton (825) and Emery (44)). Tr-County Telecom, Inc.. lo s knowledge, =
the only carrier today providing local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the above identified exchange areas. (Staff
HB/CH)

06/1997

o7o7m7

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TCoT.079

U S WEST Commurscabons, Inc filed for approval by the Commission the Type 1 Paging Agreement betwean KJAM Mobsle
Paging and LI S WEST “Thas Agreement was reached through voluntary negobiauons without resort 1o mediation or artstration
and is submsied for approval pursuant to Section 252(e) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act of 1956 K.1AM Mobide Paging and U 5§ WEST turther reques! that the Commession approve thes
Agreement without a heanng and without allowing the interventon of other parbes Because this Agreement was reached
through voluntary negotabons, # does nol raise issues requinng a heanng and does nul concern olher parties not a part of the
negotiatons Expeditious approval would furthet the public interest ™

06N68T

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCo7-082

U S WEST Communications fled tanf! sheets thal remove relerences to exchanges that have been sold by U S WEST The
sale was effective June 1, 1997 In addition, this filing includes some lext changes and clean-up tems. U S WEST has

requested an sflectve date of June 1 1887, for this filng (Stafl_DJCH)
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

MA l East Plains Telecom Inc on June 13 1697
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October 1, 1997

Mr. Richard D. Coit
Executive Director
SDITC

P. O. Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE Eligible Telecommunications Carrier application, TC97-087
Ballic Telecom Cooperalive

Dear Mr Coit

The above-referenced appiicalion has been reviewed by the staff of the Public Utilities
Commission. The following additional information is needed in order for the Commission 1o
consider this application

1. Pursuant to 47 CF R. 54.101(a)(4), single-party service or its functional equivalent must
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier {(ETC) to receive universal
service support mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this service?

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

3. Please provide a venfication by an authonzed officer, under oath, to the Commission in
which the apphicant represents 1o the Commission thal the facts stated in the Reques! for ETC
Designation and the response (o data request nos. 1 and 2, above, are truthful

Please respond by October 14, 1997. Upon receipt of this information, it will be evaluated by
staff and the matler will be scheduled for consideratior by the Commission Thank you for
your atlention to this matter

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

Sincerely,

14

Karen Cramer
Staff Attorney

cc. Harlan Best




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

TC87-070

TCO7-0T1

TC97-073

TC97-074

TC97-075

TC97-078

TC97-080

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, 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

TC97-086

TC97-087

TC97-088

TC97-089

TC97-030

TC97-092

TC97-093

TC97-094

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

TCO7-097

TC97-098

TC97-099

TCa7-100

TC97-101

TC97-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC97-114

TC97-115

TC87-117

TCa7-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A TC97-131
MCCOOK TELECOM

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. TC97-155

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97-163

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167
)

The South Dakota Public Utilihes Commussion (Commussion) receved requests from
the above captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as eligible
lelecommunications carners

The Commussion electromically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines to nterested individuals and entites On June 27, 1997, the Commission
recewved a Petition to Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems_ inc (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom, Inc (DTI) with reference to Fort Randail Telephone Company {Docket
TCS7-075) On July 15 1997, at its regularly scheduled meeting, the Commission granted
intervention to DTS and DTI in Docket TC97-075 No other Petitions to Intervene were
filed

The Commuission has punsdichion over this matter pursuant to SDCL 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
telecommumcations companies should be granted designation as eligible
telecommunications camers, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the
Commission




=~ hIE e

A hearing shall ba hald 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 e present and to be
represented by an atlorney. 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, during the heaning or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant tlo SDCL 1-26-20 After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence
and testimony that was presented at the hearing The Commission vall then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this
hearing, the Commussion nay either grant or deny the request from any of the above
captioned telecommunications companmies requesting designation as an eligible
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 Circut 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 1ssues of whether the above caplioned 'slecommunications companias should be
granted designation as eligible telecommunications carriers, and the Commission shall
establish service areas for eligible telecommunications carriers

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabiliies Act, this hearing is being held in a
physically access:ble location. Please contact the Public Utilities Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at least 48 hours prior to the heaning if you have special needs so arrangements

can be made lo accommodate you

A

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned herety certifies that this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

document has been served loday upon all parfies
ol record in this docket, a3 listed on the docket Commissioners BLIFQ, Nelson and
sevvice lal, by facsimibe or by fiest class mail, in Schoenfelder

property addressed envelopes, with charges

prepad ME A ;
31’ S 4 / ; 4 _{r‘..r_.."_-;l ‘:‘-(r Iﬁ;r"
v T == WILLIAM BULLARD, JR

/! / /] 7 / Executive Director
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THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

B e . et PR o ol S I PG E TV R

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

COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS: )UTILITIES COMMISSION

)

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-068

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

TC97-069

COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE
ASSOCIATES, 1INC.

)
)
)
)
)
VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE ) TC97-070
}
l
) TC97-071
)
)

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHOME COMPANY TC97-073
MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY )] TC97-074
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY TCS87-075

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

TC97-077

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

TC97-078

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHOME
COMPANY

TC97-

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97

ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TCH97-

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
|UHMPHN?

TCS57 -

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97-085

TC97-086

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE TC’??G.T'

P e — mar W R N T W M M Mt M N et T T S T T Suer

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC. TC97-088




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.

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-CANIST
TELEPHONE COMPaNY

| UNION TELEPHONE COMP

MCCOOK COOPERATIV

| COMPANY

KADOKA

TC97-089

TC97-0%90

TC97-092
TC97-0913

TC97-094

-095
-096
-097
-098

-099




HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A TC97-131
MCCOOK TELECOM )

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS TC97-154
COOPERATIVE )

| MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TC97-163

THREE RIVER TELCO TC97-167

HEARD BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

BROCEEDINGS: November 19, 1997
1:30 P.M.
Room 412, Capitol Building
FPierre, South Dakota
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PROCEEDINGS

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. We'll go ahead and
started. 1'l1l] begin the hearing for the dockets
relating to the eligible telecommunications carriers
'deﬂigndr:sn. The time is approximately 1:50. The date
is November 19, 1997; and the locatiosn of the hearin
is Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota.

I am Jim Burg, Commission Chairman.
Commissioners Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are
also present, I'm presiding over this hearing. The
hearing was noticed pursuant to the Commission’s Order
For and Notice of Hearing issued November 7, 1%57.

The issues at this hearing shall be as

One, wh ar the requesting

company should be granted
lecommunications carriers:
two, 1 - 1all be established by
CommiB
ve the right to be present and
attorney. 1l persons sc
ng ] n and subject to
-examinat i« I ti ; The
on may b ) I parti
t Court and the State Supreme Court.

Rolayne Wiest will act as Commiasion

|
|
|
!




counsel. She may provide recommended rulings on

< | procedural and evidentiary matters. The Commission may

J | overrule its counsel’'s preliminary rulings throughout

4 E:hc hearing. If not overruled, the preliminary rulings
5 Ew:Ll become final.

& | At this time I'11 turn

1t over to Rolayne for

take appearances of the

do you represent?

I'm here t

o]

day representing all of

il | the SDITC memberx ompanies, and also Kadoka which has
12 recently Plied for membership with the coalition.

here representing some companies,

14 and I gquess she could in

ke

icate for the record which

ing

=
L
)
(]
Gl
m
o
n
i
= g
i ]

e representing Valley

[

West ,

e
ad

>lden

West

o West .

: 4
[17]
¥
m
L

x|

Heaston and Tammy Wilka




MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer,

Camron Hoseck,

5 : We have had a

these dockets irst and that's

o make an ocpéen

ing

proceed wit

o

Sure,

have an opening statement

exhibits that we would like to admict.

there's also been some

tChat

we would like to admit into the

L X
A=

on the And

juestions
which is the app
designation, and Exhi

Fort Randall tc¢

o T — -
QCctober

Lwo

that’s fine. I

letters sent to t

that would be Exhibit

Commission staff.

|
Commission i

o take ond

before Hq

- -
fle

075 then.

really don’t

And I understand

1
There are a couple of }

he Commission
record as evidence

Number

|
|
|
|
|
|
l

I
{

other exhibits
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5 MS. WIEST: What's the date of that letter,
6 the letter from Bradley?
|
9 ME COIT November 18th -
8 MS WIEST Because I have one dated November
[
3 | 18th and one the 15t} |
1 MR COIT I think so. Is that righet, !
[ Exhibit 3, i1is that the 159th? Okay. I had a letter |
12 that was dated yesterday but the ones we have marked |
1l | for admission today I believe both the letters are I
|
14 iated the 1%th, November 19th
|
1 MS WIEST = the letter from Mr diradley is
1€ iated the 19T
17 ME 01T Yes Sorry about that
s MS WIEST And that’'s Exhibit 4

19 MR 01T I don't know why they're dated |




that one.

exhibits

T ¥
| |

Exhibits 1,

MR. COI

MS. WIEST:

being admitted?

