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SRS Hapin TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

Public Utihiies Commuission
T - . CHTETRINC Al s f
‘.‘![JIC(.JPIIHI 500 E L.jpilu] These are (e lelec & service Mengs that the Comvresiion has recenied lod The petiod o

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

Phone: (800) 312-1782 =
you need 4 complete copy of & Ming laved, overnight sipressed. or mailed 1o you, please contact Delaine Kodbo within five days of this Mling

Fax: (605) 77)-3809

NUMBER TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS o ey b
REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY
TCo7-078 Apphcaton by Joumney Telecom International, Inc. for a Certificate of Authorty to operate as a telecommuniCations company 06/11/97 070797

within the stale of South Dakota (Staft: TS/TZ)

Applicabon by Calls for Less, Inc. dbv'a CIL for a Certificate of Authorty to operate as a telecommunicalions company within
the state of South Dakota (Staff. TS/TI) Apphcant seeks authorty to onginale and terminale “intrastate. intralLATA and 061797 070707

8T.08
TCo7-081 interLATA calls of business and residental cuslomers, lo operate as a Travel and Debdl (Prepad Caling) Card reseller, and
to prowde COCOT/COPT servce ”
Appbcaton by Crystal Communicabons, Inc. for a Certficate of Authonty to operate as a lelecommunicabions company within
1C97-103 the state of South Dakota (Staf TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authonty to prowde local telecommunicatons semices and 06/19/87 070787

mterexchange lelecommuncabons senaces. The Apphcant will not offer any local telecommunicabons semwces withan a Rural
Telephone Company senice area withoul secking separate Commission authornty

Appicaton by Quintelco. Inc. for a Certficate of Authomty to operate as a telecommunicabons company within the state of South
Dakola. (Staft TE&TZ) Applcant “intends to subscnbe to and resell all lorms of inter-exchange and intra-exchange
TCE7-104 | telecommumcations senaces in the state of South Dakota. ncluding local dial tone services Message Telephone Service, Wide | 061997 orareT
Area Telephone Sennce, WATS-ke seraces. foregn exchange senacs private ines. be knes. access senice, cellular sernice
local swiiched senace and other sennces and lacidbes of communicabons commaon carmers and othe entbes

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc pursuanito 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an elgible
telecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas that consitule s serwce area in South Dakota Intrastate
Telephone Company & the ftaci@es-based local exchange camet presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabions
TCO7-07T | senices m the loliowing exchanges in South Dakota. Bradiey (T84), Castiewood (T93), Clark (332), Florence (758), Hayt (783), | 06/1387 oTQTAT
Lake Norden (TAS), Waubay (847), Webster (345), Willow Lake (825) and Bryan! (628) Intrastate Telephone Company, lu
s knowledge, 8 the only carner today providing local exchange telecommunications seraces in the above denbfied exchange
areas_(Staft HBKC)
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Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U 5C. 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designation
as an eligible telecommunications cafrier within the local exchange areas that constiute its senace ntea in South Dakola
Interstate Telecommunicabons Cooperatve s the facilibes-based local exchange carner presently provwding local ext hange
telecommunications senices in the following exchanges i South Dakota  Goodwn (795), Cleat Lake (874) Gary (272)
Esteline (873), Brandt (876), Astona (832), Toronto (794), West Hendricks (479). Elkton (542 White (529) Brookings Rural
(683). Sinai (826), Nunda/Rutland (586). Wentworth (481) and Chester (489) Interstate Telscommunicabions Cooperatve
to its knowledge, s the only camer loday providing local exchange telecommunications serices i the above dentfied
exchange areas (Stafl: HB/KC)

Wist River Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e} and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an ebgible telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal consttute its servce area in South Dakota West
River Telephone s the facltes-based local exc hange carner presently providing local exschange telecommunications services
in the folioweng exchanges Bson (244), Buftalo (375), Camp Crook (B05.797) and (405-972) Meadow (7881 and Sorum [BEE
West River Telephane, to fs knowledge, s the only carmer today pronding local exchange telecommunicalions senices in the
above Wentfied exchaige areas (Stall HEKC)

Statebne Telecommunicatons, Inc. pursuantto 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgibie
lelecommunicabons camer within the local exchange areas that constitule its service area in South Dakota  Slateline i the
faciliies-based local exchange carer presentlty providing lacal exchange telecommunications senices in the following
exchanges Newell (456), Nsland (257) and Lemmon (605-374) and (701-378) Stateline to its knowledge, is the only carner
Tl:ﬂ"'d,’ prowding local exchange lelecommunicabtions seraces in the above dentfied sxchange areas (Staft HBXC)

Accen! Communicatons, Inc pursuant to 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as an eligible
Ielecommunications carner withen the local exchange areas that constitule its service area  Accent i the faciltes. based
sxchange carner presently prosding local exchange telecommunications sericas in the foll ywing exchanges Bristol (492)
Doland (635), Fredenck (329), Hecla (994). North Hecia {701-892) and Meliette (BR7) Accent to is knowledge, m the only
camer loday providing local exchange telecommuricabons senaces in the above identified exchi wge areas (Stalt HB/CH)

James Valley Cooperative | cinphone Company pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion
as an elgible lalecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttule s service area in South Dakota
James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company s the facilities-based exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange
lelecommunications serices in the lollowing exchanges in South Dakota  Andover (208), Claremant (254) Columbxa (156}
Conde (182), Ferney (395), Groton (387), Houghton (885) and Turlan (B97) James Vi lley Cooperatve Telephone Company
to fMs knowledge, s the only camer today providing local exchange felecommunicalions senaces (n the above wlontified
exchange areas (Stalf HB/CH)

Heartland Communicatons, Inc pursuani to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabaon as an elgible
lelecommunications catrier wilthin the local exchange areas that constiute s service area in South Dakota Heartland
Communications = the ficlSes-based local exchange carmer presently prownding local exchange telecommumcabons serices
i the following exchanges in South Dakola Platte/Geddes (3137) Heartland Communications 1o s knowledge s the only
carnet today provding local exchange telecommunicalions serices in the above sfentified sxc hange areas (Stat HB/ACH)
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TCH7-086

Midstate Telephone Company, inc. pursuant 1o 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that constitute &s service atea in South Dakota. Mdstate Telephone
Company is the facifies-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunicabons services in the
following exchanges in South Dakota' Academy (728), Delmont (779), Ft. Thompsan (245), Gann Valley (293), Kimball (778])
New Holland (243), Pukwana (B84), Stickney (732) and White Lake (249). Midstate Telephone Company, to s knowledge
& the only carmer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas (Staft
HB/CH)

genrha?

07077

TCO7-087

Baltic Telecom Cocoperative pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunicalions catrier within the local exchange areas that constilule its service area. Baftic Telecom Cooperative s the
facilities-based local exchange camer presenlly prowding local exchange telecommumications senices in the lollowing
exchanges Baltic (528 and Crooks (543). Baltic Telecom Cooperalive, 1o its knowledge, is the only carrier loday providing
local exchange lalecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas. (Statf. HB/KC)

06/17/97

ormarer

TCa7-088

East Plains Tetecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicabons carnier within the local exchange areas that constitute its senice area “last Plains Telecom, Inc s the
facilities-based local exchange carner plesenily providing local exchange telecommunicabions senvices in the following
pxchanges Alcester (934) Hudson (984), and East Hudson (712-982) Eas! Plains Telecom, Inc_, to #ts knowledge. s the only
carner today providing local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the above identified exchange areas (Statf HBXC)

(=]
-
=]
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o
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Western Telephane Company pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ebgible
telecommunucabons camer wilthin the local exchange areas thal consttute its serice atea in South Dakota Western Telephone
is the facities-based [ocal exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunicalions services in the fallowing
exchanges. Cresbard (324), Faulkton (598) and Onent (362] Western Telephone, to its knowledge, s the only carner today
ptoviding local exchange telecommunicabons senvices in the above identfied exchange areas (Staft HBKC)

61797

L=

ororeT

TCe7-080

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant 1o 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as
an eligible telecommunicabons carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area in South Dakota
Stockholm s the facites-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senices in the
foliowing exchanges in South Dakota  Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Rewlio (623) and South Shore (756). Stockholm, to its
knowtedge, is the only camer foday prowding local exchange telecommunications servces in the above dentified exchange
areas (Stafft: HBKC)

0817

LTa ]

07/07/87

TCo7-082

Kennebec Telephone Co pursuant lo 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eigible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area in South Dakota Kennebec
Telephone Co. s the facilibes-based local exchange carner presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons senices
in the following exchanges: Kennebec (869) and Presho (885) Kennebec Telephone Co , Ic its knowledge, s the only carmer
today prowiding local exchange telecommunications senvices in the above identified exchange areas (Staff. HB/ICH)

08/1897

oToTeT

TC97-093

Jeflerson Telephone Co., inc. pursuant t~ 47 US.C. 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible
telecommunications cammer within the local exchange areas thal constiule #s service area in South Dakota Jefferson
Telephone Co., Inc. is the facilfies-based local exchange carer presently provding local exchange lelecommunications
senvices in the following exchange. Jefferson (966). Jefferson Telephone Co, Inc., to iis knowledge, s the only carrier today
providing local exchangs telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas (Staft HB/CH)

06/18897
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Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an
eligble telecommunicabons camer withn the local exchange areas thal constitule its sernce area  Sully Buttes Telephone s
the facilitos-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange lelecommuricabons semces in the following
TCB7-004 | exchanges: West Onida (264), Hichcock (266), Seneca (438), Tolstoy (442), Onaka (447), Wessington (458), Langlord (481) 06/1947 grmore
Roshalt (537), Tulare (586), Highmote (852), Hatrold (875). Ree Heghis (941) Hoven (848) Blunt (962} and East Onida (971)
Sully Buttes Telephone, 10 ts knowledge. s the only carner loday prowding local sxchange telecommunicabons senaces in the
above entfied exchange areas (Stafl. HB/CH)

Venture Communications, Inc. pursuant 1o 47 US C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ehgible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constitute its semice area Venture Communicabons o the
facilities-based local exchange carner presently prfowding local exchange telecomnmmunications serwces in the fallowng
TC87.095 | exchanges Onida (258). Bowdle (285). Roscoe (287). Pwerpont (325). Britton (448) Brmton. ND (T01-44)) Roslyn (485 08/19%97
Wessington Spangs (535), Selby (648), Gelttysburg (765) and Lebanon (768) Ventute Communicabions, to s knowledge, s
the only carmer today prowding local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the above wenbhed exchangc are i)
HACH

o

Sta

SANCOM Inc pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an ehgible telecommunic abons
caimaest within the local exchange areas tha! constitute its serwce area n South Dakota SANCOM m the lacites-based loca
TCE7-006 | exchange camer presenty provding local eschange lelecommunications servces in the lolilowng exchanges in South Dakota | 06199 Hfy
Wolsey (883), Parkston (828) and Trpp (935) SANCOM, o its knowledge, s the only carrier today prowding local exschange
lelecommunicabons senices in the above Wenbfied exchange areas (Staft HB.CH

Sanborn Telephone Cooperatve pursuant to ATUSC 2V4(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herely seaks desgnation as an ey
telecommunicabons carmer within the local t«l;_hanu_e areas that consttute s serwce atea in South Dakota Sanborr

TrGT.007 Telephone & the fackbes-based local exchange carmiel presently provding local exchange telecommuiicabons senaces in the s - A
¢ - % . § . " - - . 018w ]
following exchanges in South Dakota Ethan (227). Mt Vernon (238) Lelcher (248) Forestburg (485) Aresan (527
Woonsockel (7T96) and Alpena (849) Sanbom Telephaone 1o ds knowledge, s the only Corner today prowding local exchangs i

telecommunications sanices in the above entified exchange areas (Staft HB/CH)

Betoalord Murnapal Telephone Co pursuant o 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as an eligible
lelecommunicabions camer wathin the local eachange areas tha! constitute ts serace afea in South Dakota Beresford Tel
TCET-088 | = the facites-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local eschange lelecommunications senaces in the followng | 061957 oToTeT
exchange Beresford (763) Berestord Tel  to s knowledge m the only camer loday providing local exchange
telecommunicabons senices in the above denhfied eac hangs areas Statt HR¥C)

Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Assocabon pursuant o 47T U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 207 hereby seeks desgnabon
) A

As an ehgible lelecommunications carner withan the local exchange & eas that consttule ds servce afea Robert Jnhy
1C97.099 Telephone Cooperatve AssoCiabon o the Tacikes-based local exc hange carnef presently prowding local exchange g 40T 10757
R L lelecommunicabons senaces in the following exchanges North New Efingten. ND (701.634), New Effinglon (617) and Clawe .
City (652). Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Assocabon, 1o its knowledge, s the only cainer today provding a
! exchange telecommunications senaces in the above entfied axchange areas (Statt HBXC)
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TCS7-100

RC Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC. 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommunicabons cafmer within the local exchange areas thal consttute s service area. RC Communicabons is the faciities-
based |ocal exchange cumer presently providing local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the following exchanges
MNorth Veblen, ND (701-834), Wilmo! (928), Peever (832). Veblen (738) and Summit (398). RC Communications, lo fts
knowledge, is the only camer today prowiding local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the above dentfied exchange
areas (Staft: HBXC)

orarmR?