"
o

bee admicteced in TC97-07

P

any of the parties

including the

Ly

e respon the data :

first question it

not absolut

ly

.
-

customers the way

answered.

)h, because
y have

ligh

Yeah,

re

today

1 A
120

e

taat

Applica there was

those guestions coul

gquestion W

talks about

-~
=

this time are you of

hat's correct.

re any objection to those

2, 3 and 4 have

this time I ould

L

have any questi

Commissioners?

I ould ha

'

ve

equest, Exhibi And the

single party service.

clear that it's available to

=

=
= s

at the statement is written

they sa

thi EErvic

guess that

Sserve as a wift?s

not

a4 wiltness

her

d be dealt with between now




esses here today
there is not a

Fort Randall‘'s

would
just have

rom the person.

uld approve it on the




manner.
CHAIRMAN BURG:
MS. WIEST:

| then we have Harlan as

Does anyone

CHAIRMAN BURG:
data request
MS. WIEST:

MR. COIT: Is

consider or deal
indicated or suggested?

MS. WIEST: I'd
have a

Okay.

Exhibit

reguest
Exhibit
Company

ild move the

the

dates.

Let’

Yes.

there a chance that

with these en mass as Mr.

coupl

That*s fine.
8 just go through them and
the witness. Let's go back

have any guestions on

Just a clarification. What

response is5 thias?

That would be in that

we could

Hoseck has

rather not just because on a

€ questions on some of them.

Should I go ahead and

respect

to Docket TC97-068

No. 1 is the actual

U

elephone Company.

And
Vivian Telephone
Commission staff.
ose exhibitsg,.

them here with
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Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No. 1 is 6-1997,

cn the response to the data request is

CHAIRMAN : : i 6-197
excuse me,

Is there any cbjection to

Exhibi ¢ in 0687 If not, they've

ted. Rich, on Exhibit 2, the first
says we provide single party service
1

assume that means all

/ould call Don Lee. Don Lee is
19 Vivian as well as some of the other
Lee, do you want to take a seat?
DON LEE,
called as Wilnesgs be

WaE eXxaminec

The answer to your questi

rovide service

party to all customers?




8 available to all customers?

A. Right.
MS. WIEST: Thank you. That's only
I have. anybody el h gquestions
witne . 0687 £f no
Exhibit

d move the admission of

and that is an ETC request|

and response to a staff

ORER SCHOENFELDER: Excuse me,
equest up here with me for some
about this, but I need tc go back

ut the Lifeline, Link Up [ think

the data regue t?

SCHOENFELDER: Yeah, Vivian




1fe
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except

provi
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elephone Company does provide

- { § -
1i 1 J hroughout it

8 system with

-
HH

and

they antici

-
d

xchange by January 1

SS9 B .

2 gquestion, a general

what do we call e o

oll




in their original applications.

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

CHAIRMAN BURG: No, I don’'t have a problem

long as we know all of them that's going to apply to.

In other words, if it applies to every ocne of them,
then the statement at the end saying it applies on all
hem is adequate for me. Or if you have some that
lready coul ) e toll control, we need to know
that. I doubt if there are any at this time.
MR. ; No, we don't. And the waiver
in all the applications.
ruled on, I er
Up again at t
CHAIRMAN BURG:
MS&. WIEST:

regarding 068 and 06972

Again, I would move for the

exhibit in TC97-070, and that is the




=]

(e 11

—

e

ETC application or request dated 6-10-97 and response |
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4 1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any questions
|
§ | with regard to his docket? If not, lert's go to
AR AL R P
¢ rC97-071
70 MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
B | Exhibits No. 1 and 2, request for ETC status dated |
) | 6-10-97 and response to data request of staff dated
< o e
|
] MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and |
14 27 If not, they've been admitted. Are there any
13 juestions regarding TC%7-0717 If not, we will go to |
14 TCH 73
1 & ME 01T We would move for the admission of

1¢ Exhibit Nc i; E1T request dated 6-11-9%7 and Exhibit

7 N . respons L 5talif data regquest dated 10-14-97 -
18 ME WIEST Any objections to Exhibits 1 and
19 2 b ; admitted if not they have been admitted
. ATy Questions regarding 073
a ME 0217 I w ¢ note that Dennis Law, who
e i1s the irrent manager o©of Sioux Valley Telephone
< -ompany 18 aval.iable 1. the Commissioners have any |
- juest L |
2 M WIEST ANLY Questiors? If not, we'll go




to TC97-074.
MR. COIT: We would move for the admission
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-12-%7

and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request dated|

|
_{
!

10-31~-97.

EST Are there any obj
not, 1 have been admitted. Are
questions oncerning 0747 have the

his one, Rich, with respect to the data ragquest number

Would an affidavit be adequate?
Yeah, as far as all customers.

OCkay. I will make sure that gets

Any gquestions on 0747

would move for the admission
the ETC reguest and that*
for admission of Exhibi

which i8 a response to data Fequest dated 10-%

And there is also an Exhibit No. 3 in this docket
emental response to staff data request. 's
10-28-57. We move the admission of all three

exhibits.

MS. WIEST: Any objection? 1If not, those




three exhibits have been admitted. Are there any

1

1

Iquestions regarding this docket?

|

i I believe Mr. Lee is representing

That’'s right.

Okay. Let’s go to TC97-078,
We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6€-13-97
and move admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
regsponse C reguest dated 10-9-97.
to those exhibits?
Any questions
to TC97-080.
the admission o
request dated 6-16
response
is dated 10-
Jection to Exhibi
tted. ANy guest

; | -,
.'2:.'5 ?‘-‘-..‘-'t‘ Co

for the admission
is Exhibit No. 1,

o staff data request,
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|
MS. WIEST: Are there any objections to 1 andl

i
!

1

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

regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this

|

% # # {

one, you be asking at the end apout the waiver for|
|

the single party and all the other waivers; is that -
|
-t_.u

right? |
3

request

MR. OIT: I wasn’'t aware of at.

understood there were some companies th had purchased
West exchanges tha*t were gtill process of
‘ting some par . hey need

I guess so.

ua
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would be adequate.
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So you preobably just need a
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| party service to all customers, and the second waiver

on toll control one year -- one year from what
date, Rich?

ME. : -hink 1 would guess that tharct

would be from ! { 3 the order.

MS. E H Ohay.

R. COIT: On the toll contrel? You're
yeaking to the toll control; correct?

MS. WIEST: Yes, toll control.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER I have a gquestion
as long as we're talking about the waivers both on toll
control and on the single party service. As long as
you're asking for waivers, let’'s make sure it‘s done
properly and that we’'re not back here in twoc months
ash '} 3 >re waivers. I would hate tc go through

cr would not like to go through
I think we need to be accurate when
I also have a question about what

Act?

The time actually in the
"CC Order is not specified. But it does say in
paragraph 89, I believe, that the Commission must, upon|

finding of exceptional circumstances, You can make a




- -
&

1 | waiver for single party services for a specified pariod

2 |of time. And also on the toll limitation the compan

|
i 1 |
3 | must also show !"'.P:C".‘ptloﬂﬂl circumstances exl1s )

d

and need

3 for additional time to upgrade. They should have to |
3 show individual hardship, individualized hardship |

R
i
O
2
BT
*

3
m

& inequity warrants addi to comply and that

.
-]

7 would better serve the public in rest that is in
8 | strict adherence to the time period and it should

cumstances 1
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11 MR. COIT: I would note that in the |

12 | applications, while we've requested a year, we’'ve alsc
i indicated that within that period of time we would f;lJ
{
14 some information with the C indicating, you [
know, whe he ipability is available. I£f the
1¢ mmission what we have and Mr Lee, I think, can
17 Answer some guestions in the area of toll control that
* B 1 - " N B W . farad r b at e
1 I i AinEwWer 1 - e faced wit a f uati day
19 where t}h apabilities are just not available 1f a
2 year is ¢t long, you know, from our perspective we
el really didn know when it would be avail e and
i that Why wWeée regquestied a yea:r But 1f there's better
23 formation on that maybe the time period can be :
i
<4 i But right now we really don‘t when the
- ¥ 1 - ] " - - L I
2 ypabilicy is g 3 be available '




OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabor

:
and I know everyone wants to get through !

to me 1it’'s very important that we do it |

|

And so if it means that we need to answer the I
|

grant these waivers and we send thesge

on to the FCC, we need to be sure r}
you have spelled out why these companies --
thise 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.
at should be in the application
ln our motion as we approve
'd have something on the record teo support
going.
They do explain the reasons
heir original application, with
ntro
SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.
But if there are an
the Commission would like to

information on that, we

I would like
true of all companie

for at least,
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The second or alternative to that is a
software provisioning of toll contrel. And, again, to
my knowledge, there is no interface between a software
system and a switch that has that capability.

marily because it would take real time rating of a

[

Pr

ustomer's usac
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switch interexchange carrier it's choosing, there are a

myriad of optional call plans and rate structures that
would be applied. And, to my knowledge, there just is
no technology, nor software, available to carry out

i
= |
15
]

program.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And if 1 recall

right, it doesn’t it's not permissive, ne or the

[

ther You really to need to do all of the above.
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»t been handed

MR. LEE: It includes both, that's correcc. |
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I believe some

|

mpanies have asked the FCC for c.arification, that f

|

BOX £ thing And as far as I know, you might ave i

|

better information than I do that that decisicn has notj

been handed down by the FCC |

- A arase = ; |

MR. LEE: A, I doubt I have better :

fowr to my knowledge There is that clarification
i dure regquest i front of the FCC
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CHAIRMAN BURG Toll blocking is what 1

er tha

[
P

mean. Everybody can of

MR. LEE To my knowledge, that’'s a true |
|
statement
CHAIRMAN BURG: And I guess my position is tol
|

me, the othe: really don't see, you know, since
you said it's not available, I can‘t see them implying |
L ¥ &aven putting it into ‘here. I think it satisfies
A d i ir¥ needs ! have no problem giving the full
|
|
ea: I mcre as .ong as 1t gets through FCC, which at |
1
this Lime * appears it should So I don't see this
r t me 3 making it a shorter limit because I
.
ien't think T will Interiere with the ETC
® - - - |
! - H e |
|
MR 1 ! would agree with that and then |
woul.d peoint out in the applications the companies have |
|
indicated that they will investigate and will work HJ..'.h|
1
their switch vendors that whan it doer becom :
|
wvailable, they‘re willing to implement it I think ,
|
that the telepl e companies fee]l that once it beccmes

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

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I1'1l]l move that we
grant the one-year waiver on tell -- what is it
called? Toll limitation? Toll control?

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to

that as long as the motion is understood
there will be some formal way to limit toll for

customers just so that everybody understands the

CHAIRMAN BURG: I think in every application

do toll restriction --
Right.
BURG: -- 1f I remember reading rthe
is satisfactory.
Thank you.
Do you want them as a

separate I'1

1 alsoc move -- which one do

WE neeag

single party service until

move that we grant a

single party requirement
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COMMISSIONER SCHOEN

MS. WIEST: For

one
CHAIRMAN BURG:
MS.

WIEST: 069,

CHAIRMAN BURG: I*1]

ant the tell

n

OMMI

=

i

IONER

=
m

N

OMMISSIONER SCHOEN

M5 WIEST: G70.

CHAIRMAN BURG: b |

FELDER : Concur.

year?

Yes,

3

Seconded.

FELDER : Cancur.

l move that we grant toll

el 11 £ ~
TC37-070 for one year, the waiver for one
"OMMISSIONER NELSON: Second it.

SCHOEN

W Ly -
-k 4 b=t & - f
CHATRMAN BUEREG I:f:1
ne walver f I c 11
a ”v T Y 'l_‘ll'|l ‘- LI L
MISSIONER NELSON

COCMMISSIONER SCHOEN
MSE. WIEST C73
CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’1
ontrol in TC97-073

FELDER : Concur
I move that we grant toll
control in TC97-071 for

Seconded.

Corm e
=“ONCUTr.

-
m
pe

,DER :
1 move we grant
for one year.

Seconded.
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MR. COIT: We would move for the admissiaon
| the ETC request filed by Accent, dated 6-17-97, and

Exhibit No. 2, the response to staff data request which|
is dated 10-8-97

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

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

t
i

for toll control in TC97-083 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
SCHOENFELDER:: Concur.
TC97-084.
We move for the admission of the
ETC request dated 6-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.
and we move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, the
data request dated 10-8-87.
hre there any objections?
Lhey'
1l move we gra
for one year.
Seconded.

SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: *ll concur.

| application that

all consumers
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I MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to all 5

s
this

customers? Any other questions concerning

|
|

docket? Is there a motion?
CHAIRMAN BURG:

walver [OI

5, I believe,

Excuse ma,

TC97-086 .

Wwe move for the admission of ETC

dated 6-17-97, and response to

2, which is dated

Any objections? t, they

question, can you answer

don't have

They are currently all pr

S5ingle party; correct?

Single party to all customers?
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MR. LEE: Correct.
MS. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-088.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6-17-97, and response
staff data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is
| dated 10-17-97.
MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, Exhibits
2 have been admitced. 5

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

control in TC97-088 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

ME. WIEST: Can you answer my gquestion on

Leea?

Currently is all single party

| service.

Thank you.
TC97-089.

We move for the admission of

| Exhibit . ch 18 the ETC request dated 6-17-97

| and the ion of Exhib No. 2, which is a response

5
-

dated 10-21-97.

objections?




admitted. Same gquestion.

MR. COIT: I don't believe that Mr. Lee is
representing Western today. What did they say in

response?

MS. T: They said Western Telephone

service, My question is do they

Again?

a late-filed on thar?

an affidavit on that

*ll move we grant a waiver
for -37-089 for one year.

IONER NELSON: I'd second




COMMISSIONER SCHCENFELDER: Concur.
TCS7-092.
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
admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response to

staff data reguest te 10-10-97. And I would note

that Mr. Rod Baue here to respond to any questions |

that the Commissiconer staff may have concerning
reguest.
MS. WIEST: Any questions concerning this
do you have a motion?
BURG: Did we admit both
I1'm sorry, 1 di

and 2.

SCHOENFELDER: Concur,

We would move for the admission of
Exhibit No, 1 1 i 18 the ETC request of Jefferson
Telephone Company, dated 6-18-97, and move also for
4

dmission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data

10-10-97. And I would note
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o s

in the past?

N B

A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no

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

~ NI

think they added that language such that 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.
MS5. WIEST: Any other questions?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll mov:: we grant a waiver
control for TC97-094 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, 1°11

TC97-095.

We would move for the admission

| ETC, Exhibit 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission of

Exhibit No. 2, response to data reguest dated
15-97, I would point out that I believe that
be an issue with respect to single party
in this case as well,
MS. WIEST: Right. At this time are there
objections to Exhibit 1 and 27 1¢ not, they've

admicted, Yes. And it would appear they would

4 waiver. And my question for apparently they
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admission

dated 10-10-97.

MS.

been admitted.

Exhibit

CHAIRMAN

COMMISSIONEER NELSON:

W

T
-

EST:

Any questions concerning

Any objections? If not,

BURG: I'll move we grant a

in TC97-096 for one vear.

1'd second irc.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Cancur.

MS
MR.

No. 1,

WIEST:

co

No. 2, response

s
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is]
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request

| and admi

to data

dated

ssion

regues
MS.

S

W

ETC

LT

TC97-097,

Wwe move for the admission

to data request dated 10-10-97.

EST: Any cbjections? If not,
Does anybody have :ny questions
docker?
BURG: I'll move we grant a
in TC27-0597 for one year.

SSIONE

& AW

r

W

=R NELSON: I'd se

ond it.

f
N

R SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

We move for the admission

7, which is marked Exhibirt

Exhibit No. 2, which is the re

Any objection to Exhibits

of Exhibit No. 2, response to data reqguest

this docker?
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they'v

waiver

yE ETC
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request, dated 6-19-97, and Exhibit
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota
lAsaaciation f Telephone Co-ops and the daily requests
!ue've had there t they do, in fact, provide all
!szﬂgle throughout Robeits County Co-op,
!:E th 11 fi for your information here,.

Is that gufficient?

That's sufficient.

I'll move we grant

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

TC57-099% for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second
IONER SCHOENFELDER:

TC97-100.

Exhibit No. which is th request dat
and admission of Exhibirt . &, response to

2quest dated 1C
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admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data reguest
dated 10-10-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections?
been admitted. Any questions concevraing

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

| on toll control in TC97-096 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS WIEST: TC97-097.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, ETC request, dated 6-19-97, and Exhibit

| No. 2, response to data request dated 10-10-97.

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

Does anybody have any guestions
docketr ?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wati

in TC97-097 for one year.
I'd second it.
SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

TC97-098.

We move for the admission of

egquest da -7, which is marked Exhibir No.

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

to data request dated 10-14-9%7,

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
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for one year,.
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota
Association of Telephone Co-ops and the daily regues

we’'ve had there that they do, in fact, provide a

single party service throughout Roberts County

if that will suffice for your information here,

MS. I : Is that sufficientc?

Ms., ! : That's sufficient.