Spitrock Properties, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e} and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby sesks designation as an ebgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitute s senice area in South Dakota Spitrock
Propertes, Inc. is the facilities based local exchange camer presently provding local exchange telecommunications sensces
in the following exchanges in South Dakola. Howard/Carthage (772) and Qldham/Ramaona (482). Spitrock Properbes, Inc
lo fts knowledge, is the only carrier loday prowding local exchange lelecommunications senices in the above identified
erchange areas (Staff: HBKC)

ormaTe?

Spitrock Telecom Cooperatve, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunications carrer within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area  Splitrock Telecom Cooperative
Inc is the lacities-based local exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons semaces in the
following exchanges: Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-594) and (507-587) Spitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc . fo s
kniowledge, is the only carmer today providing local exchange telecommunications servces in the above dentifed exchange
areas (Staft HBXC)

Tri-County Telecom, inc. pursuant to 47 U.SC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion as an ebgible
telecommunicatons carrier within the local exchange areas lhat constitute its senace area in South Dakota Tri-County
Telecom, Inc. is the faciliies-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabions semices
in the following exchanges in South Dakota. Clayton (825) and Emery (443). Tri-County Telecom, Inc., lo its knowledge, is

the only carnier today prowding local exchange lelecommunicalions services in the above identified axchange areas (Staft
HB/CH)

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

U S WEST Communications, Inc_ filed for approval by the Cornmission the Type 1 Paging Agreement between KJAM Mobile
Paging and U 5 WEST. “This Agreement was reached through voluntary negotiations without resort to mediation or arbitrabion
and is submitted for approval pursuant to Section 252(e' of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act of 18958 KJAM Mobile Paging and U S WEST further request that the Commission approve this
Agreement without a hearing and withou! allowing the intervention of other partes. Because this Agreemen! was reached
through voluntary negutiations, # does nol raise issues requining a hearing and does nof concern other parties not a par of the
negobations Expedibous approval would further the public interest

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

U 5 WEST Communications filed tanfl sheets thal remove references to exchanges that have been soid by U S WEST The
sale was effective June 1, 1RS7. In addition, this filing includes some text changes and ciean-up fems. U 5 WEST has
requesied an effective date of June 1, 1887 for this filing. (Staff: DJ/CH)
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

] East Plains Tolecom_ Inc. on June 13 1687 [ MNA —[
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Soutt Datkota
Public Utilities Commission

State Capitol Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070
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Oclober 1, 1997

Mr. Richard D. Cont
Executive Director
SDITC

P. 0. Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE: Elgible Telecommunications Carmier application, TC97-088
East Plains Telecom, Inc

Dear Mr Coxt
The above-referenced application has been reviewed by the siafl of the Public Utilites

Commission. The loliowing additional information is needed in order for the Commission o
consider this apphcation

1. Pursuani lo 47 CF R 54 101(a){4), single-party service or its funclional equivalent must

be made available by an Ebgible Telecommunicabons Camer (ETC) to receive universal
service support mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this service?

2 Pursuant o 47 CF R, 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up services mus! be made
available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers. Does ithe applicant company, as
refersnced above, make these services available 1o qualifying consumers?

3. Please prowide a venfication by an authonzed officer, under oath, 1o the Commission in
which the apphcant represents to the Commssion that the facls stated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response o dala request nos. 1 and 2, above, are truthful

Please respond by Oclober 14, 1987 Upon receipt of this information, it will be evaluated by
stal! and the matier will be scheduled for consideration by the Commussion  Thank you for
your atienbon to this matier

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 ;

/ s /s

Jro

Karen Cremer
Staff Atlomey

cc Harian 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

TC97-068

TC97-069

TC87-070

TC97-071

TC97-073

TC97-074

TCOT-075

TC97-077

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

TC87-083

TC97-084

TC97-085

TCS7-086

TC97-087

TCe7-088

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-082

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

TC97-097

TC97-088

TC97-100

TC97-101

TC97-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TCa7-113

TCa7-114

TC97-115

TC97-117

TC97-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/BIA ) TCO97-130
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A ) TCI7-131

MCCOOK TELECOM )

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TCO97-154

COOPERATIVE )

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155
)

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TCo7-163
)

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167

)

The South Dakota Public Utlities Commussion (Commission) received requests from
the above caplioned lelecommunications companies requesting designation as eligible
telecommunications carners

The Commission electrorically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines to nterested individuals and entities.  On June 27, 1997, the Commission
received a Petiion 1o Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc. (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom, Inc (DTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TC97-075) On July 15, 1997, at its regularly scheduled meeling, the Commission granted
intervention 1o DTS and DTI in Docket TC97-075 No other Petitions to Intervene were
filed

The Commussion has junsdiction cver this matter pursuant to SICL 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 al the heanng shall be as follows. (1) whether the above captioned
telecommunicalions companies should be granled designation as eligible
telecommunications carmers, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the
Commission



A heanng shall be heid al 1.30 P.M, on Wednesday, November 19, 1897, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducied
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26 Al parties have the right to be present and to be
represented by an attorney. These rights and other due process rights shall be forfeited
if not exercised at the hearing. if you or your representative fail to appear at the time and
place set for the heaning, the Final Decision will be based solely on the testimony and
evidence prowided, if any, duning the heanng or a Final Decision may be issued by defaulit
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20 After the hearing the Commission vill consider all evidence
and testimony that was presented at the hearing The Commission will then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above
captioned lelecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible
lelecommunications carner, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunications camers  The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties
io the state Circud Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law It is therefore

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the time and place specified above on
the issues of whether the above captioned telecommunications companies should be
granted designation as eligible telecommunications camers, and the Commission shall
eslablish service areas for eligible telecommunications camers

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, this heanng i1s being held in a
physically accessible location. Please contact the Public Ulilities Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at least 48 hours pnor to the heanng f you have special needs so arrangements
can be made 10 accommodate you

A

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

— i

CERTWICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned herety cerifes that Mis BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
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THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

e 8 R i SR ORIV ED

)
IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE )  DEC 02 8997
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS )

COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS 5OUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC

ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS: JUTILITIES COMMISSION

)
VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-068
GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

TC37-069

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIGNS, INC.

TC97-070

ASSOCIATES, INC

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY TC97-073

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY TCS7-074
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY TCS7-075

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

TC97-077

)
)
)
)
}
}
)
)
VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE ) TCS37-071
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

| INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.
ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

| HEARTLAND 'OMMUNICATIONS, 1INC. 085

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC 131

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE rcsv-087

e e s s i s R e S et e e e S e

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

TCe7-088

e —————————————————————




WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.
JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,
IRC.
VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC.

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS

o = @

INC
SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC

TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC

BRIDGEWATER ANIS TA NDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE MPAN

MCCOOK PERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE MPANY

BE EINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONF
HANSON MMUNI ATIONS N D/B/A

T
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TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-092
TC97-093

TC97-094

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

TCS7-09%

TC97-100

TC97-101

TCS 11
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| HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

| HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A TC97-131
MCCOCK TELECOM

| WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS TC97-154
COOPERATIVE

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. TC97-155

| U § WEST COMMUKICATIONS, INC, ) TC97-163

| THREE RIVER TELCO TC37-167

EROCEEDINGS November 19, 1497
1:30 P.M.
Room 412, Capitol Building
Pierre, South Dakota

U COMMISSICN: Jim Burg, Chairman
Laska Schoenfelder, Commissioner

|

Pam Nelson, Commissioner

COMMISSION STAFF

PRESENT: Rolayne Ailts Wiest
Camron Hoseck
Karen Cremer
Harlan Besat
Bob Knadle
Gregory A. Rislovw
David Jacobson
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CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. We’ll go ahead and
the hearing for the dockets
igible telecommunications carriers
is approximately 1:50,

and the location o h

State Capitol, Pierre,

am Jim Burg, Commission
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MS5. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff.

HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission

WIEST: We have had a request to take cne
1ese dockets first and that's TC97-075. Do any of

want to make an copening statement before we

begin?

Why don’t you proceed with 075 then.

MR. OIT: Sure, that’'s fine, I really don't
have an cpening statement. There are a couple of
exhibits that we would like to admit. And 1 understand
there's also been some letters sent to the Commission
that we would like to admit inte the record as evidence

ETC

IC questions, And that would be Exhibit Number

ch the application of Fort Randall for ETC

Exhibit No. 2, which is the response

© a data request from staff, dated, I
lst. And there are two letterg.
ve marked those yet.

TS 4 3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR

wo other exhibirs

Kathy Marmer, isg




Exhibit 3 is the letter

and Exhibit 4 is

MR. COIT: So the
Robert Marmet Commission,

"

rom
the Commission

Lo

a letter from Mike
: : the date

MS.

}

November

Because
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here
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the Commissioners?
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| have the dates. I

manner.
CHAIRMAN BURG:
MS. WIEST: Let'
then we'll have Harlan as

to TC97-068. Does anyone
TC97-0687

CHAIRMAN BURG:

data request response is t
MS. WIEST: Yes.
packet .
MR. COIT: Is th
consider or deal with thes

indicated or suggested?

WIEST: I*d

few of them I have a coupl
MR. COIT: Ckay.
intraoduce the exhibits?
MS5. WIEST Yes
MR COIT With
there are two exhibits E
ETC request filed by Vivia
Exhibit No. 2 is the respo
Company to a data reguest

would move the

admission o

don’t

have them here with

That’'s fine.

8 just go through them and

the witness. Let's go back

have any gquestions on

Just a clarification. Wharct
his?

That would be in that
ere a chaice that we could
e en mass as Mr. Hoseck has
rather not just because on a
e guestions on some of them.

Should I go ahead and
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n Telephone Company.

nse of Vivian Telephone

from Commission sta

£ those exhibits. I
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Okay. Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No. 1 is €6-1597,

2 |and the date on the response to the data regquest is

3 10-14-97

4 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 6-9; right, not £-1957?
5 ME COIT 6-19 6-9, EexXcuse me.
6 | MS. WIEST;: Dkay . Is there any objection to

7 | admicting Exhibi

Cad

8 1 and 2 in 0687 1If not, they've

O

8 | been admitted. Again, Rich, on Exhibit 2, the first

gquestion, it says we provide single party service

o

throughout. I guess 1°'1l]l assume that means all

11 | customersa?

12 ME COIT: I would call Don Lee, Don Lee is

113 here representing Vivian as well as some of the other
14 companies. Don Lee, do you want to take a seat?

T
[~
(8
I

i ]
B
¥
P ¥
o
s
®
=

g

[
-
o

duly sworn,

e
=]
=
[+1]
-
4
]
3
°r ]

E
3
P
E
2

19 | BY MR COIT
- T |
- - Coulid you respond to Commisgion counsel's |
|
21 questior please? !
22 A fes “he answer to your question is, yes it
23 ices indicate that they provide service private line |
1
L E b vnerhmutr *hkh - !
-4 nroughout he stud irea .
25 MS WIEST Single party to all customers? |
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It's available to all customers?

A. Right.

MS. WIEST: Thank you. That's the conly
question 1 have. Does anybody else have any questions
for this witness for 068? If not, thank you. did
admitr Exhibit 1 and 2. 069.

MR. CDI1T: We would move the admission of
Exhibicts No. 1 and 2 in 06%, and that is an ETC request

or application dated 6§-9-97 and response

data regquest dated 10-14-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objection? 1If

- ]
oeen

admitted

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

Excuse me, I

to a staff
not,

they’'ve

do

no- have the data reguest up here with me for some
reason. I'm sorry about this, but I need to go back
and ask Mr. Lee about the Lifeline, Link Up I think
was that covered in the data request? I'm sorry to be

ball, but I
company

need Co

intend to have that implemented by 1-17
A. You‘re referring to the Viwvian

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

what we’'re doing now.

did not have

is doing

Yeah,

and so I

that

(]

eline,

=
Ll

whet her you

Telephone

Vivian is
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in their original applications. !
‘ MR. COIT: I was at the conclusion of going
|
=through, I guess, the questions and so forth, I was
!baﬂxcally - before the Commission acts on any of

to re

has que

1]
L]

pects of

l1d suggest you

go ahead and ask it.

state the request. But if the

stions of Mr. Lee with respect to

providing it, I would -- yeah, 1

CHAIRMAN BURG: No, I don‘'t have a problem as
lcng as we know all of them that’s goning to apply to. |
In other words, if it applies to every one of them, i
then the statement at the end saying it applies on a:l;
of them is adequate for me Or if you have some that

.
already could do the toll control, we need to know |
that I doubt if there are any at this time. I

MR. COIT No, we don't. And the waiver !
request 1s included in all the applications. But jus:i
to make sure it was ruled on, I was intending on
bringing it up again at the end. '

CHAIRMAN BURG Okay. That*s fine with me

MS. WIEST Any other gquestions of this .
witness regarding 068 and 069? 1If not, we will go to
TC97-070

MR. CO1T: Again, I would mova for the
admission of two exhibits in TC97-070, and that is the
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to TCS7-074.