Okay.
BURG: I‘'ll move we grant a waiver
TC37-09%9 for cone year,
NELSON: 1'd second
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

TC97-

here
I suspect

we'll | o E iith ths i 1 iled exhibit
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1 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd seccnd ic. 5

o

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 Oa
& :Exuxbxt No. 2, regponse to data request dated 10-14-97,
7 T MS. WIEST: ny cbjection? If not, Exhibits

|
| 2 : i
8 | 1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning

@ | this docker?

|
10 i CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘ll move we grant a waiver
11 for toll control in TC97-105 for one year.

[
12 i COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it.

13 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

14 : MS. WIEST: TCS7-108.

15 MR. COIT: We move for tiie admission of ETC %

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

17 | admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data

18 | request dated 10-14-97 E

15 MS. WIEST: Any objection? 1If not, Exh:n;tsi

20 | 1 and 2' have beern admitted Same guestiaon. Can you, !
.

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

=

| 1

22 | available for -- J
<1 Bt it i
23 MR. COIT For Faitl |
|

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

25 | MR COIT We would request permission to ‘
|




waiver

JR.,

BILL HAUGEN,
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B LY (4]
had

s

Telephone Company service

late seventies.

CHAIRMAN BURG:

MS.
this witnesass?
for toll econtrol

area.
IEST: Are
Thank you.

Lot B

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

It has

there any

move Jre

in TC97-113 for one year.

I'd second

been

grant

Bince th

others gquestionns

a4 walver

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS.

ME.

| which is dated

move for
response

Mr. Haugen is

in this dockert,

MS

Exhil

-
r
5
¥

would ask

| available to al

Bridgewater

CHAIRMAN

to data requests of

here

Che

cani

the admission of Exhibit No. 2,

WIEST: Firat of
27 If not, &t

same question

HAUGEN : Single part

l the customers

BURG: I'll

staff

as well to respond to a

ta Exchanges.

Thank you.

move we

thact's Exhibit No.

dated 10

they've been admitted

Yy sBervice
the
Any other

e

ny

grant

WIEST: TC97-114.
COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,

And also

which is

9-97. An

questions

11, any objection to

-

questions
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COMMISSIONER NELSON:

COMMISSIONER

o
=3

MS. WIEST:

IR. COIT: We

reguest, Exhibit No. 1,

Exhibit No. 2, response

¥
4

WIEST: An

been admitt
ker?

CHAIRMAN BURG:
TCS7

contrel in

1'd second it.

CHOENFELDER: Concur.

TC97-105.

move for the admission of

dated 6-19-97, and admigsion of

to data reguest dated 10-14-97.

y objection? I1f not, Exhibits

ed. Any questicns concerning

I‘1ll] move we grant a waiver

105 for one vear.

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

1'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

Concur.

MS. WIE

MR. COI

Exhibit

of Exhi
M

2 have been

Lee, answer

| Mr.

| available

5T:

T
i .
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bit

ADY

admiteced.
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08.
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| Telephone Company Service area. It has been since the

2 ‘late seventies,.
| MS. WIEST: Are there any others gquestions of
|

4 | this witness? Thank you. i
5 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I°ll move re grant a walver

1
& | for toll control in TC97-1131 for one year.

7 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I‘'d second

B | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

g | MS. WIEST: TC97-114.

10 | ME. COIT: We move for the admission of E

i |

C- 4

11 | request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,

=l
B

2 | which is dated 6-25-97, that’'s Exhibit No. 1. And also)
|
|

13 | move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is

14 | response to data requests of staff dated 10-9-97. And
1t Mr. Haugen is here as well to respond to any questions
1¢ | in this docket I
g . AT T B \ |
17 i MS IEST First of all, any objection to |
18 | Exhibite 1 and 2? 1If not, they‘ve been admitted a—d!
‘ . |
19 would ask the same question |
. MR. HAUGEN Single party service 1is i
e 3 i /
21 available to all the customers in the |

|
22 | Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges. |
|
. - LY * N e e - i
23 MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other gquestions |
|
24 of this witness? !
25 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'l]l move we grant a waiver |
|
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CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-131 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I'd second it

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS5. WIEST: TC97-154,

MR. COIT: We would move into the record
| Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request, dated 5-10-%7, and

| Exhibit No. 2, the response to data r guest dated

Any objection te Exhibirt 1 and
1 22 1f not, they have been admitted. Let's see, on
| this one this was one of a couple that no time periocd

| was requested for the waiver. 1 assume you still want

| the one year?

MR. COIT: Mr. Barfield is here. He could

He's Mr. Bob Barfield, manager for West

They request a waiver
didn’t ask for one

time periocd. S0 1

Yy different time period that

BOB BARFIELD,
called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

examined and testified as follows:
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any sclution, then it

would be renewed or we'd regquest, Wich that I'l]l move|

|
that we grant a waiver for toll control in TC97-15%4 for
ne vyear |
|
el - B = - - -~ . L I
COMMISSIONER NELSON I would second it |
"OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concuz I
MS WIEST Lec*s g to TC97-15F
ME 01T We would reques admission i
Exhibit Nc 1 which 8 the ETC request of Mcbridge
|
Telecommunications w *h is dated 9-10-97, and also
Exhibit No £, wWhich 18 the response to data request
tategd 10-16-57
M5 WIEST AnY bjection? I1f not Exhibita
|
l and 2 have been admictted And I would have the same
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please.

A. Harlan Best.

Q. And what is your job?

A. 1 am deputy director of fixed utilities for
the Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota.

Q. And have you been present in the hearing room
this afternoon for the hearing on t'ese applications?

A. Yes.

Q. And have you had the opportunity to review

the caption in the notice of this hearing which lists

the cases which are before the Commission on this date?

A. fes.

And are you familiar with the applicat

in tc the Commission,
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=
]

et

[# &

9

O

F

-

I

LA

i 7]
| MS. WIEST Is there any objection? |
| 1
MR. COIT My comment would be that I just E
received this so T haven‘t had an cpportunity to go '
lthruugh to make sure this is all accurate, 1 gquess I
ican take Mr. Best's word that it is accurate and I‘1l1l
have to do that, I guess Other than that, I den't
| |
have any comment. k
[ |
| MS. WIEST: Do you want an opportunity to !
| |
| look it over?
i MR. COIT: Well, it might take me a while, so
|- don’t have any objection.
MS. WIEST: Okay. Then Staff Exhibit No. 1
| will be admitted into all of the dockets that we have
gone through so far
MR. HOSECK Okay. Thank you.

Q. Based on the review of these dockets that you
have done and relying to whatever s:xtent you may on
Staff's Exhibit No. 1, did the applicant companies meet
the reguirements of becoming an eligible r
telecommunications carrier? |

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

:aif:dav:ts that will be done in a number of the
ldacke:s.

é Q. And with regard to advertising services
i&xvhange-w:de‘ do you have a recommendation to the




ymmission for a provision to be included

d come out of these proceedings?
St recommendation or advertisin

be required to advertise

do you have an opinion as

cants contained on Exhibit

ew that
lirements

lave
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COIT: No further guestions.

~N e

WIEST: Ms. Rogers?
ROGERS: No, no guestions.

M5, WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

MR. HEASTON: No.
CHAIRMAN BURG: The only gquiestion I’d have is
there any -- is advertising identified in any way? 1s

here any criteria for what advertising means in the

ontext of I " the methods in the FCC Order as

I*'m sorry, what was th

guestion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I

or anybecdy else is, is there a meaning,

tion for advertising,

services
are SuUppo

therefo:

that satisfies]

|
|
|

NELSON: Does that




they have to advertise this

MS. W : That woculd

ymmendation, yelieve,
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A. Yes. They would do it originally, and once

year after

{IEST: How would they advertise?

Where would they advertisge?
M5. WIEST: Yes.
A. Whatever general distribution it me
according, I assume, it means newspapers and
¥ iIblications.
WIEST: So it could be any type of
ibution media conce a year?
Whatever is available within their given
hey serve.

o
&

they changed

a

that would have

advertised

Are there aay other guesticn

thank you. Actually, I do.

B

Harlan? 1 guess we have

l1d you look at your exhibit

*
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Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2,
is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is
service territory map. That's Exhibit 1, 2 and
respectively in the docket.
WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits
Do yocu have a copy of the service territo:
Are there any objections to Exhibits

they've been admitted. You wmay prec

join in the
The reason we did not sesk
application is beca
the Order in the DA
blocking would
dependent upon whe U upgraded
feal we waiver of
common wisdom

s0 we will follo

reconsider

h toll blocking and

we would also point

number portabilit
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there. I can understand why technology wasn’'t

but I didn't -- in Congress when they vote

that was part of
MR. HEASTON: It's not part of the Act.
that's the first thing. It’'s an FCC
rule.
ME. HEASTON:
COMMISSIONER
welght as the rul

right?

ME. HEASTON: That’'s true. But unleas the

‘ve urged them te do.
NELSON: Right.
seconding your motion with the unders

=

actly as we had stated it originally;

mean the motion
HOENFELDER:

a waiver for & year,

the motion had anything more tha:

waiver from toll control for cne

HAIRMAN BURG: It doesn’'t.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:
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pieces of paper.

consolidate it

find a way to

at that I would welcome any

3 | suggestions. That‘s all I have.
4 | MR. HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner available 1
|
g 5 | here, and we do have a couple questions to ask him. i
6 | JON LEHNER,
7 ! called as a witness, being first duly sworn,
8 | was examined and testified as follows:
|
DIRECT INATION |
1
10 | BY MR. HEASTON: |
11 | Q. ir. Lehner, in our application we described
*2 | the 1ssue of eliminating multi-party services and going
13 {to single party service throughout U S West service
4 ireas AN you update the Commission on the status of
1 that consistent with wnat we‘ve already put in the }
|
1 application? f
17 A Yes As of October 311 of this year the j
|
18 number of multi-party or two- and four-party customers
19 in 5 West's territory is 612. 6lz. !
. CHAIRMAN BURG What was the date on thart,
21 | Jon?
22 A As of 10-31-97
213 Q And what can you tell the Commiasion about
24 | our continuing effort to eliminate the multi-party
25 ;h-_!"'.'lf..'t‘.)
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exhibit. Let me just

four; Belle Fourche,

Lake Preston, one,

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

feeder

a PAIR

read them

cff.

Arlington

four;

Huron,

You want to
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services?
A.
rexchange se
Yes
MS Wi
asslisat
Yes
MSE. WIEST:

and the

ing

ked

And does it provide lorcal

Do you provide dual tone

ling or its functional

Do you provide

Do you

provide access

provide access

already talked

ide or

you Ppro:

e
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le

about

usage?

o =] cperator




1 | plans, you know, of providing service due to the cost

-

X
*9
=
(+%
1 ]
L
L]
v
-3
s

1o ]
k4

-

problem, I guess, is that I don‘t

o
y
=
B
e
"
1]
|
e
]
&
~

y de minimus exception within the

pect to single party service. Have

ds
1
.
5
*

5 you been granted any of this type of de minimus

6§ | exception to that requirement, do you know, in any of
]

7 | the other states’

8 | A I am not aware

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

- - o i B i - = e = ~A v i |

D it appears, according the FCC rules and m

11 locking at 4 54.101(c hat in order t grant any
|

14 additional time ¢t mplete network upgrades for single

13 | party or enhanced 911 r toll limitation, that the |
1

14 Commission does in {act have to set a time period for

1 you tec complete those network upgrades Is your |

it ~oncent on that we 4Or not
y T wC ld nort make that content T "m SR
a 2" & J 4 not d K - natc 1] ncion . T going
18 t iet my attorney argue with you about tha
1 Ms WIEST Well then, 1 do have a couple |
d ther guestioni My ther question is n Service
il area And it is a. A regquirement of the state
" e e - - 7 — * — - ~ "
F - B - . eslgnacte el i CE A L 4989 _.'E "!"i L
|
43 tudy Areéas 1Oor nonrural CelecOoOmmunicati § Companies.
|
. * 1 - - . "
-4 Fl1rsat L B Ll y il WoOuld agree t AT YOU are a nonrurai
4 telaecommunications mpany?




Yes.
MS. WIEST: And in the FCC's public notice

issued 9-29-97, does state that we must send

ETC’a and the designated

carriers no lacter than
know you made some

in your application, but I
us what You want Yyour

be. Because the FCC has told us that

adopt your study area as your service
large ILEC's. Do you have service areas for

company that you want the Commission to adopt at

suppose tha - 1d, Bill, jump in
suppose
nges in the

E a

rom a
on yet:;
‘vice area woul 2 I = areas within whi

are authorized te supported services.

MS. : And that‘s my guestion.







A. I can't answer that exactly.
approximately
MS. WIEST: t would be attached?
MR. HEASTON: It*s on our exhibit to our
application.

MS. - : So however many with the

amendment the three that were missed. That's how many

would like the Commission to
West at this time?
guess 1'm not sure whetlier we would want
ignate each exchange.
MS. WIEST: My problem is we are supposed to
by December 318t what your designaced
suppose we ought to do it exchange by

f you want more time to

would.

the other

ould with an affidavic f
Okay.

What are you relying on again,




what as
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require an ILEC to serve
traditionally served.
MR. HEASTON:
the problem this causes
considered and have left
that's going to be model
And, yes, we are advocat
than the wire center for
but I do not have a Sout

this Commission decided

a couple months

areas other than they have not|

Yas, And, see, this --

what

is where you have not
to the FCC to determine how
ed from a proxy standpoint.

ing smaller geographic elements

universal high cost support |

I
h Dakota specific look because
not to do their own earlier

|
|

ago, as opposed to Wyoming and |
|

North Dakota where I do have that because those two arﬂ

loocking at doing their own, or suggesting their own
ost study. So I do have the small grids, as we call
ic, and could identify that for you. I cannot
identify anything smaller than right now than a wire
center
§ oW g 5 1 |
MS. WIEST Okay.
\
MR. COIT Excuse me, mar I comment briefly
on thia? Anrd I understand that I‘m not a party but I
do believe it was my understanding today that the whole
issue of disaggregated service areas for U 5 West or
any other company may come up. But I would like to say
we certainly have an interest in the issue. And I
think thact the FCC rules indicate that -- the orders

o




that before changing an existis

Commission at he state level
‘s consistent with universal
think it*

-

level

versal s




issue with respect to U S West. And it’s just my
understanding the Commission does have to do the
in order for U S West to get your
universal service money.
MR. HEASTON: If I could have until whatever
date was suggested earlier on getting the additional
affidavits in, I‘ll have a recommendation for you from

U S West on that.

MS. WIEST: Okay. Are the e any other
this witness? One more question,

you have any observation toc what

Mr. Best suggested as advertising requirements for your

-."Qmpan‘y‘?
re that I understood
the regquirement is

newspaper, I don‘t

And getting back to
the only barrier is

(o nose 52 customers?

S West'’'s
you'wve
single party service

you stated you would have
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of Mr. Lehner. And the reason I have a gquestion 1is

addressed : Wt 1 don't have a copy of that and

|
because amended application you might have i

But you addressed in here and you have an
original application that regards
basically what it is it's your
like a tariff page to me.
to comply with the

"

[ONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know

page doesn't apply any mo

[ONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank

ELSON: Why would it --
seems we Lo me i would be that expensive
vide 3 some areas, Like Pierr

I mean can you explain =
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because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be =
cout 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 these
people should have to live with just two party
telephone system when most of the world doesn't,
know it in South Dakota, dnesn‘t have to do that
because the lines are all filled up. I mean I'm
loocking for some reason why that’'s acceptable,
especially when some of those little companies are
saying th 't they got maybe three or four people left
that they don't have that service for and they’ve made
every well, we want a waiver but we will
d i : he year or whatever,

st of the companies you'we

been listening to u il now -- and I obviously can’t|
speak for them, u K ycu're talking about
éngineering that was done probably 15, 20 years agc
most of these companies’' cases where they at the
ent the 18 o I . We did not do that.
tems that were literally
provide single party service. There

nisms and differen

that we’ve had. They‘ve had the abilicy

kind of money and recover it. Now, I can
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erybody th Dakota. Basically

bill F . d we're talking here some

have single party

what the
nk that , unless

d make O sense to

air jldn*
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maybe wh




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

we could work it out. I share what Counsel has said.
I'm not sure we can make the exception. I know that
U 5§ West's counsel has given us what I call a short
that in other words, we could give the waiver
riod of time, but 1 don‘’t know tha
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No gquestions.