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of|

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-12-97

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

10-31-97.
MS. WIEST: Are there any objections?
., 1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any
gquestiona concerning 0747 I have the pame question on

this one, Rich, regpect to the data reguest number

Would an affidavit be adegquate?

Yeah, as far as al customers.

I will make sure that gets

juestions on 0747

move for the admission
ETC requesat and that's
admission of Exhibit No.

to data request dated 10-9-97.

is also hibit No. 3 n
22 |5upp1emcn?al response to staff data reguest. It's
23 dated 10-28-97 We move the admission of all three |




18

three exhibits have been admitted. Are there any

=

gquestions regarding this docket?

ITC today as well?

dn

|’
|
3 ! MR. COIT: I believe Mr. Lee is representing
|
I

5 MR. LEE: That's right.
& MS. WIEST: Okay. Let's go to TC97-078.
7 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-13-97
and move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is

response to staff data request dated 10-9-957.

W
o

11 M5. WIEST: Any objection to those exhibits?

12 If not, they've peen admitted. Any questions

13 | concerning this docket? Let's go teo TC97-080. {
]
14 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

15 | Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-16-97

16 | and also move for admission of response to staff data
17 | requegt Exhibit No. 2, which is dated 10-14-97
-1
f
- - .0 W Pm e e - r
18 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and |
[ ]
19 |2 1f not, they've been admitted. Any gquestions
20 recarding this docket? If not let’'s move to |
i
= 1
1 TC97-081.
22 MR. COIT We move for the admission of ETC
| s = -
23 | request dated €-16-97, which is Exhibit No. 1, and also|
1
e Earbibi e - T - P N - - 3 |
24 | Exhibit No ., respoanse to staff data :1aguest, dated !
25 10-15-97




W

— :

1 | MS. WIEST: Are there any objections to 1 and|

|
22?2 1If not, they’'ve been admitted. Any gquestions
regarding this docket? 5o, Rich, with respect to this |
one, you will be asking at the end about the waiver fsﬂ
| |

11

single party and all the other waivers; is that

T,

"
-

1]

6 | right

7 MR. COIT: Is there a wai'er regquest in the

B | Stateline on the single party issue?

9 | MS. WIEST: Yes. |
10 | MR. COIT: I wasn’'t aware of that. 1 F

|
: - |
11 | understood there were some companies that had purchased|

12 |U S West ec<changes that were still in the process of

13 converting some party lines. But, yes, if they need a
14 | waiver, I guess so. I'll renew that request. I don't
|
15 | have any factual information 1 can provide. I don't i
16 believe, Mr Lee, are you here representing Statellne?i
.
17 | MR. LEE: I am. And in ccnversations with !

18 | Stateline management yesterday, they indicated that

|
|
I
|
]
|

1% | they would likely need a waiver request until March,

a
B
[y
-y

rame when they can finish the construction

l | to provide all one party service.

rJ
L
T

22 MS. WIEST: And in their application they're
;

23 actually asking {or a one-year waiver; correct?

<4 MR. LEE But they’




MS. WIEST: So you probably just need a

=

2 waiver until June?

5 } CHAIRMAN BURG Do we need to act on the
|
[ waivers now?

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: De you want a

|
|

E] ima::cn cn the waiver now?
| MS. WIEST: Let's talk about that. The thing
[
|

is that all of thesge, 1 believe, are going to also need

& -
11 a motion on the waivers for the one year on the toll
12 | control, and we haven’'t been doing any of those motions|
|
13 | at this time
14 CHATIRMAN BURG We have to take each of those
1 geparate motions, doc you think, at the end for the toll}
|
AT vl |
L QOLTOL: |
|
17 MS. WIEST Yes If we want to go - |
18 MR. COIT We could pick it up here now and [
19 | start doing waivers That might be the easiest way [
- - - |
20 HAIRMAN EURG I{ we got to go through each |
i 1
|
21 w |
I
22 MR COIT Rule on them as you go through |
|
1
23 CHAIRMAN BURG Easier than going back |
24 M5. WIEST Kay Fcr 081 with respect to J
25 the waiver unti june lst, 1998, concerning single !
i
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1 =pazLy service to all customers, and the second waiver |
2 {on toll control for one year -- one year from what
3 | date, Rich?
4 MR. COIT: I think I would guess that that
5 ould be from the date of the order.
| 6 | MS5S. WIEST: Okay.
7 MR. COIT: On the toll control? You're
8 | speaking to the toll control; correct?
N MS. WIEST: Yes, toll control. |
10 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a quea:ls%
11 Iar long as we're talking about the waivers beth on toll

12 | control and on the single party service, As long as

&
ak
&l

13 ycu're asking for waivers, let's make sure it‘'s done

14 | properly and that we're not back here in two months

15 | acking for more waivers. I would hate to go through

16 | this process, or would not like to go through this

17 | process again I think we need to be accurate when

18 | we‘re doing it. I also have a guestion about what

i% | meets the regquirements of the Act? How much of a

20 waiver can we give? I don't know as I know the answer
21 | to that

241 MS. WIEST: PRight. The time actually in the
23 | FCC Order is not specified. But it does say in

24 Eparagraph 89, I believe, that the Commission must, upon

25 | a finding of exceptional circumstances, you can make a
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They should have to l
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3 % : L ¥ 5 |
L show individual hardship, individualized hardship or
E inequity warrants additional time to comply and that
7 | would better serve the public interest that is in |
|
E strict adherence t the time pericd and it should
{
9 | extend only as long as the exceptional circumstances |
|
i &EX 1Bt |
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1
14 applications, while we've requested a year, we've also
- & By e s - - A F e - = - - el - T = & ¥ - e da
13 indicated that within that period of time we would filel
|
14 me information with the mmigsion indicating, you |
: KnoOwW whe the apablility is available I1f the
|
Fs = 0g " w ¥ l' W & ave d"d ur :_.F"F' - PO “IE _l]_.
1 .asion 1at h nd M I thin can
: ANSWer sSOome QUeBL 10T n the area f toll control thart |
18 i ¥ W e T But we're faced with a situdation '__:la‘l.'
19 where the ipabilities are just not available I1f{ a
a year is ¢ iong., you know, from our perspective we
21 really didn't know when it would be available and
22 | that’'s why we reguested a year But if there's better
23 iniormatior n that maybe the time period can be |
|
<4 iifferent But right now we really don‘t know when thel
i apability is going t be available
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to bel
the point, and I know everyone wants to get through
this, but to me it's very important that we do it
| right. And so if it means that we need to answer the
question when we grant these waivers and we send these,

or you send them on to the FCC, we need to be sure that

you have spelled out why these companies -- at least
this is what I'm understanding -- why these companies
| can*t do teoell control and why it’s going to take that
| long of a period of time to do single party service,
1hnd gao I think that should be in th: application

somewhere, or at least in our motion as we approve it,
| or we should have something on the record to support
where wa're going,

MS. WIEST: They do explain the reasons in

their application; their original application, with

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.
Y

MS. WIEST: But if there are any further ]

- |

juestions that the Commission would like to ask at this
. |
| time, if you need more information on that, we could do
|
| that now
!
: COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I would like to
L]
| know -- and this probably isn’t true of all companies.
|
LBU!’. of the ones you're testifying for at least,
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Lee, where they're at in deploying the technology
we need to do these two things and what kind of

you might expect. Because I don't want this to

forward the way that it's been perceived that it

go forwa
Okay. I might respond to
f there are specific
that. But the issue of
toll linm TF 1 eve under the FCC's
a

control,

yl the amount of its

14 | monthly bill, at which time a restriction automatically

. Kicks 1in and disallows access to the long distance i
.
1€ network. To my knowledge, there is no switch vendor 1ﬂ
1 the United States today who provides that capability |
|
B within its switch ! know that the vendors are working|
19 oAt I could not sit here with a clear conscience

Z ind indicate that on X date that 1 would expect it w‘.‘.|
. ¥ w 1akhl ~ 5 - . o . " |
ad ce avallable Given my honest opinion, I would doubr

22 | that it’'s available to the general population within a

|
231 | year’'s time period And therein is the reason I |
|
24 | believe that SDITC members ask for the one-year period |
|
: because we don't anticipate it being available. |
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The second or alternative to that is a

(8]

software provisioning of toll contrel. And, again, to

" |
3 | my knowledge, there is no interface between a software

4 | system and a switch that has that capability.

Primarily because it would take real time rating of a

1
customer’s usage; and because the customer control l
|
7 | switch interexchange carrier it's choosing, there are a|

|

tional call plans and rate structures that

would be applied. And, to my knowledge, there just is

®

q
-
"
1]

Q.
)

(5.1
&)
=
T

10 | no technology, nor software, available to carry out

11 | that program. |
12 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And if I recall
13 1ight, it doesn’t -- it‘’s not permissive, one or the
14 | other. You really to need to do all of the above. i
15 | MR. LEE: It includes both, that’s correct. |
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: : believe scme -
17 | companies have asked the FCC for clarification, thart !
:
18 | sort of thing And as far as I know, you might have :
1
19 | better information than I do that that decision has poJ
2C been handed down by the FCC. |
1
21 MR. LEE: A, I doubt 1 have better j:'
2 informacion; and, B, 1 agree it has not been handed |
23 | down, to my knowledge There is that clarificarion
24 | procedure request in front of the FCC '
25 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Okay.
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1 | available, it is in the public interest and would be

2 | very supportive of that concept.
3 CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I*1ll move that we

4 | grant the on¢-year waiver on toll -- what is it

5 | called? Toll limitation? Toll control?
I
[ COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.
7o COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to

8 | concur with that as long as the motion is understood

3 | that there will be some formal way to limit toll for

10 | these customers just so that everybody understands the

motion.

-
3

12 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I think in every application

13 | you agreed that you can do toll restriction --

14 MR. LEE: Right.
15 CHAIRMAN BURG: -= 4f 1 remember reading the

|
16 | applications, and that to me is satisfactory.
17 MR. LEE: Thank you. |
i8 CHAIRMAN BURG: Do you want them as a
1% .separute motion? Okay. I'll also move -- which one do
20 we need on this one?
214 MS. WIEST: The single party service until

| A
B
b

22 | June 1lst.
23 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I"ll move that we grant a

4 |waiver in TC97-081 in the single party requirement
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: For one year?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes.

MS. WIEST: 069,

CHAIRMAN BURG: 111 keep making them. 11
move we grant the toll control waiver in TC97-069 for
one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: 070.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant toll
control in TC97-070 for one year, the waiver for one
year

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Second ic,.

COMMISS

me, SION

]

R SCHOENFELDER: Conzur.

MS. WIEST: : &5 {7

L]
s

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l]l move that we grant toll
control, the waiver for toll contrel, in TC9%7-071 for
one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Cancur.

MS WIEST: 073.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'1ll move we grant the waiver

h

o

"

toll control in TC97-073 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
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1 MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of|
I
2 | the ETC request filed by Accent, dated €-17-97, and I
3 | Exhibit No. 2, the response to staff data request which|

4 is dated 10-8-97.

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

&€ | have been admitted. Any gquestions regarding 0837

7 i CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll move we grant the tcil,
B ithe waiver for toll control in TC97-083 for one year.
3 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Secunded.

10 l COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

11 | M5S. WIEST: TC97-084.

12 | MR. COIT: We move for the admission of the

13 | ETC request dated 6-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.
14 {1, and we move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, the
15 | response tec staff data request dated 10-8-97.

16 | M5. WIEST: Are there any cbjections? 1If '

17 | not, they’ve been admitted,.

11 move we grant the wa:veg

-

0
n
4
-
E+
4
X
o
m
S
o
&

T
&

]
e

tell contrel in TC97-084 for one year.

- COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded

21 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'll concur.

¢Z2 | Does this have a single party question on this one?

23 | MS. WIEST: No. They said in their original

4 | application that they are offering single party service

5 ito all consumers
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customers?

docketr? I

=

-

*8t, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-17-97, and response to
f data requests, Exhibit No. 2, which is dated
0-97

MS5. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they
been admitted. Same guestion, can you answer

Mr. Lee?

MR. LEE: I'm sorry, I don‘'t have the

ciated companies with the exhibit numbers. Which
company are we referring to?

MR. COIT: Midstate.

MR. LEE: They are currently all private line
ices

MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to al
Any other questions concerning this

8 there a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move that we grant the

C97-08% for ocne vear.

e

T
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it,
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: 085, 1 believe,
CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me, B85,

MS5S. WIEST: TCS7-086.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ET

MR. COIT: Single party; correct?

M5. WIEST: Single party to all customers?