WIEST: Commissioners?
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ve made a waiver fo on the single party becau

the answer is no and we've made a waiver

Okay.
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the waivers we've given.
CREMER:; Okay.
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move it,
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a Commission meeting or a

9
some other related ETC

questions from anybody or

culd just, for the record
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¥ study areas be designated

‘s all

That will close

CLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)
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Baltic Telecom Cooperative

501 Second Stree!, PO. Box 307 » Baluc, 50 57003-0307
Phone. 605-529-5454 « Fax: 605-529-5498

RECEIVED

« 16 1997 i 1ae
senti16;°] IUN 199/

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
UTILITIE LISSION

Mr. Wilham Bullard, Jr

Executive Dhrector

South Dakota Public Unhties Commssion

State Capitol Bulding

500 East Capitol Avenue

Pierre, South Dakota  §7501-5070

Dear Mr. Bullard,

Please find enclosed eleven copies each of wo filings for designation as “cligible
telecommunications carmier”. Ome filing is for Baltic Telecom Cooperative and the other is for East
Plains Telecom, Inc

If you have any questions or concerns on either request, please do not | sitate to call

Sincprely, /
/

-

""’:"?"':'-"'."",iir"f e

(ircg’::r:..- R. Grablander
Manager

1097-087



1697-087

RECEIVED
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA UN |7 183

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
UTILITIE MIA ON
IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF )
BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE FOR ) REQUEST FOR ETC
DESICNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) DESIGNA1 ON
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) DOCKET TC97-

Baluc Telecom Cooperative pursuant o 47 United States Code Section 214{¢) and 47 Code
of Federal Regulations Section 54 201 hereby seeks from the Public Unlines Commussion
("Commussion”) designation as an “chgible telecommumcations camer” within the local exchange
areas thal constitute its service rea. In support of this request, Baltic Telecom Cooperative offers

the following

I. Pursuant to 47 US.C. § 214(e) it 1s the Commussion’s responsibility to designate local
exchange camers (“LECs"™) as “ehgible telecommunications camers™ (“ETCs”™), or in other words,
1o determine which LECs have assumed universal service oblhigations consistent with the federal law
and should be deemed eligible to receive federal universal service support. At least one ehgible
telecommunications carrier 1s 1o be designated by the Commussion for each service area in the State
However, in the case of areas served by “rural telephone companics™, the Commission may not
designate more than one LEC as an ETC without first finding that such additional designation would

be in the public interest.  Under 47 CFR § 54201, beginning January 1, 1998, only

telecommunications carmers that have received designation from the Commission (o serve as an
ehgible telecommunications carner within their service area will be eligible 1o receive federal
umversal service support

2. Baluc Telecom Cooperative 18 the facilitics-based local exchange camier presently

providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges

Baltic 605-520.X XXX
Crooks 605-543- X XXX

EXHIBIT

o




Baltic Telecom Cooperative 1o 1ts knowledge is the orly carmer today providing local

exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange arcas

1. Baluc Telecom Cooperative in accord with 47 CFR § 54,101 offers the following local

exchange telecommunications services to all consumers throughout 1ts service area

- Voice grade access to the public switched network;
Local exchange service;
- Dual tone multi-frequency signaling;
Access 1o emergency services such 211 or enhanced 911
public services;
- Access Lo operator services,
Access to inlerexchange service;
Access to directory assistance; and

Toll blocking service to qualified low-income consumers

As noted above, Baluc Telecom Cooperative does provade toll limitation service in the form
of toll blocking to qualifying consumers, however, the additional toll imitation service of “toll
control™ as defined in the new FCC umiversal service rules (47 CFR § 54.400(3)) is not provided
Baltic Telecom Cooperative is not aware that any local exchange camer in South Dakota has a
current capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior to the release of its
umversal service order (FCC 97-157) that toll control would be imposed as an ETC service
requirement and, to our information and belief, as a result, LECs nationwide are not positioned to
make the service iinmediately available. In order for Baltic Telecom Cooperative o provide the
service, additional usage tracking and storage capamlitics will have to be installed in 1ts local
swilching equipment. At mummum, the service requires 2 switching software upgrade and at this
time Baltic Telecom Cooperative is investigating and attempting 1o determine whether the necessary

software has been developed and when it might become available




Accordingly, Baltc Telecom Cooperative 15 faced with exceptional circumstances
concermng s abihity to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's universal
service rufes and must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such service, At this ime,
a watver for a penod of one year 1s requested.  Prior to the end of the one year penad, Balue
lelecom Cooperative will report back to the Commussion wath specific information indicating when
the necessary network upgrades can be made and the service can be made available 1o assist low
income customers.  The Commussion may properly gramt a waver from the “toll control™

requirement pursuamt to 47 CFR 54.101(c)

4. Baluc Telecom Cooperative has previously and will continue to adverise the availability
of its local exchange services in media of general distnbution throughout the exchange areas served
Prior to this filing, Baltic Telecom Cooperative has not gencrally advertised the prices charged for
all of the above-identified services. It will do so going forward in accord with any specific

advernising standards that the Commission may develop

5. Based on the foregoing, Balue Telecom Cooperative respectfully request that the

Commission
{a) grant a temporary waiver of the requirement to provide “toll control™ service;
and
(b} grant an ETC designation to Baltic Telecom Cooperative covening all of the local
exchange areas that constitute its present service area in the State

Dated this 16th day of June, 1997

Baluc Telecom Cooperanve

""{“m--
il S WY

-

Gireg Grablander, Manager




Baltic Telecom Cooperative

501 Second Street, PO. Box 307 » Baltic, SD 57003-0307
Prnone 605-520-5454 » Fax: 605 520-5498

RECFTVF[ October 9, 1997

Karen Cremer

Stafl Attorney

Pubbc Utilittes Commussion
State Capitol Building

500 East Capitol Avenue
Pierre, S 57501-50970

RE Elwgble Telecommunications Carrier application,
TC97-087, Baltic Telecom Cooperative

Dear Karen

In response 1o vour October 1, 1997 letter of request for additional information for the above-
referenced application is the following information

Question #1  Pursuant to 47 CF R 54 101(ap4), single-party service or its functional
cquivalent must be made available by an Eligible Telecommunications Carmer (ETC) to
receive universal service suppont mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this

service”!
Answer 1o Question #1 Yes, Baltic Telecom Cooperative does provide single-party service

Question #2  Pursuant to 47 C F R 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up services must
be made available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers  Does the applicant
company, as referenced above, make these services available to qualifving consumers”

Answer to Question #2  “Baltic Telecom Cooperative is not currently offering Lifeline and
Link Up services within its exchanges, but will as required by 1'¢ FCC rules, 47 CFR 8§
54 400 - 54 417, make the established discount programs available 1o its quahifying low-
mcome customers beginming January 1. 1998 1t 1s our understanding that while providing
the Lifeline and Link Up services is a requirement imposed on ETC s pursuant to 47 CFR §8§
54 405 and 54 411, it 1s not actually a precondition which must be met before ETC status can
properly be granted by the Commission 47 CFR § 5S4 101 which lists the service obligations
that must be met before a carner can receive federal universal service support does not
specifically reference Lifeline and Link Up services ™

ﬁ s EXMIBIT
R[1\C T




Request #3.  Please provide a verification by an authorized officer, under oath. 1o the
Commussion in which the applicant represents to the Commission that the facts stated in the
Request for ETC Designation and the response to data request nos | and 2, above, are
truthful

Response to Request #3-Verification  “Jack Shuiter, being first duly sworn, states that he is
the President of Baluc Telecom Cooperative for the responding party, that he has read the
initial ETC application and the foregoing. and the same are true to his own best knowledge,
mtormation and belief

Sincerely

1

f § F

Yoel Ylece om
Jack Sluter
President, Baltic Telecom Cooperative




ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
Jss
COUNTY OF MINNEHAHA )
)
X Y= o ) p e

On this the /& day of October 1997, before rm.'..!'fiﬂfl _ K _In T, .
the undersigned offices, personally appeared Jack Sluiter, who acknowledged himself to be the
President of Baltic Telecom Cooperative, a corporation, and that he, as President, being authonzed
50 to do, executed the foregoing instrument for the purposes therein contained, by signing the name
of the corporation by himself as President

In witness whereof | hereunto set my hand and official seal

bdost Audltitrm

Notary Public
ROBERT R, ANDE LSON
[SEAL] s BOTARY RUBLic

SEALY

R R :'"“f'f""‘“-'.'ﬂ"gfy
fﬂq-e-,.._ﬁ.‘..:,l_‘__ - oo i




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY BALTIC ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
TELECOM COOPERATIVE FOR DESIGNATION ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
AS AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) ORDER AND NOTICE OF
CARRIER ) ENTRY OF ORDER

) TC97-087

On June 17, 1997, the Public Utiities Commuission (Commission) received a request for
gdesignation as an eligible telecommunicabions camer (ETC) from Baltic Telecom Cooperative (Baltic
Telecom) Baltic Telecom requested designation as an eligible lelecommunications carmer within
the local exchange areas that constitute ils service area

The Commission electronically transmitied notice of the fiing ar. ' the intervention deadhine
to interested individuals and entties No person or entity filed 1o inlervene By order daled
November 7, 1997, the Commussion set the heaning for this matter for 130 p.m. on November 19,
1997, in Room 412, State Capilol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was held as scheduled At the heanng, the Commission granted Baltic Telecom
a one year waiver of the requirement 1o provide toll control service within its service area Al its
December 11, 1997, meeting, the Commission granted ETC designation 1o Baltic Telecom and
designaled its study area as ils service area

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

FINDINGS OF FACT
I

On June 17 1987, the Commission received a request for designation as an ETC from Baltic
Telecom Baitic Telecom requested designation as an ETC within the local exchange areas that
constiute ds service area. Baluc Telecom serves the following exchanges Baltic (529), and Crooks
{543) Exhibit 1

Pursuant 1o 47 US C § 214(e)(2). the Commission is required to designate a common
carner that meets the reguiremenls of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commussion

1

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




A A (D

e AR

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 10 the public switched network; (2) loca! usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal, (4) single party service or ils functional equivalent. (5) access 1o emergency
services, (6) access to operalor services, (7) access lo interexchange service, (8) access 1o
directory assislance, and (8) toll limdation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R §
54 101(a)

v

As part of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required 1o make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R §54 405, 47 CF.R. § 54411

Vi

Baitic Telecom offers voice grade access 1o the public switched network 1o all consumers
throughout its service area.  Exhibit 1

Vii

Baitic Telecom offers local exchange service including an amount of local usage free of per
minute charges lo all consumers throughout its service area. id

Vil

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

1X

Baltic Telecom offers single party service 1o all consumers throughout iIs service area
Exhibit 2

X

Baitic Telecom offers access 1o emergency sarvices 10 all consumers throughout its service
area. Exhibit 1

Xl

Baltic Telecom offers access to operator services to all consuers throughout its service
area |d

X

Baltic Telecom offers access o interexchange services lo all consumers throughout its
service area. |d

X

Baltic Telecom offers access lo direclory assistance to all consumers throughout is service
area. |d




X

One of the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is 10!l imitation 47 CF R § 54101(a)(9) Toll imitation consists of both toll biocking and 1ol
control 47 CF R § 54 400(d) Toll control is a service that allows consumers 1o specify a certain
amount of toll usage that may be incued per month or per biling cycle 47 CF R § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking is a service that lets consumers elect not lo allow the completion of outgoing toll calls 47
CFR § 54 400(b)

XV
Baltic Telecom offers toll blocking to all consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 1
xvi

Baluc Telecon does not currently offer toll control Id  In order for Baltic Telecom to provide
loll control, additional usage lracking and slorage capabilities will have to be installed in its local
swilching equipment  Baltic Telecom is attempting to determine whether the necessary software
has becn ceveloped and when it might become available |d

Xvii

Baltic Telecom stated tha! it 1s faced with exceplional circumstances concerning its ability
o make toll control service available and requested a cne year waiver from the requirement to
prowvide such service [d Pror to the end of the one year penod, Baitic Telecom will report back to
the Commission with specific information indicating when the natwork upgrades can be made in
order to provide toll control. Id

XV

With respect 1o the cbigation 10 advertise the avadabilty of services supported by the fedsral
universal service suppcrt mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distnbution, Baltic Telecom stated that it advertises the availability of ils local exchange services in
media of general disinbution throughout its service area However, Baltic Telecom has not
generally advertised the prices for these services. |d Baltic Telecom staled its intention to comply
with any advertising standards developed by the Commission I

XX

Baltic Telecom does not currenily offer Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in ils
exchanges Exhibn 2. Baltic Telecom 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 10 54 417
inclusive, and any Commuission imposed reguiremnents. Exhibit 2

XX

The Commission finds that Baitic Telecom currently provides and will continue to provide the
followang services or functionalities throughout its service area (1) voice grade access lo the public
swilched network, (2] local usage, (3) dual lone multi-frequency signaling, (4) single-party service
(5) access to emergency services, (6) access lo operalor services. (7) access lo interexchange
senvice, (8) access lo directory assistance; and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-income consumers




XX

The Commission finds that pursuant to 47 C F.R. § 54 101{c) it wifl grant Baltic Telecom a
waiver of the requirement to offer toll control services until December 31, 1998 The Commission
finds that exceptional circumstances prevent Baltic Telecomn from prowviding toll control at this time
due to the difficulty in obtaining the necessary software upgrades 10 provide the service

XX

The Commussion finds that Baitic Telecom intends to provide Lifeiine and Link Up programs
1o qualifying customers throughout s service area consistent with stale and federal rules and
orders

XX

The Commission finds that Baltc Telecom shall advertise the availability of the services
supported by the federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout
ds sernice urea using media of general distnbution once each year  The Commussion further finds
that if the ra‘s for any of the services supported by the federal universal senice support mechanism
changes, the new rate must be advertised using media of general distnbution

XXiv

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e){5). the Commussion designates Balt:c Telecom’s current
Study area as s sanice area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
I

The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26, 49-31
and 4TUSC § 214

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

Pursuant 10 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
1o recerve universal service suppon and shall, throughout iIts service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combination of its own facilities and resale of another carner's cervices The camer must also
advertise the availability of such services and the rales for the services using media of general
distnbution

v

The FCC has designated the following services or functionalities as those supported by
federal universai service support mechanisms' (1) voice grade access o the public switched
network, (2) local usage; (3) dual tone muiti-frequency signaling or its functional equal; (4) single
party service of its funcliona! equivalent, (5) access lo emergency services, (6) access 1o operator




services, (7) access to interexchange service, (8) access to direclory assislance, and (9) toll
limitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R § 54 101(a)

v

As part of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeiine and Link
Up services lo qualifying low-income consumers 47 CFR. § 54405 47CF R. § 54 411

Vi
Baltic Telecom has met the requirements of 47 CF. R § 54 101(a) with the exception of the
abdity to offer toll control Pursuant to 47 C F.R. § 54 101(c). the Commissicn concludes that Balic
Telecom has demonsirated excephonal circumstances that justfy granting 1 a waiver of the
requirement to offer toll control until December 31, 1998
Vil

Baltic Telecom shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifyng customers
throughout its service area consistent with stale and federal rules and orders

Vil
Bailtic Telecom shall advertise the avalabiity of the sernces supporied by the federal
universal service suppor mechanism and the charges therefor using media of gene.al distnbution
once each year If the rate .- any of the services supported by the federal universal service suppor
mechanism changes, the new rale shall be advertised using media of general distribution
X

Pursuant to 47 US C. § 214(e)(5). the Commission designates Baltc Telecom's current
study area as ils service area

The Commission designates Baltc Telecom as an eligible lelecommunicabions camer for its
service area

It is therefore

ORDERED, that Baltic Telecom's current study area is designated as s service area, and

FURTHER ORDERED, that Baltic Telecom shall be granted a waiver of the requirement 1o
offer toll control services until December 31, 1998 and i 1S

FURTHER ORDERED. that Baitc Telecom shall follow the adverhising requirements as listed
above, and it.1s

FURTHER ORDERED, that Baitic Telecom is designated as an ehgible telecommunications
camer for its senvice area




NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

#

L 7
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered 01 the _/ 2"‘6 day of December,
1997. Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-32, thus Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or
failure 10 accept delivery of the decision by the parties

-
Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this /' 7 ‘!’{ day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 8Y ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

The undersgned harsby certfes thal M
document has Deen sarved today upon ol partes of
record in the docCket, 88 Iated of e SoCsl sernde
kst by facesmide or by firad class mad, in property
sddreased enweiopes. Wit Charpes Drefaid Mereon

PAM NELSON, Commissfoner
p ol 7 -
.'r .I " - - ol i e
S SO, L r"{u QAL
LASKA SCHOENFELDER, Commirssioner '
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LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN
OF BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

The Baltc Telecom Cooperative submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR § 54 401(d)
Baltic Telecom Cooperative has been designated as an eligible telecommunications carrier by the
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“SDPUC™) and, as such, must make Lifeline and
Link Up service available 1o qualifying low-income consumers as set forth in the Commission’s
Finai Chrdder and Decision; Notice of Fanry of Decrsion dated November 18, 1997, issued in
Docket TC97-150 (In the Matter of the Investigation into the Lifeline and Link Up Programs)
which is attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the cnitena established under 47 CFR 88
54 400 10 54 417, inclusive

A. General

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

2 A quahfied low-income consumer is a telephone subscriber who participates in at least
one of the following public assistance programs

a Medicaid

b Food Stamps

¢ Supplemental Security Income (551)

d Federal Public Housing Assistance

¢ Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

i A guahfied low-income consumer 15 eligible to receive either or both Lifeline and
Link Up assistance

4 Baltic Telecom Cooperative will advertise the availability of Lifeline and Link Up
services and the charges therefore using media of general distribution and in accord with
any rules that may be developed by the SDPUC for application to eligible
telecommunications carriers

5 In addition, Baluc Telecom Cooperative, as required by the Final Order und
Decission,; Notice of Entry of Decision of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will indicate in it's
annual report to the SDPUC the number of subscribers within it's service area receiving
Lifeline and’or Link Up assistance In addition, this information will be provided to the
Universal Service Administrative Company (“USAC™)