(i
o




Fenad Fleme s — - - =
) . o [/} L
P e r~ wd " o
- et s L] A -4
- O - [ - e U Qv |
i ¥ Y ¥ = { ' Wl 1
=] e = e | o % ad - o |
i L4 0 H ] i 7] - - - o £
N & =] [ #) ( " et d
] %] . ] o i ~ I8 . o m b
& L] = wd . I (o] @ |
|  +1 &d w4 L3 ki = o o &l ‘ b {1 m o |
= = 2 -] L [ [ e | % = ] =3 _
[ o U [ . ¥ ] m O U - t = |
L] b [+ ™ i - n e - = ke e o m o [
S m : Q 2 i O D ™ 3] ; Q 0 o -
(8] i U | ¥ o J - L L L] LT o s | -
el LY o] @ m ™ - @ L] ¢ @ = O o
& k 4 L1 =] ~ il e x v s Ly L1 “d i ks
-] o v L L] b - b = w o
1 (-] -1 o (- 4 Az WD v = 1] # | [ 4 .- o [ 1] E
- | =7 1] - 1] il A 0 E [ - ud £ -] ki 4 O [
o o] [ = [ a8 m o - #] = L] (& b b & 1
E (8] - | ks @ L1 ol E 0 wd g - 3 0 *
s [ad . L} ad e O HH . 7] Li - -
] - e e - i ] 1] - '™ [ " =0 = Li
i — L] - - - ] 0 L ~ -4 o et = o .
. il - N [® [ )] [ ] -0 &d AL . o (&) 1] ® 8 o4 b -
e Q L w o ' > L3 o . L w Q £ e m . -4
4] W I | x - G ad . - = . | b o - . (7] (o ¥ T ]
LU I = #] L U o E L] - U o fud L m 2] L
b [ = we o = un L L3 i = v = = w r ad A - 0
L g L ) e LU - - oL & [ i i — o Y s |
0 (1 4 ~ (1 4 [ 4 x o m - [+ 4 r i o - L] m b |
L - | o (i1} ad ] al E = h 1] fad mn = -] |
. m U e o b ] o L+ m L = = - un ' _
(B b Q0 (™ t- . e -] [ X O i W -
w = [ (=] w | i | Ly = e e ul b 8 ]
Ed ] < (- t w Ll 4 = ot fad [~ o e v Ul il v ) . d (ad
[ Ll = x - iy L -4 Q fal i a = i o = o (1] - s v |
- | K 4 [+ 4 L. Lind K 4 L L1} £ LY o bt L . < L - ks m i 4 1
_ wd ba . = ® m A =] i > = i = b (o |
. oL L - x . - [+ : L Al - = L : . 0
| [+ 4 wm = - o . u e 0 Ly H - C o w0 - 14 i 1] 1 L
_ x x & -4 & U - - d 8 x L - L L 2. £ 4 -3 - -4 = |




-
o

[
[

e
[ N]

(=]
Kl

=]
un

R
L

| this one, Mr. Lee?

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 respeonse
to staff data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is
dated 10-17-97,

MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, Exhibirts

-

and 2 have been admitted.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

tcll control in TC97-088 for one Yyear.

(8]

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I* second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: Can you answer my guestion on

MR. LEE: Company name, pleasge?

MS. WIEST: East Plains.

MR. LEE: Currently is all single party
service,

MS. WIEST: Thank you.

MS. WIEST: TC97-089,

MR. COIT: Wwe move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-17-97,
and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is a response
to staff data request, dated 10-21-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, they've
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| admit Exhibit Numbers 1 and 2.

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

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. |

ME. WIEST: TC87-092.

ME. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC regquest of Kennebec
Telephone Company dated 6-18-97, and move for the
admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response to
staff data request dated 10-10-97. And I would note
that Mr. Rod Bauer is here to respond to any queszicns'

that

"’

he Commissioners or staff may have concerning
their reguest.

MS5. WIEST: Any questions concerning this
docket? If not, do you have a motion?
CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit both those?

MS. WIEST: I'm sorry, I did not. I will

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

COMMISSIONER NELSON: i'd secend it.

COMMISSIONER SCHUENFELDER: Concur.

M5. WIEST: TC97-0

0

3

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of

Telephone Company, dated 6-18-97, and move also for the
admission of Exhibit No. 2, respcnse to staff data

request, which is dated 10-10-%7. And I would nots
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that Mr. Dick Connors is available to answer any

guestions concerning the Jefferson request.

MS. WIEST: Any objection to the exhibics?
If not, they’'ve been admitted. Any gquestions
concerning this docket?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
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C97-093 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Cancur.
M5 WIEST: TC97-094.

MR. COIT: We‘'d move for the admission of
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27 I1f not, those exhibits have been admitted. Do you

have any witnesses for this one?

MF COIT Mr Lee is available for both
Sully Buttes and Venture

MS. WIEST H ust had a question, [ guess,
concerning single party service because in this one it
does say should facilities not allow immediate single
party service, Sully Buttes may offer multi-party
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1 | in the past?

2 A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no

ul

Lt
A

(ad

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

4 | think they added that language such that if there were

5 | a disaster that they had to respond toc, they wanted to
& | reserve the right to offer party 1 ne under the
7 | emergency basis only. But they have for a number of

B | years been all single party service.

MS. WIEST: Any other questions? {

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’1l move we grant a waiver

11 | on toll control for TC97-094 for one year.

12 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1°'d second it.

13 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, I'11

14 COncCur

15 | MS. WIEST: TC97-095.

16 MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
17 ETC Exhibit No 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission of |
18 | Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated

19 10-15-97 I would point out that I believe that there
20 | might be an issue with respect to single party service

21 walver in this case as well.

22 | MS. WIEST: Right. At this time are there
23 | any objections to Exhibit 1 and 2? 1If not, they've
24 | been admitted. Yes. And it would appear they would

25 | need a waiver. And my gquesticon for apparently they
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construction season. So 1 guess my guestion is

acce

ptable to us.

three multi-party customers and they plan to

l single party service during the 1988

ly they haven't asked for a waiver. Are you
MR. COIT: Yes, we would on their behalf.

think Mr. Lee would be able to respond to

cns on that I assume sO0 anyway.

MR. LEE: Sure. But that would be correct,

need a waiver. The same June 1 date would be

MS. WIEST: June 1, okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I*ll move we grant a waiver

in single party service to June 1, 1998, in TC97-095.

con
gran
year
=
requ

|
- e S e 2 : :
OMMISSIONE NELSON I would se=cond that.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Sure richty 5 ‘
CHAIRMAN BURG: And I'll also move that we
|
a warver for toll contrel on TC97-095 for one |

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
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admission of Exhibit No. 2, response

dated 10-10-97.
MS .

WIEST: Any objections?

been admitted. Any questions concern
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'1ll move
on toll control in TC97-096 for one

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS WIEST rc97-097.

MR COIT We move for the
Exhib!t No 1, ETC request, dated 6-1
Ne. 2, response to data request dated

Any objections?

been admitted Does anybody have any
oncerning this docker?
CHAIRMAN BURG:  ERil move W

in TC97-097 for one

toll control
COMMISSIONER NELSON I'd B
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST: TC97-098.,
MR. COIT We move for the
request dated 6-19-9%7, which is marke

m
=
=
s
o
ot

t No. 2, which

o
o N
o

0-14-97.

cbjection

we grant

to data

regu

ing

year.

second it

Concur.

admission
9-97, and

10-10

-87.

If not, they've

guestions

e grant
year.
econd it
Concur.
admission of
d Exhibit
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a wailver
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota

Association of Telephone Co-ops and the daily requestcs

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

single party
if that will
MS.
MS.

MS.

service throughout Roberts County Co-op,

suffice for your informition here.

WIEST: Is that sufficient?
CREMER: That's sufficient.

WIEST:

Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

for tell control

in TC97-099 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur,

MSs WIEST: TC97-100.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-15-97,

Exhibit No. 2, response to data

MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, they‘'ve
been admitted. Same question on this one. i
MR. LEE I don't know the answer, i
MR. CO11 There 1is Mr. Lee 18 not here |
representing RC Communications today, so 1 suspect
| we'll have to deal with that with a late-filed exhibit
1f that's okay
MS. WIEST Okay.
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'il move we grant a waiver

0
o
e
vy

ol in TC97-100 for cne year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1‘d second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M5 WIEST TC97-101

MR, COIT: We move for the admission

1, which is the ETC request dated

and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request
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C97-101 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second itc.
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44 MOVE we grant waiver
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COMMISSIONER NELSCN:

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST TC97-105.
MR COIT We move
regquest, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-57,

Exhibit No. 2, response t

o

I'd second

for the admissicn

data request

MS. WIEST: Any objecticn? If not, Exhibits
i1 and 2 have been admitted. Any gquestions concerning
this docker?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC97-105 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST TC97-108.

ME COTIT: We move for the admission of ETC
reqgquest, Exhibit Ko 1, dated £-23-97, and the
acmission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data
reqgquest dated 1-14-97

MS. WIEST Any objection? 1f not, Exhibit
1 and 2 have been admitted Same question. Can you,
Mr Lee, answer rthat ore? Is that single party service
available for --

MR. COIT For Faith.

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

MR COIT: We would request permission to
) 3 i |

ik .

Concur.

of ETC

and admission of

dated 10-14-97.
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Telephone Company service area. 1t has been since

Y

late seventies.

MS. WIEST: Are there any others guesations of

this witnesa? Thank you.
CHAIRMAN BURG: 1"1ll move we grant a waiver

control in TCS7-113 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-114.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company

6-25-97, that’s Exhibit No. 1. And also
he admission of Exhibit No 2, which is
to data requests of staff dated 10-9-97. And

here as well to respond to any questions

MS. WIEST: irst of all, any objection teo

they've been admitced

I would

available to al

Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges.

M5. WIEST: Thank you. Any other gquestion

- 5L

L * -

this witness?

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1l move we grant a waiver
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MS. WIEST: Any objection? If net, Exhibirs
1 nd 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning
this docketr? .
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver :
for toll control in TC97-117 for on= year i
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it i
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur |
MS. WIEST: TC37-121 {
| MR. COIT We move for the admission of |
Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request of Kadoka, dated 7-3-57,|
and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to dara |
regquests dated 10-28-97. |
MS. WIEST: Any objections to Exhibirs 1 and
2 If not, they‘ve been admitted. Any questions
i
concerning this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll control in TC%7-121 for one year. |
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'll second it ;
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDE™: Concur 1
MS WIEST TC97-125.
MR. COIT We'd move for the admission of ETC
request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 7-7-97, and Exhibit No
2, response to data reguest of staff, which is dated
10-25-97.
MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 ané_J
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CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll move we grant a waiver
| for toll control in TC9%7-131 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it.
! COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. !
MS. WIEST: TC97-154. t

ME COIT: We would move intoc the

L |

ecord |

m
]
4 3
*

L)
o+
-

o. 1, the ETC request, dated 9-10-97, and also|

. |
| Exkibit No. 2, the response to data regquest dated E
1 16-97 |

|

MS. WIEST: Any ocbjection to Exhibit 1 and i

1

|

£2 If not, they have been admictted. Let‘s see, on |

this one this was one of a couple that no time period ‘

was requesnted for the waiver 1 asgume you still want .

|

the che ear |
'

ME COIT: Mr. Barfield is here He could |

respond He*s Mr Bob Barfield, manager for kest
i
River
= [ L — |
ME WIEST ihey request a waiver but this is
one of the few ones that didn’'t ask for one year, as !
far as I can see, or any time period. 50 I was !

wondering if there was any different time period that
was being requested
|
BOB BARFIELD, |
called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

wag examined and testified as follows: |

Lo — = —— J




o ad L L === Jﬂ
= ’ = el = 0 th 1]
[ = =4 b . il L8 Nl i b
i O o a - =1 E o &l - m _
un A 1] © - o i b 1] - 1] m th L ]
i = L] =1 - L Q 5 - uh i o] - T -4 |
-] [ m e ] E - V) v — w4 i o] m | 0 o |
1] m b x L] L i ¥ - ' ol - or ® F =
=2 -] . v o m - =4 ~ k= b - LT) Ll & _
| o - Ly L e | = o o 0 [ b |
| s - ' 1] o o 0 - & = -4 0 - . |
12 L] od wd E 8] o L2 o ad o O ¥ 7] E m ad =
fa | e - ad b i - L = e - &t 0 . -] _
[#] | B e a = = = -1 4] wn wd e ~ [~ ] [ r |
>~ 1] . o o LY & = wd -t /] [ 1y B O i io |
n ad -} = il L (s (] ad ki n | i i L _
0 L] - - e . v 0 X . s ) L [ v € (o] - -
e . ¥ - o o -4 L) o o o v ¢ ] v ad 3 _
1] &J ae [ ¥ —4 ba - 5 = i ' = * i 1] i O |
1] i - v =4 m = e 4 b - ad ] K (] = | [ 1] s x _
] [, ] - 1 ] 0 4 -] = x [+ 4 [E] LT r 0 .
[+ 0 =] o8 o x £ o Ll 1 - o c 0 e _
(0] i - & [ =1 ad ad . L ¥4 (] { o ki 1] ¥ ] i 1
a. - - U o= 0 - U - i - . [ i [+N wd ge |
1] (] E =4 L 1) LY L '+ L] =4 [l e L m m L c |
E & LY 4 k| 3 B 3 L] v L L. - o i [T L
b - L1 i O s} e | e = Q F e L) b HY - % —
" L} g+ L0 - L] = L+ - o 0] [ -] 0
- g8 .0 -t = b ] . v £ o~ v th O n 1 ¢ - v g |
L] - . o x 4 ] 15 o H i [+ o O
. -




in
Lad

question with respect to the length of cthe waiver.

it

2 MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be the

3 | same. We would ask for a year on the waiver.

4 MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other questions?
|
5 | CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I°1] move thar we

-

6 | grant a waiver on toll control in TC97-155 for one

7 !year.

A | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

Bl COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I concur,

10 | MS. WIEST Thank you. Let’'s skip to
11 | TC97-167

12 MRE. COIT: I would just note that Three River

13 | Telco is not an SDITC member company, sc I'm not really

15 | here today to represent Three River Telcos

1 MS. WIEST Nobody is here?

16 | CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any questions on
17 | it, or do we have to have representation?

18 MS. WIEST: Somebody needs to move it in.

1% MR. COIT: Well, if you're looking for a

20 body, 1 guess I can serve as the body E
21 | MS. CREMER: Otherwise, I can move to admit
<2 | the two exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97. the request for
23 | ETC, and 11-7-97, the amended -- oh, I'm sorry, that's
24 | U S West Let me try that again 10-16 of '97 is the
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MS.

west, Or 1is
MS CREME
ME WIEST
STAFF'S
IDENTIFIC

called as

was

uld ask that they

te that their application does

g
ined and testified as follows:

—d

be admitted in.
Any objection? If not, they've

there any questions concerning this
r one period for toll control.
BURG: There isn’'t a guestion on the

though, is there?

BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

TC97-167 for one year.
NER NELSON: I'd second.
NER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
At this time did you want to go

Harlan going to speak to these

R We'll finish up these first
Oxkay |
EXHIBIT NC 1 WAS MARKED FOR I
ATION
HARLAN BEST, 1
|
|
a witness, being first duly sworn,

i)

ODIRECT E MINATION
B Ay b b
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A. Harlan Best.
Q. And what
A

is your job?

the Public Utilities Commission.

the

the cases which

those

the

Q.

a

.
"N

Q.

caption

-
M.

Ly

fternoon for the
Yeg .
And have you

in the

And have you been present

I am deputy director of fixed utilities

South Dakota.

hearing

in the

for

room

hearing on these applications?

had the opportunity

notice of

this hearing which

are before the Commission

A. Ves.

Q. And are you familiar with the applicatio

cf these cases?

A. Yes.

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

A. Yes, 1 have,.

Q. You have before you an exhibit numbered

No. 1; is that correct?

A. Yes

0. And is that an exhibit that you prepared

course of your dutiesg?

ly explain to the Commission,

to review
lists

on this date?

ns
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1 MS. WIEST: Is there any objection?

2 | MR. COIT: My comment would be that I just
3 | received this so I haven’'t had an opportunity to go

4 | through to make sure this is all accurate. 1 guess 1 |

£ | can take Mr. Best's word that it is accurate and I°'11
6 ]have to do that, ! guess. Other than that, I don't
7 have any comment,.
|
8 MS. WIEST: Do you want an opportunity to

5 | look it over?
10 | MR. COIT: Well, it might take me a while, so
11 i} don't have any objection.

12 M5. WIEST: Okay. Then Staff Exhibit No. 1

13 iwzli be admitted into all of the dockets that we have

15 MR. HOSECK: Okay. Thank you

16 0. Based on the review of these dockets that you|
1

17 | have done and relying to whatever extent you may on

18 | staff's Exhibit No. 1, did the applicant companies meet|
1

19 | the requirements of becoming an eligible

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

22 affidavics that will be done in a number of the

231 | dockets.
24 Q. And with regard to advertising services
25 | exchange-wide, do you have a recommendation to the
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Commission for a provision to be included in an order

which would come out of these proceedings?

A. Yesn. taff‘'s recommendation for advertising

be required to advertise

if they have any rate

rate change be advertised when it

»n, do you have an opinion as
icants contained on Exhibit

S West which has not had its
ne, whether o those

LONSs as

23 rate changes that you're referenc

it

ing the rates jus

24 | the essential services that are supported by universal
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1 A Yes.

2 l MR. COIT: No further questions.

i | MS. WIEST: Ms. Rogers? ?
4 % MS. ROGERS: No, no questions.

g | MS5. WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

6 MR. HEASTON: No.

7 CHAIRMAN BURG: The only question I'd have is
8 E:here any -- is advertising identified in any way? Is
9 Ithere any c-iteria for what advertising means in the
10 | context of this? Is the methods in the FCC Order as

WIEST: 1'm sorry, what was the

¥
bJ
A

14 | CHAIRMAN BURG: The guestion I had for Harlan|
15 | or anybody else is, is there a meaning, is there a

16 | description, definition for advertising, what that

17 constituctes?

18 MS. WIEST Under the statute itself !

214(e) (1) (B they must advertise the availabilicy of i

20 | such services and if you're referring to the services

21 | that are supported by faderal universal service and the
|
22 | charges therefore using media of general distribution.
23 | CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. I think that satisfies
|
24 | me

25 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Does that mean for
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.

| once?

Lifeline and Link Up,

recommendat

adequate.

they have to advertise this

Well, frankly, 1 don't

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Are you doing

to

follow up -- excuse me, to follow
lson's question, are you
advertise once each year after?
aid that you have to send an

once initially and then to

re requesting this

nk Up in addition to,

be
present
advertisement of

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

2 | year after.

3 MS. WIEST: How would they advertise?
4 | Where?

g A. Where would they advertise?

6 M5. WIEST: Yes.

7 A. Whatever general distribution it meets

B | according, I assume, it means newspapers and those

3 ltypes of publications.

10 | MS. WIEST: Sco it could be any type of

|
1l |genera} distribution media once a year? i
12 | A. Whatever is available within their given

13 exchanges that they serve.

14 MS. WIEST: And it would cnly be for those

15 | services supported right now by federal universal

16 gervice?

:
17} A Yes

|
18 | MS WIEST And every time they changed a 1

|
19 rate for one £ those gervices, then that would have :ﬁ
20 be re-advertised at that time? |
21 A Yes {
22 MS. WIEST: Are there aty other guestions of
213 this witness? I1f not, thank ou. Actually I o,
Y ¥

24 Could you retake the stand, Harlan? I guess we have a
25 | quastion for you. Could you look at your exhibit for
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Exhibit 1, which

is the amended request,

service territory map.

is the request,

and Exhibit 3,

and Exhibit 2,

which

which is the

That's Exhibit 1,

2 and 3

respectively

in the docket.

MS5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1, 2
and 3? Do you have a copy of the service territory
map? Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 3?
If not, they’ve been admitted. You may proceed,

Mr Heaston.

MR. HEASTON: We would also join in the

motion on the toll control. The resson we did not seek

a waiver in the initial application is because as I

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

indicated that toll blocking would be sufficient in the

meantime and it was dependent upon when Yyou upgraded

switches, And so we do not feel we need a waiver of

toll control, but

the common wisdom seems to be there

needs to be a waiver, so we will follow the herd here

and the toll

request

control waiver also,

And we are a.so one of the parties to the

request of the FCC to reconsider the toll limitacion,

that this includes both toll blocking and toll

control. And I guess we would also point out that with
| the implementation of number portabilicty that is going

to impact toll control somewhat significantly., And so
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1 | there. 1 can understand why technolecgy wasn't there
2 | put 1 didn‘t -- I wasn't in Congress when they voted

3 |tnat was part of the Act.
|
| MR. HEASTON: t's not part of the Act.

¢ | guess that's the first thing. It’'s an FCC --

s COMMISSIONER NELSON It's a rule

7 MR HEASTON It*s an FCC dictate

g "OMMISSIONER NELSON But it has the same

B vl MR. HEASTCON: That's true. But unless the

12 | FCC changes, as we’ve urged them to do.

b
N
(o]
=

ISSIONER NELSON: Right. So I'm
14 | seconding your motion with the understanding it’'s

tat

F
[+ ]
=
=]
n
'ad

o
%]
]
£
v
(1]
o E
o
w

d it originally; is that

17} CHAIRMAN BURG:

I mean the metion was for
18 Year
19 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: 1 believe the
2 motion was for one year, a waiver for one year, and
21 id;dn‘: know that the motion had anything more than
22 ?1“a:, than just a waiver from tolli control for cone
23 year
24 i CHAIRMAN BURG: It doesn’'t.
:ﬁi COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then I’'1l con

|
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ipxecea of paper. 8So if we can find a way to
consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any

| suggestions. That's all I have.

MR. HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner available

here, and we do have a couple guestions to ask him.

: JON LEHNER,

i called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

l was examined and testified as follows:

| QIRECT EXANINATION

| BY MR. HEASTON:

f Q. Mr. Lehner, in our application we described

the issue of eliminating multi-party services and going

to single part service throughout U S West service

areas. Can you update the Commission on the status of
| that consistent with what we’'ve already put in the
application?
AL Yes As of October 31 of this year the
Enuvter of multi-party or two- and four-party customers
in U S West's territory is 612 6l2.
. CHAIRMAN BURG: What was the date on that,
A. As of 10-31-97.
.
f Q And what can you tell the Commission about
our continuing effort to eliminate the multi-party

| B&rvice?
1
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exhibit Let me just read them off Arlingten is g
|
four; Belle Fourche, 8ix; De Smet, four; Huron, three
l.ake Preston, one,
COMMISSIONER NELSON Do you want to start
1
over?
A. Arlington, four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet,
four; Huron, three Lake Preston, one; Madison, two;
1
Milbank, four; Pierre, two; Redfield, two; Sisseton,
gix; Spearfish, two; Volga, five; Watertown, ten;
|
Yankton, one
Q 1§ here a particular reason? Ie it like
Anaconda line or something?
A It*'s a combination of many factcrs, but you
mean as far as the 52 are concerned?
1
Q Yes
A It’s a combination of many factors We're !
|
talking about feeder distribution, we're talking about
in some cases a PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda that
would need to be replaced
|
MS REMER Okay That's all the questions |
|
I Hav |
i Nave, |
- - y - » Ty 1'
CHAIRMAN BURG Have you investigated any j
other technical solutions other than to a single party

aother

than

A

line extension?

You mean in order to provide a single party
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1 MS. WIEST: And dcoes it provide 1local usage? |
|
2 A . Yes. E
3 | MS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone
4 | multi-frequency signalling or its functional
5 iequivalent?
6 | A Yes.
7 | MS. WIEST: Do you provide access to your '
.
8 | emergency services? l
| |
9 AL fes. |
10 | MS. WIEST: Do you provide access to operath
11 jﬂerVLEES? i
12 i A. Yesn. {
13 ! MS. WIEST: Do you provide access to
14 | interexchange service?
15 A Yes
16 | S. WIEST: And do you provide access to F
17 id;re:tory assistance?
18 | A. Yes i
19 MS. WIEST And you've already talked about
20 | toll control and the waiver. Do you provide or are ya%
21 | able to provide toll blocking? i
|
o2 A Yes
23 MS. WIEST: Then getting back to YOour reguest
24 :i,x the waiver on single party service, I know in your
|
25 'dppl;:at;ﬁn You talked about the ones :that you have no
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1 A Yes. !
2 MS. WIEST: And in the FCC's public notice l
3 | 96-45 issued 9-29-97, it does state that we must send
4 | to USAC the names of the ETC’s and the designated
& | service areas for nonrural carriers no later than

&€ | December 31st, 1997. And I know you made some

reference to these things in your application, but I
don‘t think you really told us what you want your
service area to be,. Because the FCC has told us that
iwe better not adopt your study area as your service
11 ‘area for large ILEC’s. Do you have service areas for
|

12 | your company that you want the Commission to adopt at

La

this time?

14 A Well, I suppose that -- and, Bill, jump in
15 | here, I guess, to help me with this. But 1 suppose
16 | that our service area ought to be our exchanges in the

17 | state of South Dakota. Now, the study area is a

18 | different issue and that has not been determined yet.

1% | But I would think that our service area would be ocur |
20 | exchanges that we serve in the state of South Dakota.
21 | MR. HEASTON: If I may from a legal

2 | standpoint, there is no definition yet; and certainly

Lt

our service area would be those areas within which we

24 | are authorized to provide the supported services.

8]
LY

M5. WIEST: Right. And that's my guestion.
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From a general perspective, I

if that’s what you're looking for is what you

FCC would not be anything
we're authorized or certified to
it comes

to where the areas are

where the services would be

service fund, whether it's

libraries or whatever it
that’'s an area that's
depending upon which proxy cost
ccepted. And so that's why we
that term because what this

and nor has

m

the

to what model it is

going to

we're required to take a look at

i1d do it from

T

he standpoint of
law. If that's what

FCrO regulirement.

S an area,

would

eXchange area, which we

an exchange area And we

- #
-
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8 on the
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A I
approximacel
MS.
MR

application.

| amendment th
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e
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0

designate ea

Enls 18 not

| states that

| applicacion.

exhibit on t

MS.

MR.

ien I suppcse we ought to do it exchange by

can't answer that exactly. It’'s

—

Yy 35.

WIEST: It would be attached?
HEASTON: It's on our exhibit to our
WIEST: S50 however many with the

e three that were missed. That‘’s how many

8 you would like the Commission to |
r U S West at this time?
guess I'm not sure whether we would want to
ch exchange.

WIEST:

My problem is we are supposed to

by December 31st what your designated

WIEST: 1f you want more time to think

HEASTON:: Yes, I cthink I would. I mean

something that’s come up in the other two

I've done this in, and I had the same basic

I will have to -- I will do a late-filed
hat if I could with an affidavit from Jon.

WIEST: Okay.

HEASTON :

What are you relying on again,
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4 | 9-29-97
c MR. HEASTON 1892
6 MS. WIEST: And I'm also relying on

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

o
4
=
i
>
tn
-
O
(]
L¥e]
=]
i

J
un

10 | MS WIEST 157 or .
11 MS CREMER 185, 192

12 MS. WIEST: The docket number for the FCC

13 universal service
14 MR. HEASTON: Not the docket number but the
i rder number, the order number.
i€ MS. WIEST Okay. I was looking at 185, 192
17 and paragraph
18 | MR. HEASTON I got those Was it FCC
19 - 1577

& LT T - .- = 3 '
- WIEST right And the other thing |
21 ¥ou might want to addresege in paragraph 185, for ;
= : i

23 | service areas for large ILEC's, their study area, this
24 | would erect significant barriers to entry, We are also

25 encouraged to consider designating service areas that f




require an ILEC to serve areas other than they ha
traditionally served.

MR. HEASTON: Yes. And, see, this --
| the problem this causes is where you have not
considered and have left to the FCC to determine how
that's going to be modeled from a proxy standpoint.
And, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic elements
than the wire center for universal high cost support
bu~ 1 do not have a South Dakota specific look because
this Commission decided not to do their own earlier
this -- a couple months ago, as opposed tc Wyoming and
North Dakota where I do have that because those two are
looking at doing their own, or suggesting their own
cost study. So I do have the small grids, as we call

and I ecould identify that for you. I cannot

itify anything smaller than right now than a wire

WIEST: Okay.
COIT: Excuse me, may I comment briefly
understand that I'm not a party but I
lieve it was my understanding today that the whole

issue of disaggregated service areas for U 8§ West or

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

e rtainly have an interest in the issue. And I

that the FCC rules indicate that -- the orders
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1 |

and the rules indicate that before changing an existing

needs to find that it’'s consistent with universal

[
|
'serv:ce area, that the Commission at the state level
| ervice reguirements. So ! think it's a really

|

involved - involves a lot more than the review of
| actually loocking at ETC service obligations. You’re
alkine cut making changes in a U § West service area
ficantly change the level of support it
under a federal universal service fund.
West service area disaggregation and
ertainly impact rural telephone

11. And I guess going into this

was our understanding that there are

-
ol
3

incumbent LEC service areas, and wal
1

|
tand, I guess, that we -- that the issue

docket or any of the other ones would

to disaggregating service areas.

|
|
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companies with respect to service
te lcok at doing anything to rural '
respect to disaggregation, we have to l
etitien che FCC That's all I'm talking

the reason why I only brought up :hzﬂ
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issue with respect to U S West. And it's just my
understanding the Commission does have to do the
service area in order for U S West to get Your
universal service money.

MR. HEASTON: 1f I could have until whatever
date was suggested earlier on getting the additional
affidavits in, 1’11 have a recommend tion for you from
U S West on that.

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

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

A. I'm not sure that I understocd exactly what
he was requiring. If the requirement is to advertise

it once a year in the newspaper, I don’t think we have

| a problem with that.

MS. WIEST: And getting back to single party
gervice is high cost, the only barrier is to provide
single party service to those 52 customersa?

A. Yes.

MS. WIEST: Is it also U S West's position
that the settlement agreement that you've stated 1s
suspended concerning single party sarvice no longer

applies where I believe you stated you would have
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single party service to all customers by the year 2000

A. Had the 121 investment program continued, I
would have been out here talking to the staff and to
you about these anyway, because as we honed down to
some to the last few on some of these exchanges, it
became obvious that this was -- this is foolish to
spend that kind of money with the current technology.
Just doesn’'t make any sense,.

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

you might also want to address the gquestion of whether

the Commission has the authority to provide any de

minimus exception to the single party without putting
the ctime line on it
MR. HEASTON: I don*t know that de minimus i

the issue, but I deo think that you could put a time

come in I think what the rule would allow you te do
18 require us to come in on a regularly-scheduled
basis, maybe annually, maybe semi-annually, to update

the Commission of where we are technologywise in takin

care of these last 52 That would be my position on

this is that that puts a time limit on and it makes it

iriven by the techneclogy and the affordability of it
MS. WIEST: Ckay. Any other questions?
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a questio

on it and make it renewable that we would have to

7
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| Huron,

Lehner. And the reason I have a question is

in your amended application you might have
ed it, however, I don't have a copy cf that and
gize. But you addressed in here and you have an

on your original applicatieon that

e, Link Up And basically what it 1s it's your
or a page that looks like a tariff page to me
S West really intends to comply with the
ion order in Lifeline, Link Up?
Absolutely
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know
And that page doesn‘t apply any more.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you.
MS. WIEST Any other guestions? Thank you.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess I have a
n You know, you -- when you were talking about
shouldn’'t have to provide this single party
for these areas that you listed like Spearfish
rre and all the list that you went through --
Yeos
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Why wouid it -- it just
ird to me that it would be that expensive to

those services in some areas. Like Pierre and

those are pretty -- I mean can you explain that
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7 | talking in many cases miles and mfiles of 4

- cable, some cases six pair, 1l pair, maybe even greater

5 | paitr So we're talking about now having to replace
10 that cable with probably 50 pair or a hundred pair
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19 teeder, and we're talking in some cases about PAIR GAIN
3 ystems that are just plain full I'm talking about

21 Eystems that you've heard like Anaconda that are going
23 t need to be replaced It’'s expensive,

23 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess in my mind

- -
&
-

24 | seems to me that cost prohibitive - I didn’t exactly

2 *nvision exactly what you were just explaining to me
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been listening to up until now -- and I obviously can't

| speak for them, but I think you‘re talking about

| to spend that kind of money and recover it. Now,

| out miles and miles and miles and there’s nobody out

because ! was thinking maybe these lines had te be run

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, as we
know it in South Dakota, doesn’t have to deo that
because the lines are all filled up I mean I'm
locking for some reason why that’s acceptable,
especially when some of those little companies are
saying that they got maybe three or four pecple left
that they don’'t have that service for and they’ve made
every effort to say, well, we want a waiver but we will
do it by the end of the year or whatever.

A 1 think that most of the companies you'’ve

engineering that was done probably 15, 20 years age in

most of these companies’ cases where they at the time
spent the money to do that. We did not do that. We
provided distribution systems that were literally
designed not to provide single pParty service. There é
are different funding mechanisms and different i
fequirements that we've had. They’'ve had the abilicy ;
|

—

can




spend 5100,000 or 000 or 50,000, whatever it
to do these, but somewhere that has to be recovered and

it isn't going to be recovered {rom a customer. That

-
oy
-
un
o
[
5]

customer isn’t going to pay for that.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Jt seemsa to me this

1¢ face of what the governor's bill said last

L]
-
o
1]
[ ]
W
= |
reY

7 | year. I mean here we're talking making available high

B | technology to everybody in Scouth Dakota. Basically
9 | that’'s what the bill says. And we’'re talking here some

10 | people that aren’‘t even going to have single party

cmmissioner, all I can tell you is what the |

13 cCoBt is And I think that's -- I think that's, unless
14 there's a recovery mechanism, it would make no sense to
|

15 | spend that kind of money. And 1 certainly wouldn't

16 | recommend it '
7 CHAIRMAN BURG The question I have in the [

1 8 LEC industry when we have these kind of situations C“-J

12 in a while there’s another provider that is closer :naJ

2 can do it Would that be the case to any of these

21 | Would that be a reascnable sclution ever? |
2 A Yes it would And, Commissioner if there

23 i:§ any company in this room that would like to serve

24 any £ these 52 I would be happy to negotiate

25 CHAIRMAN BURG I think maybe when we'‘re dawﬂ
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we ought to get a list of those

not sure we can make

West’'s counsel has given us what

e FCC

ed as a witness, being previously sworn,

|

names and see

it out., I share what Counsel has said,

the exception. know that

a sho

in other words, we could

-
ik

period of time, but I don’'t know

to meet and find

rules I think if we can.

what I would like ¢t

-~
u

location of those 52 filed at some

care whether it's part of this docket

be provided.

e

-
-

guestions?

suppose we do need some

grant them an ETC

status.

for which now?

EMAN BURG: For single

parcy

WIEST: At this time staff has a witness

REMER : Staff would call Harlan Best

HARLAN BEST,
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MS. WIEST: Any questicns, Ms. Wilka?

MS5. WILKA: No questions,

MS, WIEST: Commissioners?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I’'d have is
based on that, should we not -- 1 mean is this -- what
do I call it? 1Is this a document that is filed in
these hearings?

MS. CREMER: Yes.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I guess I think we ought to
correct that exhibit to put no on each of those that
we've made a waiver for on the single party because I
believe the answer is no and we’'ve made a waiver to
satisfy that.

MS. CREMER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that's filed,.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not moved
for a waiver in that area, have we?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes, for six months on one

M5. WIEST: We have two single party waivers
sc far, but U S West we haven't moved yet; right?

CHAIRMAN BURG: But if we do and for any we
dc, since he's a witness on the stand and this is his
document, I think that this document should be

corrected to reflect, no, they do not meet that

"
(]
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1 coincide with the waivers we've given.
MS. CREMER: Okay
i

i CHAIRMAN BURG: I guess I don't know. What
4 do we need to do to make sure that correction is made?
5 | MS WIEEST I believe there are three |

6 | companies that do not at this time provide single party

7 | service, so all they would have to do is change that |

8B | yes to no for those Stateline, Venture, and U S West; |
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11 | record is adegquate to accomplish that?
13 M5 WIEST Yes
|
. 3 CHAIRMAN BURG Okay. That’'s all 1 l
1a wonaereg
|
1 ™ WIEST S Nhow many wire centers does U ."1
g L nave
17 ) i 8 [
18 W C WIEST 1@ Thank you AT v thar |
1D st 201 2 Ll Witlhess
_' v e "R ENEL :: !
- o WIEST Would you like to admit this [
23 iocket for the purposes £ this docket Before 1 nly
|
23 idmitted 1t for the other dockets 3
i4 M5 "REMER Actually I wasn't going to move |
|
- L. it int thi ne because people testified to it so 1 |
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didn’t really need it in mine. But I can certainly

MS. WIEST: It's up to you.

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

'

5 | ME. WIEST: Any other questions of this
& | witness? Thank you. Anything else from any of the
7 | parties? At this time I believe the Commission will

8 | take these matters under advisement. We are wa

"
3
w3

[

3 | for some late-filed exhibits in some dockets, and it
i0 | will be poussible that perhaps the Commission will make
11 the decisions either at a Commission meeting or at the

12 | December 2nd hearing on some other related ETC

13 | dockets. Are there any guestions from anybody or any
14 | comments?
15 MR. COIT: I would just, for the record, like

to formally request that the Commission designate each

-
3
-

of the - based upon the record, the affidavits yet to

18 | be submitted, that the Commission designate each of the

13 | rural telephone companies, SDITC member companies, as |
20 | ETC's and that their study areas be designated as their

21 | service area. That’'s all I have.

|

|
22 | MS5. WIEST: Thank you. That will close the
23 | hearing

24 | (THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA |

COUNTY OF HUGHES |
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] I FURTHER CERTIFY that the foregoing
|
10 transcript f the said hearing is a true and correct |
11 - T LS 5 - ™ w - i 1 La * - t
11 tranascript f he stencgraphic notes at the time and |
12 | place speci:fied hereinbefore,.
|
13 I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a relative or
14 | employee or attorney r counsel of any of the parties, |
1 nor a relative or employee of such attorney or counsel
|
16 | or financially interested directly or indirectly in |
this action !
|
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' nand and seal of office at Pierre, Souith Dakota, this
|
- lst day £ December, 1997
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Lori J Grode, RMR
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ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER REQUEST




1697-088

Baltic Telecom Cooperative

501 Second Streel, P.O. Box 307 = Baltic, SD 57003-0307
Phone: B05-529-5454 « Fax: 605-529-5483

RECEIVED

JUN | 7 1997

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC

UTILITIES o wMISSION

June 16, 1997

Mr. Wilhiam Bullard, Jr

Executive [irector

South Dakota Public Utihues Commission
State Capitol Butlding

500 East Capitol Avenue

Pierre, Scuth Dakota  57501-5070

Dear Mr. Bullard,

Please find enclosed eleven copies cach of two filings for designation as “chgble
telecommunications carmer . One filing is for Baltie Telecom Cooperative and the other 1s for East
Plains Telecom, Inc

If you have any ¢iestions or concems on either request, please do not hesitate 10 call

P

Sincprely,

Gregory R. Grablander
Manager




1€97-088

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION <ECEIVED

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA IUN

5DUTH !'J-A.‘
UTILIHH

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF )

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC. )  REQUEST FOR ETC
FOR DESICNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) DESIGNATION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) DOCKET TC97-

East Plains Telcom, Inc. pursuant to 47 United States Code Section 214(¢e) and 47 Code
of Federal Regulations Section 54.201 hercby secks from the Public Utbities Commission
(“Commussion” ) designation as an “ehgible telecommunications carmer” within the local exchange
arcas that constilute its service arca. In support of this request, East Plain: Telecom, Inc. offers the

following

1. Pursuant 1o 47 US.C. § 214(c) 1t 1s the Commussion’s responsibility to designate local
exchange camers (“LECs"”) as “eligible telecommunications camers™ (“ETCs™), or in other words,
1o determune which LECs have assumed universal service obligations consistent with the federal law
and should be deemed eligMle to receive federal universal service support. At least one eligible
telecommunications carrier 15 1o be designated by the Commission for each service arca in the State
However, in the case of arcas served by “rural telephone companies™, the Commussion may nol
designate more than one LEC as an ETC without first finding that such additional designation would
be in the public interest. Under 47 CFR § 54,201, beginning January 1, 1998, only
telecommunications carmers that have received designation from the Comnussion to serve as an
cligible telecommunications camer within their service arca will be eligible 10 receive federal
umversal service support

2. East Plains Telecom, Inc. is the facilities-based local exchange cammier presently providing

local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges

Alcester 65-934 -XXXX
Hudson 605-984-X XXX
Eust Hudson 712-982-XXXX

1997
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East Plains Telecom, Inc. to its knowledge is the only camer today providing local exchange

telecommunications services in the above identified exchange arcas

1. East Plains Telecom, Inc. in accord with 47 CFR § 54.101 offers the following local

exchange telecommunications services to all consumers throughout 1ts service arca

- Voice grade access to the public switched network,
- Local exchange service,
- Dual tone multi-frequency signaling.
Access to emergency services such 911 or enhanced 911

public services;

Access 1o operalor services,

Access o inlerexchange service,

Access 1o directory assistance, and

Toll hiocking service 1o qualified low-income consumers

As noted above, East Plains Telecom, Inc. does provide toli limitation service in the form

of toll blocking 1o qualifying corsumers, however, the additional toll limitation service of “toll

control” as defined in the new FCC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54.400(3 ) is not provided

East Plains Telecon, Inc. 15 not aware that any local exchange camer in South Dakota has a current

capability 1o provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior to the release of its umiversal

service order (FCC 97-157) that 1oll control would be impeased as an ETC service requirement and,

to our information and behief, as a result, LECs nationwide are not positioned to make the service

immediately available. In order for East Plains Telecom, Inc. to provide the service, additonal usage

tracking and storage capabilitics will have to be installed in s local switching equipment. Al

minimum, the service requires a switching software upgrade and at this ume East Plains Telcom,Inc

1s investiganng and attempting to determune whether the necessary software has been developed and

when 11 might become available




Accordingly, East Plains Telecom, Inc. 1s faced with excephional circumstances concermng
its ability to make the toll control service avaslable as set forth in the FCC's umiversal service rules
and must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such service. At this ime, a waiver for
a penod of one year 15 requested.  Prior to the end of the one year penod, East Plains Telecom, Inc
will report back o the Commission with specific information indicating when the necessary network
upgrades can be made and the service can be made avalable 1o assist low income customers. The
Commission may properly grant a wanver from the “1oll control” requirement pursuant 1o 47 CFR

54.101¢)

4. East Plamns Telecom, Inc. has previously and will continue to advertise the avalabihity
of its lecal exchange services in media of general distnbution throughout the exchanpe areas senved
Prior 1o this filing, East Plains Telecom, Inc. has not generally advertised the pnices charged for all
of the above-identified services. It will do so going forward in accord witl any specific adverusing

standards that the Commussion mayv develop

5 Based on the foregoing. East Plains Telecom, Inc. respectfully request that the

L ommussion
(@) gramt a lemporar, waiver of the requirement Lo prov we "ol contral™ service:
and
{b) grani an ETC designation 1o East Plans Telecom, Inc. covenng all of the local
exchange arcas that constitule its present service arca
Dated this 16th day of June, 1997
East Plains Telecom, Inc

F
=1 -t _
e

Greg Grablander, Manager




r East Plains Telecom, Inc. :
501 Second Streel, P.O. Box 307 » Baltic, SD 57003-0307
Phone: 605-529-5656 « Fax: 605-529-5408
‘ Toll Free from Alcester: 934-8900

Toll Free from Hudson: 984-2800

October [0, 1997

RECEIVED

karen Uremer

Stall Atlomes act § 1997
Public Unhtics Commission .

State Capntol Bulding SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
500 East Capatol Avenue UTILITIE! U ISSION

Pierre, SD S7501-5070

RE Eligible Telecommumications Camer apphcation
TCU7.08% East Plams Telecom, Inc

[ear Karen

In response to vour October 1. 1997 letter of request for additional information for the above-referenced
apphcation 15 the followmng imformat:on

Question #1  Pursuant to 47 C F R 54 101 {aN4), snghe-party service of its functional equivalent must
be maide available by an Ehpble Telecommunications Camer (ETC) to recenve unsversal servace suppon
mechanisms  Does the abore-referenced company have thes service™

Answer o Question 1 Yes, East Plans Telecom, Inc. does provide single-pary senvice

Question #2  Pursuant 10 47 CFR $4405 and 54 411, Lifehne and Link Up services must
be made available by an ETC to qualifiing low-income consumers. Does the applicant company . as
referenced abos e, make these services avalable 1o qualifving consumerns”

Answer 1o Question 22 East Plams Telecom . Inc. 15 curremt!. offenng Lifeline and Link Up
services withun its exchanges

Request #3. Please provide a venfication by an authorized officer, under oath, to the Comnmssion in
which the applicamt represents to the Commussion that the facts stated i the Request for ET(
Designation and the response (o data request nos. | and 2. above, are truthful

Response 1o Request #3-Venficabon.  “Jack Shuter, being first dubv sworn. states that he s

the President of East Plains Telecom, Inc. for the responding party, that he has read the imtial ET(
apphication and the foregong. and the same are true 1o his own best knowledge. information and behiel

%—f( (J&
Ja-:k 'sIu:l

Pressdent. East Plamns Telecom Inc

‘m!r.ch h

EXHIBIT

2




ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA )
IS
COUNTY OF MINNEHAHA [
. Pi.— » Al
Onthis the /@ day of October 1997, before nltf_-; Ay ! MdeySene

the undersigned officer, personally appeared Jack Sluiter, who m.Ln-.mItduad himself 10 be the
President of East Plains Telecom Inc | a corporation, and that he, as Pre dent. being authonzed so
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

£144A5¥2_141L453L4<?7L

o Ors L . Notary Public
ROBERT R. ANLUERSCHN

[SEALR === i
:L;'r':":_J-‘a--:Tl DAECTA\S

T ——




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

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

) TC97-088

On June 17, 1997 the Public Ulilies Commission (Commussion) received a reques! for
gesignation as an ehgible telecommunications camer (ETC) from East Plains Telecom, Inc (East
Plains Telecom) East Plains Telecom requesied designation as an ehgible telecommunications
carner within the local exchange areas thal constitute 1S service area

The Commiss:on electronically transmitied notice of the filing and the intervention deadline
to inerested individuals and entities  No person or entity filed to intervene. By order dated
Novemnber 7, 1997, the Commission set the heanng for this matter for 1.30 p.m on November 19,
1997, in Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakcta

The heanng was held as scheduled At the hearing. the Commission granted East Plains
Telecom a ore year waiver of the requirement 1o provide 1oll control service within i15S senice area
At its December 11, 1997, meeling, the Commission granted ETC designation to East Plains
Telecom and designated s sludy area as ils sefvice area

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

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

On June 17, 1997 the Commussion receved a request for designation as an ETC from Easl
Plans Telecom. East Plains Telecom requesied designation as an ETC within the local exchange
areas that constilule s service area  Easl Plains Telecom serves the following exchanges
Alcester (605-934), Hudson (605-984), and East Hudson (712-882) Exhibit 1

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(2), the Commussion is required to des:ignate a common
carner thal meels \he requirements of section 214(e}{1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

Pursuant 1o 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
lo receive universal sernice suppor and shall throughou! i1s service area, offer the services that are
supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms edher using its own faciities or a
combination of s own facilities and resale of another carner's services. The camer must also
advertise the availability of such serwices and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution




v

The Feceral Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or
functionalities as those supported by federal uruversal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade
access fo the public swilched network, (2) local usage. (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal, (4) single party service or its functional equivalent. (5) access to amergency
services, (6) access to operator services, (7) access to interexchange service, (8) access 1o
direclory assistance. and (9) toll limitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CFR. §
54 101(a)

v

As part of its cbligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualfying low-income consumers 47 CFR §54 405 47CFR § 54 411

Vi

Eas! Plains Telecom offers voice grade access 1o the public switched network to all
consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 1

Vil

East Plains Telecom offers local exchange service including an amount of local usage free
of per minute charges to all consumers throughout its service area. |d

vl

East Plains Telecom . fers dual tone multi-frequency signaling to all consumers throughout
its service area. |d

X

East Plans Telecom offers single party service 10 all consumers throughout its service area
Exhibit 2

#

Eas! Plains Telecom offers access lo emergency services 1o all consumers throughout its
service area Exhibit 1

Xl

East Plains Telecom offers access to operalor services 10 all consumers throughout its
senice area. g

Xl

East Plains Telecom offers access to interexchange services to all consumers throughout
ils service area. Ig

Xl

East Plains Telecom offers access to directory assistance to all consumers throughout its
service area. Id

)




X

One of the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll limitation, 47 CF R § 54 101(a)(9). Toll kmitation consists of both 1oll blocking and toll
control 47 CF R § 54 400(d). Toll control is a service that aliows consumers 1o spacify a cernain
amount of 1oll usage thal may be incurred per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R § 58 400(c). Toll
blocking is a serice that lels consumers elect not to allow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47
CF R § 54 400{b)

Xy

East Plains Telecom offers toll blocking 10 all consumers throughout its service area  Exhibd

xvi

East Plains Telecom does nol cummently offer toll control. id. In order for East Plains Telecom
to provide toll control, additional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have to be installed in
its local switching equipment East Plains Telecom is attempting to determine whether the
necessary software has been developed and when it might become available |d

xXvi

East Plains Telecom stated that it is faced with exceptional circumstances conceming its
ability 1o mak= toll control service avadabie and requested a one year waiver from the requirement
to provide such service. [d Pnor to the end of the one year peniod, East Plains Telecom will report
back to the Commission with specific information indicating when the network upgrades can be
made in order {0 provide toll control. |g

XVill

With respect to the obligation lo advertise the availability of servicas supporied by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distribution, East Plains Telecom stated that it advertises the availability of its local exchange
services in media of general distnbution throughout its service area. However, East Plains Telecom
has not generally advertised the prices for these services |d Eas! Plains Telecom staled its
infention 1o comply with any advertising standards developed by the Commission. Id

XIx
East Plans Telecom currently offers Lifekne and Link Up service discounts in its exchanges

Exhibit 2
XX

The Commission finds that East Plains Telecom currently provides and will continue to
provide the folicwing services or functionalities throughoul its service area: (1) voice grade access
1o the public switched network; (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling, (4) single-
party service, (5) access to emergency services, (6) access 1o operator services; (7) access 1o
interexchange service, (8) access lo directory assistance, and (8) toll blocking for qualifying low-
income consumers




XXl

The Commission finds thut pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 101(c) it will grant East Plains
Telecom a waiver of the requirement to offer toll control services until December 31. 1998 The
Commission finds that exceptional circumstances prevent East Plains Telecom from providing toll
control at this ime due to the difficulty in cbtaining the necessary software upgrades to provide the
service

XXl

The Commission finds that East Plans Telecom shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs
to qualifying cusiomers throughout its service area consistent with state and federal rules and
orders

2K

The Commussion finds that East Plains Telecom shail advertise the wadability of the services
supported by the federal urwversal service support mechanism and the ch «ges therefor throughout
its senice area using med:a of general distnbution once each year. The Commission further finds
that if the rate for any of the senvces suppored by the federal universal senvice support mechamism
changes. the new rate must be advertised using media of general distribution

XXV

Pursuant 10 47 US C § 214(e)5) the Commission designates East Plains Telecom's current
study area as s service area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Commisson has junsdichion over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26 49-31,
and47USC §214

Pursuant 1o 47 US C § 214{e)(2), the Commission is required to designate a common
camer that meets 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 carier that is designated as an ETC is ehigible
10 recerve universal sefvice support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combination of s own facilities and resale of anolher camer's services. The carmer must also
advertise the availablity 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 universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade access to the public swilched
network, (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal; {4) single

4




party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency services, (6) access to operator
services, (7) access to interexchange service, (8) access to direclory assistance; 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 10 make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers 47 CF R §54.405 47 CF R §54.411

Vi

East Plains Telecom has met the requirements of 47 C F. R § 54 101(a) with the exception
of the ability to offer toll control. Pursuant to 47 C F R. § 54 101(c), the Commission concludes that
East Plains Telecom has demonstrated exceptional circumstances that justify granting it a waiver
of the requircment 1o offer toll control until December 31, 1598

Vil

East Plans Telecom shall prowide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying customers
throughout its service area consistent wath state and federal rules and orders

vin

East Plans Telecom shall advertise the availabdty of the services supponed by the federal
universal service support mechanmsm and the charges therefor usng media of general distnbution
once sach year ¥ the rate for any of The sernces supporied by the federal universal service support
mechanssm changes the new rate shall be advert:sed using media of general dstnbution

X

Pusuart 1047 US C § 2'4{e)S) Me Commmson desgnates East Plans Teiecom's curment
study area as s seivice area

x

The Commessaon oesignates East Plans Telecom as an ebgible IeleCOMMUMCAhONS Camer
for s sennce area

it 1s therefore

ORDERED. that East Plans Telecom's current study area s designaled as is sennce area,
and s

FURTHER ORDERED. that East Plans Telecom shall be granted a wasver of the requirement
1o offer toll control services untl December 31, 1998 and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that Eas! Plains Telecom shall follow the advertising requirements
as listed above, and it 1s

FURTHER CRDERED that East Plans Telecom is designaled as an ebgible
telecommunications camer for ils service area



NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ "/ Z{'dw of December,
1997. Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of recsipl or
failure to accept delivery of the decision by the parties

Dated at Pierre, South Dakola, this /7 ¥ day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE € ]MMI?EDH
The undersgned hereby cerifies that thia Y g
document has been served todey upon ol partes of 4 -
T T [ :
[ 4 & o n
WT’"""T th chasgyes prepas; therean S A BURG, Chairman /
/ . -\f'* I :
fy L, /LLf ?""I rﬂlﬁ/{' % _.__H(i*-,ﬂ J A e n A
i o PAM NELSON, Commissipner
Cate f«"-'/!’"_/"/r’?____ . /£

—
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LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN
OF EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

The East Plains Telecom, Inc submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR § S4401(d) Last
Plains Telecom. Inc 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 to qualifying low-income consumers as set forth in the Commission’s Final
Order and Decision; Netice of Fnry of Deciston dated November 18, 1997, 1ssued in Docket
1C97-150 (In the Matter of the Investigation into the Lifeline and Link Up Programs), which is
attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the critena established under 47 CFR §§ 54 400 10
54 417, mclusive

A. General

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

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

a Medicaid

I Food Stamps

¢ Supplemental Security Income (551)

d Federal Public Housing Assistance

¢ Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

3. A (|llil|1ﬁfd low-income consumer 15 eligible to receive either or both Lifeline and
Link Up assistance

4 East Plaiis Telecom, Inc 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

S In addition, East Plains Telecom, Inc , as required by the Final Order and Decision,
Notice of Entry of Decision of the SDPUC {Exhibit A), wall indicate in it's annual report
1o the SDPUC the number of subscribers within it’s service area receiving Lifeline and/or
Link Up assistance In addition, this information will be pwovided to the Universal
Service Admimistrative Company (“USAC™)

6 Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up
assistance cannot currently be provided by East Plains Telecom, Inc 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, East Plains Telecom, Inc cannot provide, at this time, even a reasonable
estimate of the number of its subscribers who, after January 1, 1998, will be receiving
Lifeline and/or Link Up service. Information as to the number of its low-income
subscribers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be provided after applications for
Lifeline and Link Up assistance have been received by East Plains Telecom, Inc

7 In accord with the SDPUC's Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of Deciston,
East Plans Telecom, Inc vill make application forms available to all of ils 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

I Lifeline service means 2 retail local service offening for which qualified low-income
consumers pay reduced charges

2 Litehine 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 1o emergency services, access 1o operator
services, access to nterexchange service, access to durector © assistance, and toll
lhmitation

P Qualified low-income subscribers are required to submit an application form in order
to recerve 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
qualifving public assistance programs listed in Section A 2, above In addition. the
subscriber must agree to notify East Plains Telecom, Inc when they cease participating in
the qualifying public assistance program(s)

4 The total monthly Lifeline credit available to gualified consumers 1s $525  East
Plains Telecom, Inc 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 suppon available, totaling $5 25, shall reduce East Plains
Telecom, Inc 's lowest tanfTed (or otherwise generally available) residential rate for the
scrvices histed above in Section B 3 Per the attached SDPUC Final Order and Deciston,
Notice of Emry of Decision, the SDPUC has authorized intrastate rate reductions for
chgible telecommunications carriers making the additional federal support amount of
$1.75 available  The SDPUC did not establish a state Lifeline program to fund any
further rate reductions  (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact VII and V11, and Conclusions of
Law I and 111)

L




5 East Plains Telecom, Inc will not disconnect subscribers from therr Lifeline service
for non-payvment of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR § 5S4 408(b)( 1),
has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect reguirement

i Except to the extent that East Plains Telecom, Inc. has obtained a waiver from the
SDPUC pursuant 1o 47 CFR § 54 101(c), the company shall offer 1oll imiation to all
gqualifving low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline service  If the
subscriber elects 1o receive toll limitation, that service shall become pan of that

subscriber™s Lifchine service

East Plmins Telecom, Inc will not collect a service deposit in order to initiate Lifeline
service If the quahifying low-income consumer volumanly elects wll blocking on thewr
telephone hine However, one month’s local service charges may be required as an
adva ice payment

C. Link Up
| Link Up means

(a) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecommunications
service for a single telecommunications connection al a consumer’s principal
place of residence The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge or
$30.00, whichever 15 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 lor connection charges of up to $200 00 that are
deferred to a penod 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

Fast Pleans Telecom, In
PO Box 307 Baluc, SD 57003
[hﬂ;’ ﬁzil-ﬁﬁqfa /-' '.- b D
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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 meeting, the Public Utilities Commission
(Commission} voled o open a docke! conceming the Federal Communications
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and
Link Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decidec that it would provide for
additional federal support in the amount of $1.75, above the current $3 50 level. However,
in order for a state's Lifeline consumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support,
the state commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastate rate paid
by the end user. 47 CF.R § 54.403(a). Additional federal support may aiso 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 4C3(a). A state commission
must file or require the carrier to file information with the administrator of the federal
universal service fund < amonslrating that the carrier's Lifeline plan meets the criteria set
forth in 47 C F.R. § 54.401

By order dated August 28, 1997, the Commission allowed interested persons and
entities (o submit written comments concerning how the Commission should implement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs. In their written comments, interested
persons and enlities commented on the following questions:

1. Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions to allow
consumers eligible for Lifeline support lo 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 intrastale rate paid by the end user?

3. Whelher the Commission should modify the existing Lifeline or Link Up
Programs?

4. Shall the Commission file or require the carner o file information with the
agmurustrator of the federal universal service fund demonsirating thal the carrier’s Lifeline
plan meets the cniteria set forth in 47 CF R § 54 401(d)?

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

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




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

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

At its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commission ruled as follows On the first
issue, the Commission authorized intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers
to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. With respect to the second issue, the
Commission decided to not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this
time On the third issue, the Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that
requires U S WEST and carriers that have purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a
$3.50 reduction of local rates 1o low income customers age 60 and over, The Commission
further ruled tha! the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the carmiers, develop a standard form
for salf-certification: that these forms be sent to all of their customers prior to January 1,
14998, and thereafter, to all new customers; and that the carriers make the forms available
to any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
carrier be required 1o file with the FCC the information demonstrating that the carrier's plan
meels the Jpplicable FCC criteria and that the carrier send an informational copy 1o 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 comments and evidence and lestimony received at the
hearings, the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conciusions 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 § WEST exchanges pursuant to
its Decision and Order dated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F-3703, n the Maller
of the Investigation into Implementation of a Telephone Assis.ance Plan for South Dakola
Customers Exhibit 1 at page 1. Subsequent buyers of U § WEST exchanges were
required 1o also offer the TAP and Link Up Amernica programs. |d. at pages 1-2.

The amount of TAP assistance is $7 00, $3 50 of which i1s federally funded, with the
remaining $3 50 funded by the local telecommunications carner. |d at page 3. Although
U S WEST was originally allowed to charge a surcharge to fund the program, U S WEST
subsequently gave up that right in Docket F-3647-8, [n the Matler of the Public Utililies

Commission Investigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakola
Ulilities Exhibit 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 assislance program Exhibit 1 at page 2

The Link Up America program provides assistance in an amount equal lo one-half
of the qualifying subscriber's lelephone service connection charges up to a maximum of
$30.00. |d at page 3. In order lo receive Link Up assistance, a customer must be
receiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presently have

local telephone service and must not have been provided telephone service at his or her
residence within the previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal

Income lax purposes (dependency crileria does nol apply lo those 60 years of age or
older). Id The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. |d.

v

The FCC re'.nsed the r.-urrenl Llrehne and Lmk Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, In the ) Of ersal Service, adopted May 7, 1997.
Beginning Jam.sary 1, 1995 tha FCC Iound 'Ihat tha federal baseline Lifeline support will
be $3.50 per qualsfymg low-income consumer with an additional $1.75 in federal support
if the state commission approves a corresponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47
CF.R §54403(a). Additional federal Lifeline support in an amount equal to one-half the
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available. |d

v

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue 1o be a
reduction in the telecommunications carrier's service conneclion charges equal to 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 participates in one of the following
programs. Medicaud, 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 state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penalty of perjury that the customer is receiving benefils from one of the
programs listed above and agrees 1o nolify the camier if the customer ceases to participate
in such program or programs. |d

Vil

The firsl issue 1s whether the Commussion should approve intrastale rate reductions
lo allow consumers eligible for Lifeline support lo receive the addibonal $1.75 in federal




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

Vil

The second 1ssue is whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user. The Commission
finds it will not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this time

IX

The third issue is whether 10 modify or eliminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect lo the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall eliminate the existing 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 finds that the South Dakota Lifeline
and Link Up programs shall follow the FCC rules See 47 US.C §§ 54 400 to 54 417
The effect of foliuwing the FCC rules and not institluting 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 carriers, develop a standard form for self-
certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer prior lo January 1,
1898 The carriers shall also send a form lo each of their new customers Finally, the
carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request

X

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

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Commission has junisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapler 45-31,
specifically 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 C.F R. § 54.403(a), the Commission authorizes intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommunications companies providing local exchange service
lo allow eligible consumers lo receive the additional $1 75 in federal support

The Commission declines 1o institule a state Lifeline program lo fund further
reductions at this ime.  The existing South Dakota Lifeline and Lir < Up programs shall be
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S C_ §§ 54.400 io 54 417, inclusive, on
January 1, 1998. The Commission slaff, in consullation with the carriers, shall develop a
standard form for self-cerification. The carriers shall send these forms to each cuslomer
prior o January 1, 1998. The carriers shall also send a form lo each of their new
cuslomers. 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 1o file thal information demonstrating that the carrier's plan meets the applicable
FCC rules and thal 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 1s therefore

ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastale rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers lo receive the additional $1.75 in federal support, and il is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission will not sel up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions at this time; and il is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission shall eliminaie the existing TAP
program, that the South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules, that
the Commission slaff, in consullation with the carriers, develop a standard form for sali-
certification, thal the carriers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior to
January 1, 1998, that the carniers shall also send a form to each of their new customers;
and that the carners make the forms available to any person or entity upon request; and
itis




FURTHER ORDERED, that the carrier shall file with the FCC the information
demonstrating that the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier
send an informational copy to the Commission The camers shall also include in their
annual report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link

Up support

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _ /¢ 0"-’ day of November, 1997
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BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:
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