6 Information as to the number of consumers quahifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up
assistance cannot currently be provided by Baltic Telecom Cooperative because it has no
access to the government information necessary to determine how many of its telephone
subscribers are participating in the above referenced public assistance programs. Without



this information, Baltic Telecom Cooperative cannot provide, at this time, even a
reasonable estimate of the number of its subscribers who, afler January 1, 1998, will be
receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up service  Information as to the number of its low-
mcome subscribers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be provided afier
applications for Lifeline and Link Up assistance have been received by Baltic Telecom
Cooperative

7 In accord with the SDPUC s Final Order and Decision; Notice of Eniry of Decision
Baltic Telecom Cooperative will make application forms available 10 all of s existing
residential customers, to all new customers when they apply for residential local
telephone service, and to other persons or entities upon their request

B. Lifeline

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

2 Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switched network, local
usage, dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent, single-party
service or its functional equivalent, access to emefgency services, access o operator
services, access lo interexchange service, access to directory assistance, and toll
limuation

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

4  The total monthly Lifeline credit avalable 1o qualified consumers 1s 5 25 Baltw
Telecom Cooperative shall provide the credit to qualified consumers by applying the
federal baseline support amount of $3 50 to waive the consumer’s federal End-User
Common Line charge and applying the additional authorized federal support amount of
$1 75 as a credit to the consumer's intrastate local service rate The federal baseline
support amount and additional support available, totaling $525, shall reduce Baltic
Felecom Cooperative's lowest tariffed (or otherwise generally available) residential rate
for the services listed above in Section B3 Per the anached SDPUC Final Order amd
Decision; Notice of Emiry of Decision, the SDPUC has authonzed intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommunications carriers making the additional federal suppon
amount of $1 75 available The SDPUC did not establish a state Lifeline program to fund
any further rate reductions  (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact VI and VIII. and Conclusions
of Law Il and 1)




5 Baluc Telecom Cooperative wall not disconnect subscribers from thenr Lifeline service
for non-payment of toll charges uniess the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR § 54 401bY 1),
has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect requirement

6 Fxcept to the extent that Baltic Telecom Cooperative has obtained a waiver from the
SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54 101{c), the company shall offer toll imitation to all
qualifying low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline service  If the
subscriber elects to receive toll limitation, that service shall become parnt of that
subscriber’s Lifeline service

7 Baltic Telecom Cooperative will not collect a service deposit 1n order (0 innate
Lifeline service if the qualifying low-income consumer voluntari’* elects toil blocking on
their telephone line  However, one month’s local service charge » may be required as an
advance payment

C. Link Up
I Link Up means

(a) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecommunications
service for 2 single telecommunications connection at a consumer’s principal
place of residence. The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge or
$30 00, whichever is less, and

(b) A deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed for commencing
service, for which the consumer does not pay interest.  The interest charges not
assessed to the consumer shall be for connection charges of up to $200 00 that are
deferred 10 a pentod not to exceed one year

2 Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are customarily
assessed for connecting subscribers to the network  These charges do not include any
permissible security deposit requirements

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

RBalie Telecom ( '-m;-.'r;mn i
PO Box 307 Baluce, SD 57003
(GOS) §29.5454
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EXHIBIT "A"

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORDER AND

INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISION; NOTICE OF

PROGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
) TC97-150

Al its August 18, 1997, regularly scheduled meeling, the Fublic Utilities Commission
(Commission) voted to open a dockel concerning the Federal Communicalions
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 suppor,
the state commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intraslate 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 intrastate jurisdiction,
up to a maximum of $7 00 in federal support. 47 CF.R § 54.403(a). A state commission
must file ur require the carrier to file information with the administrator of the federal
universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's Lifeline plan meets the criteria sel
forth in 47 C F.R. § 54 401,

By order dated August 28, 1997, the Commission allowed interested persons and
entities 1o submit written comments conceming how the Commission should implement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs, In their written comments, interested
persons and ertities commented on the following queslions:

1 Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions to allow
consumers eligible 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?

4 Whether the Commission should modify the cxisting Lifeline or Link Up
Programs?

4 Shall the Commission file or require the carmier to file information with the
administrator of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the carner’s Lifeline
plan meets the criteria set forth in 47 CF.R § 54 401(d)?

By order dated October 16, 1997, the Commissior: set public heanings lo receive
public comment on the questions listed above The hearings were held at the following
times and placas

RAPID CITY Monday, October 27, 1997, 1.00 p.m,, Canyon Lake Senior Citizen:
Center, 2900 Canyon Lake Drive, Rapid City, SD




PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 1:30 p. m,, State Capitol Building, Room
412, 500 Enst Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

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

Al its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commission ruled as follows: On the first
issue, the Commission authorized intrastate rate reduclions lo allow eligible consumers
lo receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. With respect lo the second issue, the
Commission decided 1o not sel up a stale Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this
time. On the third issue, the Commission eliminaled the exisling TAP program that
requires U S WEST and carriers 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 ruled that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the camers, ¢ welop a standard form
for self-certification; that these forms be senl to all of their customers prior o January 1,
1998, and thereafter, lo 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
camer be required o file with the FCC the information demonstrating that the carrier’s plan
meets the applicable FCC criteria and that the carner 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 support

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

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

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

The amount of TAP assistance is $7.00, $3 50 of which is federally funded, with the
remaining $3 50 funded by the local lelecommunications carnier. |d at page 3. Although
U S WEST was oniginally allowed lo charge a surcharge to fund the program, U S WEST
subsequently gave up thal right in Dockel F-3647-8, |n the Malter of the Public Utililies
Commission Investigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakola
Utiities Extubit 5 In order to 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 al 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 o 8 maximum of
$3000 |d at page 3 In order lo receive Link Up assislance, 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 telephone service al his or her
residence within the previous three months, and must nol be a dependent for federal
income tax purposes (dependency criteria does nol apply to those 60 years of age or
older) |d The Link Up program is funded entirely oul of federal funds. Id

v

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, |n the Matter of Federal-State Joinl Board on Universal Service, adopted May 7, 1897.
Beginning January 1, 1998, the FCC found that the federal baseline Lifeline support will
be $3.50 per qualifying low-income consumer with an additional $1.75 in lederal 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
amoun! of any stale Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available. |d

v

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue to be a
reduction in the lelecommunications carrier's service connection charges equal lo one half
of the carrier's customer connection charge or $30.00, whichever is less 47 CFR §
54 413(b)

Vi

Pursuant lo the FCC's rules, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer is eligible for support if the consumer participales in one of the following
programs: Medicaid, food stamps; Supplemental Security 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 slate Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penalty of perjury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the
programs listed above and agrees o notify the carrier if the customer ceases lo participate
in such program or programs. Id

Vil

The first issue is 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
telecommunicalions compames providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers {o receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. Thus, the tolal amount of
federal support is $5 25 per eligible customer

Vil

The second issue is whether the Commission should sel 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

IX

The third issue is whether lo modify or eliminale the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect lo the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall eliminale the existing TAP program that requires U S WEST and carniers thal have
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3 50 reduction of local rates lo 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 efiect of following the | CC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is
that 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 cariers, develop a standard form for self-
certificalion. The carriers shall send these forms lo each customer prior (0 January 1,

1898. The carriers shall also send a form lo each of their new cuslomers. Finally, the
carrniers shall make the forms available 1o any person or enlity upon regquest

X

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

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|
The Commussion has junsdiction over this matter pursuant lo SDCL Chapter 49-31,

specfically 49-31-1 1, 49-31.3, 49.31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49.31-11, 49-31-12 1, 49-31-12.2 and
124 and 47 C.F R §§ 54 400 to 54 417




Pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 403(a), the Commussion authorizes inlrastate rale
reductions for eligible telecommunicalions companies prowviding local exchange service
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additional $1 .75 in federal support

The Commission declines lo institute a state Lifeline program to fund further
reductions a’ this time. The existing South Dakola 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 consullation with the carriers, shall develop a
standard form for self-certificalion The carriers shall send these forms to each customer
prior to January 1, 1998 The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity
upon request

v

Pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 401(d), the Commission finds the carriers shall be
required to file that information demonstrating that the carrier's plan meels 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 is therefore

ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers to receive the addiional $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 time: and it is

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 carriers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior o
January 1, 1998; that the carriers shall also send a form lo each of their new customers,
and that the cainers make the forms available to any person or entily upon request, and
iis




FURTHER ORDERED, thal 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 to the Commission. The carriers shall also include in their
annual report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link

Up supoort

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _ /¢ %day of Novem ser, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hersby ceriifies thal This
document has Deon sened lodsy upon o partes of

record in this dockst, s Bated on the docket service
Wsl, by lscsimie or by firsl class mal, in properly
adoreased ) . with charges propaid thereon
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e 111227
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BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:






