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e TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

PPublic Uulities Comnussion
State {‘4Pit0] S0 FE ('.lpi!u] These are the lelecommunicationi sefvice flings thal the Commianion has received Tor the period of

Piere, SD_$750157% 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

¥ 08 5, 3
Iho"”- lh"‘l"'j 332-1782 It you need & complele copy of a Bling fazed, overnight expressed, or maied lu you, pleass contact Delaine Kolbo within five day s of this filing
Fax; (633) 773-3809

poceaT TITLE/STAFFISYNOPSIS FLED | " OEADLNE
REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY
1087076 Applicaton by Journey Telecom International, Inc. for a Certificate of Authority to operate as a lelecommunicabons company 06 1397 070797

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

Application by Calis for Less, Inc d/b/a CIL for a Certificate of Authority to operate as a telecommunicabions company within

TC87.091 the state of South Dakola. (Stalf TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to onginate and terminate “intrastate, intralLATA and 08/17/:97 0710797
bzt interLATA calls of business and resxdenbal customers, 1o operate as a Travel and Detst (Prepaid Caling) Card reseller. and Fh i1 iy
to provide COCCT/ICOPT servce ~
Application by Crystal Communications. Inc. for a Certificate of Authority to operate as a telecommunications company within
1C87.103 the slate of South Dakota. (Statt TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to prowvde local telecommunications senvices and 06/19/87 07/07/97

interexchange telecommumcatons services. The Applicant will not offer any local telecommunications senvices within a Rural
Telephone Company service area without seaking separate Commission authority

Appicaton by Qunteico, Inc for a Certficate of Authority to operate as a telecommunications company within the state of South
Dakota. (Staft. TS/TZ) Applicant “intends to subscribe to and resell all forms of infer-exchange and intra-exchange
TC87-104 | telecommunications serices in the state of South Dakota, including local dial tone senices, Message Telephone Senice Wide | 08/1887 0710787
Area Telephone Service, WATS ke servces, foregn exchange service, private lines. tie lines, ace s senvice, cellular service
local switched senvice and other senaces and facilites of communications common carniers and othe entties

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

intrastate Telephone Company. Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
talecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttule s senvice area in South Dakota. Intrastate
Telephone Company is the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently prowviding local exchange telecommunications
TCS7-077 | services in the following exchanges in South Dakota' Bradley (784). Castiewood (793), Clark (532), Florence (758), Hayti (783), | 06121457 OF/0Te7
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (947). Webster (345), Willow Lake (625) and Bryant (628) intrastale Telephone Company, to
s knowledge, s the onlv camer today providing local exchange telecommunications senvices i the above idantified exc hange
areas_(Staff. HBKC)
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interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation
as an ehgible lelecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas thal constitule its senice area in South Dakota
Interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperatve is the faciliies-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local eschange
telecommunicatons senices in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Goodwin (795). Clear Lake (874). Gary (272)
Esteline (873), Brandt (876), Astona (832), Toronto (784), West Hendrnicks (478), Elkion (542), White (628), Broolngs Rural
(693), Sinai (826). Nunda/Rutland (588), Wentworth (483) and Chester (488). Interstate Telecommumcabons Cooperative
to its knowledge, s the only carner loday prowding local sxchange telecommunications senaces in the above enbfied
exchange areas (Statf HB/KXC)

TCS7-080

West Rver Cooperatve Telephione Company pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designabon as
an elgbie telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that consttute s senace area in South Dakola West
Raver Telephone s the lacifies-based local exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons semices
in the following exchanges: Bson (244), Buffalo (375), Camp Crook (605-T87) and (406-972), Meadow (788 and Sorum (B68)
West River Telephone, to s knowledge, is the only camer today providing local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the
above dentfied exchange areas (Stalt HBXC)

os16a7T

TCar-081

Statekne Telecommuncatons, Inc pursuanito 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an elgpble
lelecommumcations carmer within the local H:hnngﬂ areas thal constitute is serace area n South Dakota Stateline s the
facilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local eschange telecommunications senices in the following
exchanges MNewell (458), Naland (257) and Lemmen (805-374) and (701-376) Statehne. to ts knowledge, & the only carner
today prowding local exchange felecommunicatons senaces i the above denbfied exchange areas (Stal HBEMC

0701 aT

TCa7-081

Accent Communicabons, Inc. pursuant 1o 4T USC 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seaks desgnabon as an elgible
lelecommunicalions carmel within the local exchange areas thal constitule s serace area  Accen! i the Tacilbes based
gxchange carner presently providing local eschange telecon munications serasces in the lollowing sxchanges Brstol (492)
Doland (615). Fredenck (120). Hecla (994) North Hecla (701-992) and Mellette (B87) Accent to its knowledge, o the only
carmner loday prowding local exchange telecommumncabons senaces in the above dentified sxchange arteas (Staft HECH

0611 7/97

-4
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James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company pursuant 1o 47 US C 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 hereby seehs desgnabon
s an eligile telecommunicatons carmer within the local exchange areas that constute s sernce area n Seuth Dakota
James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company s the facilities-based exchange cather presently provding local escharnge
lelecommumnicabons senaces in the following exchanges in South Dakota Andover (208), Clatemont (204) Columixa (186
Conde (382). Ferney (335), Groton (397), Houghton (885) and Turton (887) James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Compary
o s knowledge, s the only carner loday provdng local exchange telecommumnicabons senaces in the above dentfied
exchange areas (Stafl. HB/CHI

atTOTaT

TCH7-085

Healand Communications, Inc pursuantto 4T US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designabon as an ebgible
tslecommunicabons carmet within the local exchange ateas that constiute s senice area in South Dakota Heartland
COTHMUTECADONS & The facies-based local exchange camer plesently providing local exchange telecommurecabons senaces
in the followang exchanges in South Dakola Plafte/'Geddes (317) Hearland Communicatons, to s knowledge s the only
cames ioday (roviding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the above dentified eachange areas  (Statt HEICH)
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Mictstate Telephone Company inc pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommuraations carmer wiler Tw Ol eachange aeas hal consttute i serice area in South Dakota Medstate Telephone
Company s T taciies-based loce excharge carmer presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the
TCH7-088 | following exchanges in Sous Daecta  Academy (726). Delmont (778), Ft Thompsan (245). Gann Valley (203), Kimball (778), | 08/17/97 or07a7
New Holland (243). Pulowana (854) Shckney (732) and White Lake (2459). Midstale Telephone Company, to its knowledge,
B e ondy Carmes todey prowudiing loca exchange lelecommunications senices in the above dentified exchange areas  (Stalf
HBTH)

Baltic Telecom Cooperatwe purscect 1= 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ebgible
IS COMMecalons Camer alls T oCs exfange areas thal consbitute s senice area Baite Telecom Cooperative s the
TCOT-087 | taciibes-based local eschangs camer presently prowiding local exchange telecommunications senvices in the following | 08/17/97 o7ormT
exchanges Balc (525 snd Crocks (S43) Bamc Telecomn Cooperative, o fts knowledge, s the only carmer today providing
local eschange telecormmurscaions senaces n the above dentified oxchange areas (Statt. HBXC)

East Plans Telecom inc purscant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ekgible
telecommurscatons carmer mitws Twe local exchange areas thal constitute s senace area  Fas! Plains Telecom. inc_is the
TCO7-0828 | facities-Dased loce! exchange carmer presenlly providing local exchange telecommunications senices in the following | 06/17/57 oToTA7?
exchanges. Alcester (§34) Hussor (584) anc East Mudson (712-082). East Plains Telecom, Inc , to #s knowledge, s the only
carret Inday prowdang local sychange islecommunicalions senices in the above identified exchange areas (Stafl HB/XC)

Weslern Telaphone Compary purseert I 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
irlecommurscations camer wit e Tw OCE SxREnQe aTeas thal constiute & senace area in South Dakota Western Telephone
TCH7-089 | & me facites-Dased local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons services in the followang | 06/17/87 070787
exchanges Cresbard (324). Faciezon (558) and Orient (392). Western Telephone, to its knowledge. is the only camier today
provading local exchange telecommuracalons Senices n the above identified exchange areas (Staft. HB/KC)

Stockholm-Srandburg Telephone Company pursuant 1o 47 U.S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaltion as
an ehgble lsiscommuncationrs carmer waihan the local exchange areas that constiute s setvice area in South Dakota

TosT 080 Slocaholm s Tw facifes tasec IOCE FECTANQe CaTTer Dresently provding local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the 061797 070787
FEUEEE ] toliowing sxchanges i South Deacta  Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Rewilo (623) and South Shore (756). Stockhaim, to its ' PEE
inowiedge = The ondy carmes todey prowdng aCal exchange telecommunications senaces in the above denbfied exchange

areas (Staft HEBWC

Kennebec Telephone Co purscact o 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby soeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunecalions carmes witwn Tw local exchange areas thatl constiute As senace area in South Dakola Kennebec
TC87-082 | Telephore Co =& Bw tacites Sasec lOcal sachange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons serices | 06/18/87 070787
N he Kiowng exchanges Keonetec (B55) and Presho (B95). Kennebec Telephone Co , to its knowledge. i the orly camer
today FrOVang ooa et aToe IsecormmUrECatons seMnices in the above identified exchange areas (Stall HB/CH)

Jefferson Telephone Co e pursuant ' 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
telecommumncalions camer wimwn e local exchange areas thal consbiute s serwce area in South Dakota Jefferson
TC87-083 | Teiephone Co _ Inc & The taciies based local exchange camer presenlly prowding local exchange telecommunications | 0611897 oTOTeT
senices n Te lollowing eschange  Jeferson (956) Jeflerson Telephone Co | Inc.. 1o its knowledge. i the only carmer today
provading local exchange telecoremorec #i00s senvices in the above dentfied exchange areas (Statt HBCH)
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TCa7-
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Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperatue Inc pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an
sliptie lelecormmuncalcns carmer witnm ™e local exchange areas thal consttule its senace area  Sully Buttes Telephone s
the facites-based ooyl exctange Carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunications sernces in the following
exchanges Wesl Oructa (254) Hchoock (266) Seneca (436), Tolsloy (442), Onaka (447) Wessington (458), Langford (493)
Rosholt (S37) Tuare (555 Sgrwmore (BS2) Harrold (B75), Ree Heghts (943), Hoven (948), Blunt (962) and East Onida (971)
Sully Butes Teleghone © B enoefedoe = the only carner today provding local exchange telecommunications seraces in the
above dentfied sxchance areas  (Staff HBICH)

06/19/97

ormoTmET

TC&7-0

Venture Communcations. s purscant 1o 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designabaon as an ehgible
tslecommurscators carmer e e local erchange areas that constidules ity sonace area  Venluts Communicabons s the
faciibes-based cal eschangs carfed Dresently providing local exchange telecommumicabons services in the fallowing
echanges Orda (258) Sowdie (Z85). Roscoe (287), Pwerpont (325), Britton (448), Briton, ND (T01-443). Rosiyn (486)
Wessngion Sprngs (S35)  Seioy 545) Gefysburg (765) and Lebanon (768). Venture Commumications to its knowledge,
he only carnes today prowsdeyg locs’ exchange telecommumcations senaces in the above dentfied exchange areas (Staf

HECH)

orarer

SANCOM inc pusaad o &7 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herelry seeks designation as an eligible telecornmunications
Carme? witwn the local exchange sreas Tl constitute 4s sefvice afea in South Dakota. SANCOM i the facilibes-based local
exchange carmer preseny srowdrg local exchange telecommunicabons services in the following exchanges in South Dakota
Wolsey (B2 Parksion (328 and Trpp (935) SANCOM. to fis knowledge, i the only carner loday providing local exchange

telecommurncations sereces o e above wdentified exchange areas (Statt HB/ICH)

061897

0710797

Santorn Telephone Cocperatws pursuant 10 4T US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommo scatons carrer witen The iocal exchange areas that constitute s seniace area in South Dakota  Sanborn
Telephone s The faciiles Dawed local sxshange Carmer présently prownding local exchange telecommumicabons senices in the
following exchanges o Scum™ Dakcts Ethan (227). Mt Vernaon (238). Letcher (248), Foresiburg (495), Artesian (527)
Woonsocke! (TS5 and Apers (545 Sanborm Telephone, (o ts knowledge. is Wie only carmer loday proveding local exchange
teles ormrmurc @t s eraces © T abose dentfied exchange areas iStall. HB/CH)

061997

orormey

Berestord Murscpasl Teleptorns Co gursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
telecommumcatons Ccarner st T local exchange areas thal constitute As sendce area in South Dakota Beresford Tel
5 e faciSes Dased local eschanpe carmer presently provding local exchange telecommumnicabons services in the followang
exchange Beresford (T8 Beresford Tel to s knowledge s the only camrier loday prowding local exchange
telecomemurscatons secaces m T abowe cientified exchango areas  (Stall HBXC)

06/19/97

o7arear

L
o 2

-

Rotwerts Cowrsy Teephone Cocperive Assoczaton pursuant o 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heroby seeks designabon
A% an ehgbis telecommurc oS e’ within the local eachange areas that constiutle s sernce area Roberts County
Telephone Cooperatve Assocaton o ™e faibes-Dased local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange
Islecormmurscalions secaces & T foliowang eschanges  North New Effington, ND (701-634), New Effington (637) and Clake

Cemy (852) Rotes Courty Teepnons Cooperalive Assooaton, to ns knowiedge, is tThe only carmer [oday proveling focal
sichange felpcommersafiors wenaces @ e above entfied exchange areas (Staft HBKC)

06:1997

oroTer
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TCE87-100

RC Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion as an ebgbile
telecommunscaions carmes withan the local exchange areas that constute s sennce area. RC Communicabons s e faciies
based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senices in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (T01-634), Wilmot (938), Peever (932), Veblen (738) and Symmat (398). RC Communications, fo its
knowledge, is the only carrier today prowding local exchange telecommunicalions services in the above idenbfied exchange
areas (Staft: HBXC)

08/1897

070797

TCaT-101

Splitrock Propertes. Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an elgble
telecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas tha! consttule #s ssrace area in South Dakota Spiftrock
Propertses. Inc. is the faciibes-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommuncations senices
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Howard/Carthage (772) and Oldham/Ramona (482) Splitrock Properbes. Inc
o its knowledge, & the only carmer loday prov¥aq local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the above identified
exchange areas (Staff HBKC)

061997

oTo7e7

TCe7-102

Spitrock Telecom Cooperatve, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S C_ 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an elgible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas thal consttule s serice area. Spitrock Telecom Cooperative
Inc. s the facdities-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons sermces in the
following exchanges Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-594) and (507-587) Spltrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc . 1o ks
knowledge, is the only carrier today prowding local exchange telecommunicabions senvices in the above dentified exchange
areas. (Staff. HB/XC)

081997

ororeT

TC97-105

Tri-County Telecom, Inc pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an eligble
lelecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas that consbtute its senace area in South Dakota Trn-County
Telecom, Inc. is the laciities-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange telecommunicabons services
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Clayton (825) and Emery (443) Tr-County Telecom, Inc , to its knowledge, 1s
the only carmmer today prowiding loca! exchange telecommunications senvices in the above identified exchange areas (Staff
HB/CH)

0619/87

070787

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TCa7-079

U S WEST Communications, Inc filed for approval by the Commission the Tyns 1 Paging Agreement between KJAM Molsle
Pagng and U S WEST. “Thss Agreement was reached through voluntary negotations withoul resor to mediation or arbitrabon
and is submitted lor approval pursuanl to Section 252(e) of the Communications Act ol 1834, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 KJAM Mobile Paging and U S WEST further request thal the Commussion approve this
Agreement without a heanng and without aliowing the intervention of other parties Because this Agreement was reached
through voluntary negotatons. ® does not ras2 issues fequinng a heanng and dees not concern other parbes nol a pant of the
negotabons. Expedibous approval would further the public interest ™

081697

0TROTET

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCO7-082

U 5 WEST Communcations filed tanff sheets thal remove references to exchanges that have been sold by U 5 WEST The
sale was effective June 1, 1997. In addition, this filing inciuces some text changes and clean-up tems. U 5 WEST has
requested an effective date of June 1, 1967, for this fling (Stalt DJ/CH)

oen7TeT
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

NA l East Plains Telecom_Inc on Juns 13, 1657 ] MA I
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Soeatt Dakota
Public Utilities Commission

State Capitol Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Picrre, South Dakota 57501-5070

Oclober 1, 1897

Mr. Richard D. Coit
Executive Director
SDITC

P. G Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE: Eligible Telecommunicalions Camer application, TC87-089
Westlem Telephone Company

Dear Mr.Coit

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

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

2 Pursuant to 47 CF R. 54.405 and 54411, Lifeline and Link Up services must be made
wailable by an ETC lo qualifying low-income consumers. Coes the applicant company. as
referenced above, make these services available to qualifying consumers?

3 Please provide a venfication by an authorized officer, under ocath, to the Commission in
~hich the appbcant represents to the Commuission that the facts stated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response (o data request nos. 1 and 2, above_ are truthful.

Please respond by October 14, 1997 Upon receipt of this information, i will be evaluated by
slaff and the matter will be scheduled for consideralion by the Commission. Thank you for
your aflention to this maller

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,

i

Jl’lir.- [

Karen Cremer
Staff Attorney

|. ¥ .'I-_J

cc. Harlan Best




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

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

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC.

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

)
)
)
)
)

T

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE
OF HEARING

TC97-068

TC97-069

TC97-070

TC97-071

TC97-073

TC97-074

TC97-075

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 COMMUN!CATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC.

TC97-083

TC97-084

TC97-085

TC97-086

TC97-087

TC97-088

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-092

TC97-093

TCS7-094

TCS7-095

TC97-096




SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE

COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC.

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC.

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC.

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE

COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TC97-097

TC97-098

TC97-009

TC9T-100

TCo97-101

TC97-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC97-114

TC97-115

TCa7-117

TC97121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/BVA ) TC97-130
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )

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

MCCOOK TELECOM )

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-154

COOPERATIVE )

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155
)

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

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167

The South Dakota Public Utiliies Commussion (Commussion) received requests from
the above captioned telecommurnications companies reguesting designation as eligible
telecommunications carmers

The Commussion electronically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines to interested individuals and entiies On June 27, 1997, the Commission
recerved a Petitiori 1o Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom, Inc (DT1} with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TC97-075) On July 15 1997, at ts regularly scheduled meeting. the Commission granted
intervention to DTS and DT1in Docket TCS7-075 No other Petitions 1o Intervene were
filed

The Commuss:ion has junsaiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chaplers 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 issues at the heanng shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned
lelecommunications compames should be granted designation as eligible
lelecommunications carmers, and (2) what service areas shall be eslablished by the
Commussion
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A hearing shall be held at 1:30 P.M , on Wednesday, November 19, 1997, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be present and to be
represented by an attorney  These rights and other due process nights shall be forfeited
if rot exercised at the hearing  if you or your representative fail to appear at the time and
place set for the hearning, the Final Decision will be based solely on the testimony and
evidence provided, if any, during the hearing or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20 After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence
and lesuimony 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 telecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible
telecommunications carrier, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunications camers  The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law It is therefore

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

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

24

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned herebry certifies that this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
renaryeqspe e b hoed caisis Commissioners Burg. Nelson and
service list, by facsimele of by first class madl, in Schoenfelder

properly addressed envelopes, with charges

By: {‘I : ;Z l’*’f'r,(({éﬂ‘r{ﬁ
- A 5 WILLIAM BULLARD JR

Date /! / > j // Executive Direclor

e [ LCAL SEAL)

==



4 Westery Terermone CoMpaNy

Serving Cresbard, Faulkton, Orient, Polo & Wecota

CAd B

Harold A. Brown, Manager

e s

PO Box 128, 111 9th Ave, M., Faulkton, 5D 574380128 — Phone; 8055986217 — Fax: 605-598-4100

RECEIVED

L

November 25, 1997

Ms Karen Cremer i

Staff Attorney SOUTH D/ A\ PUBLIC
Public Unlities Commissions ITILITIE YMISSION
Capitol Building, 1* Floor

500 East Capitol Avenue

Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070

RE: Ehgible Telecommunications Camier (ETC) Application TC97-089
Western Telephone Company

Dear Ms Cremer

We are responding to the need for additional clanfication regarding our single party service
offeing Wostern Telephone Company offers single party service to all of its subscribers

My affidavit as to the validity of the information contained herein is provided below

Yours truly,
i =7
‘__,._-‘-' - /" ’_,A."___'rl"- 7
p ;;}“7 oA i‘fj//‘{‘{-"*//
Harold Brown o

-

General Manager/Secretary & Treasurer

Harold Brown, being first duly sworn, states that be is the general manseer/secretary & treasurer for the
t he has read the, oing. and it ts true to his own best knowiedge, information and belief

muﬁnf?ﬁa
Slgnad/7 = ':': 2o

s pue_ M= 35-G7
T >
Notary Public Signature L/Fn&/uﬁ.:q "Jfé?ﬂxuci Date /t _AS5-47
My term expires My Commission BOSIE
Expires Way 12, 2003 Y

HDTAYY FUSLS T

ETAL o il L
TS SLAUTH DAXOTA S




1 THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
- RECEIVED
%) [T e e e e Ty e )
IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE ! DEC 02 1997
4 | FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS )
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS FOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
5 | ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS: )JUTILITIES COMMISSION
)
& | VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-068
)
7 | GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS }) TC97-069
COOPERATIVE, INC. )
H )
VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE ) TC97-070
9 | COMMUNICATIONS, INC. )
)
10 | VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE ) TC97-071
ASSOCIATES, INC. )
11 )
SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-073
2 )
. MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-074
13 )
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-07s%
14 )
INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-077
15 | COQPERATIVE, INC. }
16 | INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS } TC97-078
COOPERATIVE, INC. )
17 }
WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE ) TC97-080
- ivnupnu? )
. )
I."-'iiu‘TI-ZI.Ih'[-,' '!I-'.i.!fii'l..lHHUNIl'.'h'l'l(l!‘-'.'i, INC. ) TC97-081
: )
| ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-083
| JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE } TC97-084
| COMPANY )
|
| HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC TC97-08% _
3 i [ |
thhHTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. ) TC97-086
| BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE } TC97-087

LEAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC. ) TC97-088




WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,

INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
SANCOM, INC.

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

| RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC

| SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC

| SPLITROCK TELECOM

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM,
FAITH MUNI

IT T 5
Ehsaw 1L 4

ARMOUR INDE
COMPANY

| BRIDGEWATER
TELEPHONE

AN

TC97-089

TC97-09%0

TC97-092
TC297-0%3

TC97-054

TC57-0985
TC97-096
TCS7-097
TCSs7-098

TCS7-089
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| MCBRIDGE

U S5 WEST COMMUNICATIONS,

HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS D/B/A

MCCOOK TELECOM

INC.,

Tt Bl T Tl T

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE

TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO.

- N Nt S Wt Wm

THREE RIVER

TC97-131

TCH97 -

TC97-155

INC. TC97-162
TELCQO TC97-1867
)
HEARD BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

PROCEEDINGS ; November 19, 1997
1:30 P.M.
Room 412, Capitol Bu
Plierre, South Dakorta

Jim Burg,
Laska
Fam

Chairman
Schoenfelder,
Nelson,

Allts
Haseck

Rolayne
Camron
Karen Cremer
Harlan Best

Bob Knadle
Gregory A. Rislov
David Jacobson

Wiest

Lori J. Grode, RMR

ilding

Commissioner
Commissioner

e ———— s e
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PROCEEDTINGS

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. We'll go ahead and get|
i
i

started. I'll begin the hearing for the dockets
relating to the eligible telecommunications carriers

The date

o

designation. The time is approximately 1:5

is November

M
Wy

1957; and the location of the hearing
18 Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota.

I am ’im Burg, Commission Chairman.

ommissioners Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are |
i
also present I1'm presiding over this hearing. The |

hearing was noticed pursuant tgo the Commission’s Order

*ry

- = AT
or v.lrid NOL1C

.

>f Hearing issued November 7, 195%7.

The issues at this hearing shall be as

(3]

-

"

f

C

:

n

)
?

2, whether the requesting
telecommunications company should be jranted
designation as eligible telecommunications carriers;
and, two, what service areas shall be established by

[ ] M™e % 7 1
ne ommilsaslon

All parties have the right to be present and
to be reprewented by an attorney. All persons so '

testifying will be sworn in and subject to

cCross-examination by the parties, The Commission’s
decision may be appealed by the parties to the
State Circuit Court and the State Supreme Court,.

Rolayne Wiest will act as Commission
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counsel She may provide recommended rulings on

2 | procedural and evidentiary matters. The Commission maw

Ly

= [ 5 1
3 aver ule 1ts counsel' 8 prelimina

Y rulings throughout

4 | the hearing. 1f not overruled, the preliminary rulings|

in
£
s
st
or
i ]
M

|
: ]
i ]
e
S
¥

é At this time I‘l]1 turn it over to Rolayne for

the nearing h

= MS WIEST 11l take appearances of the !
|

9 | parties Rich, who do you represent? I
10 ME COIT i'm here today representing a4all of

*
-
¥

id recently appiied for membership with the coalition. i
13 Aand Darla Rogerx is here representing sone companies, |
|
L4 and guess she could indicate for the record which |
1 ne she's representing
R MS ROGERS I'm here representing Valley;
! i kholm-Strandburg 3oiden West including Vivian;
LB and Sully Butte and Venture
A o WIEST - i vou repear "hose a § "
i P~ g - - - b yaou I peatc L nose again 1
F valley, St kholm-Strandburg Vivian, Golden West [
|
MC ROGERS - dmr W * 2ullv .t |
21 S ROGERS iden West Sully uttes and l
d Venture
21 MEs WIEST U § West !
[
24 MR. HEASTON Bill Heaston and Tammy Wilka |
L " [= wWeat y - * at T |
- - - - - L - 1




M5. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff.

MR. HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission

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

first and that’'s TC97-075. Do any of

o make an opening statemant before we

Why don’t proceed with 075 then.

MR. COIT: Sure, that's fine. I really don’'t
have an opening statement. There are a couple of
exhibits that we would like to admict. And I understand
there's also been some letters sent to the Commission

hat we would like to admit into the record as evidence
vthe ETC qu ci : i ld be Exhibit Number
which he ppli E 3 Randall for ETC
signation, hib Nc h is the response
Randall to i "equ m st , dated, 1

Jctober

have been marked
lectter of Dakota or is Exhibit

Exhibit




| |
1 | Cakota.

| 8]
4
E

COIT: So the Exhibit 3 is the letter

al
[
(2 ]
[
1
¥
O
o
L
(2]
re
« 4
-
L |
1
rl
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U
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b
o

to the Commission, and

[
Pl
e

18
4 |a letter from Mike Bradley to the Commissicn.

: MS. WIEST: What*'s the dacte of that letter,
6 | the letter from Bradley?

7 MR COIT November 1Bth.

B MS. WIEST Because ! have one dated November
|
- 18th and one the 19th |
1 MR 01T I think so. Is that righe,
|
11 Exhibit 3 18 that the 19th? Okay 1 had a letcter

¥
[+7]
i
d
el
"
o
i
-
o
c
"
Rl
=
]
8]
3
w
Fr ]
£
&
=

dave

a
=
o
1]
o

s im ~ - 1 T LY -p 1
13 for admission iay believeé both the letters are
.
14 fated thi et N mber 19th |
TR L. 1 = 1 |
} M IES the letter {rom Mr. Bradley igs|
i
]
I 1at*ead Ehe st I
.
P e o - o
1 ME i Yes Sorry about that
1 8 MS. WIEST And that's Exhibit 4
18 MR 01T i don't know why they're dated ,
- 1jiierently tne 19%th 41 the ne we're geeking
i ydmipaion on, I believe Yes, they are identical so |
|
P& we're seeking admission £ the 19th leatte:
i MS WIEST i think they’'re not exactly
- - - el -y . - b | - 1
24 ider Al bu we'll g with the 3t h 11d see the |
2 letter from Dakota I don't believe we got copies of
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that one

Exhibits

i

MR .

MS.

exhibits be

oeen

ask if

[
L

o

rhe

- b
first
guess

all

any

admitted i

TC97-075,

T

response

of

(Pause.)

-

“ g

3

WI

ing

inc

ae

Eo

question 1
it's not absolutely clear that

the customers

and answered

COIT:

only guestion 1

'S
-

this

Sc a time are you

and 47

-
=

Yes, that’'s correct.

EST: Is there any ocbject those

dmitted? If not, 1, 4 have

TC97-07

un

Then at this

e parties have any questions pertaini

luding the Commissioners?

-
'S

v
ua

WO

e |
La

the data request, And the

t talks about single party service,
<t’'s available to
the way that

the statement is written

MR. COIT: Oh, because they said does the
above-referenced company have this service.

M WIEST Right

MR. COIT Yeah, 1 guess that is correcr
And I am not here today to serve as a witness.

MS WIEST Neo

MR. COIT If that’'s a concern that you feel
you need addressed, and I hate to say this, but I was
led to believe that if there were some guesticons on
applications and there was not a witness here to answer

that,

those gquestions

could be dealt with between now
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manner.

CHAIRMAN BURG:

That's fine,

MS. WIEST: Let‘'s just go through them and
then we'll have Harlan as the witness. Let‘s go back
to TC37-068. Does anyone have any gquestions on
TCS7-D0687

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

MS. WIEST: Yesg. That would be in thart
packet

MR. COIT: Is there a chance that we could
consider or deal with these en mass as Mr. Hoseck has
indicated or suggested?

MS. WIEST: 1'd rather not just because on a
few of them I have a couple guestions on some of them.

MR. COIT: Okay. Should I go ahead and
introduce the exhibits?

MS WIEST Yes

ME COIT With respect to Docke:r TC97-068
there are two exhibits Exhibit No l1 is the actual
ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company. And
Exnibit No. 2 1s the response of Vivian Telephone
Company to a data request from Commission staff. We
would move the admission of those exhibits. I de not
have the dates I don‘t have them nere with me.




1 | Okay. Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No. 1 is 6-1997,
2 | and the date on the response to the data regquest is

3 10-14-97.

4 CHAIRMAN BURG: 6€-9; right, not 6-19?
2O XIT: 6-19 -- 6-9, excuse me.
& | MS. WIEST Okay. Is there any objection te

7 |ad”::::ng Exhibits 1 and 2 in 068? If not, they‘ve

(e
1]
s |
1]
(¥
3
-
rv
re
b
o
I
¥
-l
L3

in, Rich, on Exhibit 2, the first

2 | question, it says we provide single party service

10 | throughout. I guess I'l]l assume that means all

11 customers? 1
|

12 MR COIT I would call Don Lee. Don Lee zsl

13 | here representing Vivian as well as some of the other

LE called as a witness, being first uly sworn, |
|
17 Was examined and testified as follows !
18 |
19 BY MR CCIT |
- ™ - T~ Ty, - e el L & 1 -
20 Q -Cuig you respond to Commission counsel's
21 gquestion, please?
22 A Yes The answer to your question is, yeés, it
2 Joes indicate that they provide service private line
24 | throughout the study area.
|
25 MS. WIEST singlie party to all customers?
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l |It's available to all customers?

2 A, Righet.

3 MS. WIEST: Thank ycu. That's the only

4 | question I have. Does anybody else have any questions
> | for this witness for 0682 If not, thank you. I did

T

| admit Exhibit 1 and 2. 069,
|
7 | MR. COIT: We would move the admission of
{ :
| Exhibits No. 1 and 2 in 069, and that is an ETC request

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

10 | data regquest dated 10-14-97.

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

been admitted.

[

13 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Excusze me, I do

14 | not have the data request up here wit1 me for some

i

reas

0

n. i'm sorry about this, but I need to go back

{41

| and ask Mr. Lee about the Lifeline, Link Up. I chink
i7 | was that covered in the data request? 1I'm SOrry to be

18 | behind the eight ball, but I did nort have that and so I

-3 | need to know whether this company is doing Lifeline,

20 | Link Up now or whether You need to -- whether you
21 intend to have that implemented by 1-17
22 | A. You‘re referring to the Vivian Telephone
23 !Company?

|

[N ]

4 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Yeah, Vivian is

1
5 Iwhat we're doing now.
L
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1998,

and do

| going
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|
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|

| by tha
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Ccontro
U

reques
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o

Vivia

providing it in

o
P
[+]
2

COo nave T

r that y

Do vyo
dace

COMMI

ink Up throughout its system with the

n of the Vivian Exchange, and they anticipate

I1SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: But anticipated

U want a commitment that we will do it

n Telephone Company does provide

the Vivian Exchange by January 1,

s

¢ two different things. And I think I'm
o be assured that you're either going to

ou're going to ask for something from

3

Yeah
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER And I think |
|
important that we have that on the record |
Certainly. Commissioner. The answer is, yes‘
e committed to providing it by 1-1-1998 |
|
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you. [
CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a question, a general |
that On the toll, what do we call it toll
? Do we need a statement on those, too, or a
for a waiver?
MS. WIEST: They did actually request waivers
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in their original

I MR. COIT:

through, I guess,
| bpasically
thess, going to re

Commission has que

certain aspects of

applications.
1 was at the conclusion of going

the questions and so forth, I was

before the Commission acts on any of

state the reguest But if the
stions of Mr. Lee with respect to
I would --

providing it, yeah, 1

would suggest you go ahead and ask it.

CHAIRMAN

long as we know al
| In other words, if
then the stactement

of them is adequat

already could do ¢

)
|

o &

-

request is include

]
=
=
1
=]
c
-
w
v
™~

wa
4 Y T 4w

bringing it up aga
IRMAN

MS. WIES

witness regarding
TC87-070

|

|

| MR. COIT:

adm!ssion of two e

-

BURG: No, I don't have a problem as
1 of them that’s going to apply to.

it applies to every one of chem

at the end saying it applies on all

d in all the applications. But just
s ruled on, 1 was intending on

in at the end.

BURG: Okay. That*'s fine with me.

T2 Any other questions of this

068 and 0697 I1f not, we will go rto

Again, I would move for the

xhibits in TC97-070, and that is the
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COIT:

1 and 2,

regquest
reguest

WIEST:

response

ok

WIEST
they've
gardinng

P —

i
- -
nee tg

WIEST
rrad?

& el :‘b
nt manag
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v
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dated 6-10-97 and response

dated 10-97.

Any objection? Exhibits

A E
aoc,

ed, Are there any guestions

d ker? 1f

P,

oc not, lar's to

oo

-

&

We would move for the admission o

request for ETC status dated

to data request of staff dated

Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
been admitted. Are there any
TC97-071? 1If not, we will go to

We would move for the admission of
egquest dated 6-11-97 and Exhibirt
taff data request dated 10-14-97

2 A
Any objections to Exhibits and
£ not, they have been admitced

i 79

I would note rthar Dennis Law, who
er of Sioux Valley Telephone
¢ 1{ the Commission=®rs have any

Any questions? If not, we’ll go
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to TC97-074.
MR.

Exhibit No. 1,

and Exhibit No,.

10-31-97
MS.
noc,

guestions conc

COIT:
which

-
L

WIEST:

1 and 2 have been admitted.

erning

this one, Rich, with
MR. COIT:
MS. WIEST:
MR. COIT:
filed.
MS. WIEST:
let's go to TC97-07

And there i a
suppleme

dated 10-2

exnibits.

respon

lso an

response to staff

J

We would move for the admission of

is the ETC request dated 6-12-597

data request dated

1f

hre there any objections?
Are there any

0747 I have the same question on

respect to the data request number

Would an affidavit be adequate?

Yeah, as far as all customers.
Okay. I will make sure that gets
1
Any guestions on 0747 If not,

We would move for the admission of

ETC request and that’s

or admission of Exhibic N

e to data request dated 10-9-97.

Exhibit No. 3 { doc

. F
- Co

move




1 | three exhibits have been admitted. Are there any

2 | gquestions regarding this docket?

3 MR. COIT I believe Mr. Lee is representing
4 ITC today as well?

L ! MR. LEE: That's right.

|
& I ME WIEST: Okay. Let’'s go to TCS97-078.
i

7 E MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

:] lExhib:t No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-13-97
k) ‘and move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
10 !response to staff data request dated 10-9-97,

11| MS. WIEST: Any objection to those exhibits?
12 ;:! not, they’'ve been admitted. Any questions

13 concerning this docket? Let's go to TC97-080.

14 MR. COIT We move for the admission of

18 Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-16-597,
16 | and also move for admission of response to staff data
17 | request Exhibit No. 2, which is dated 10-14-97. '
18 | MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
1% | 27 If not, they've been admitted. Any questions

2 regarding this docket? 1f not iet's move to
21 TCS7-081

22 MR TOIT We move for the admission of ETC
2 request dated 6-16-97, which is Exhibit No. 1, and also
<4 | Exhibit No. 2, response to staff darta request, dated
25 10-15-597




M5. WIEST: Are there any objections to

If not, they've been admitred. Any guestions

|
1
|
|
regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this |

1 1
- 1
|
4 !c:e, you will be asking at the end about the waiver for
' é
5 the single party and all the other waivers is that
£ right? |
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B | Stateline on the single party issue?
- - L] I
3 M5. WIEST Yes
- L= o~ * - . i
14 MR -0IT I wasn't aware of that I
11 understood there ware gome companies that had purchased|
12 | U S West exchanges that were gtill in the process of
13 converting some party lines But, yes, if they need a

14 | waiver, 1 guess so. 11l renew that reguesr. I don't

15 nave any factual information I can provide I don‘t
‘6 | believe, Mr. Lee, are you here representing Stateline? |

4 ) 3
| 1 MR. LEE I am And in conversations with |
Foe = : |
18 Stateline management yesterday, they indicated that '
12 icate that
19 ney would likely need a waive request until rcl
¥ ¥ - er g L R marcn, |
1
- " = . | 4 F oy _— .- I
«4 | Aprii time irame when they can finish the construction
i
21 | to provide all one party service. i
1

22 MS. WIEST: And in their application they're |
23 | actually asking for a one-year waiver: correctc?

24 MR. LEE: But they're willing to shorten it l
25 | up
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21

1 }party service to all customers, and the second waiver
2 | on toll control for one year -- one year f{rom what !
3 !datu, Riech?

4 | MR. COIT: I think I would guess that that

S | would be from the date of the order.

>
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x
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7 | MR. COIT: On the toll control? Yocu're

B | speaking to the toll control; correct \
1

g | MS. WIEST Yes, toll control. |

10 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a gquestion
11 | as long as we're talking about the waivers both on toll
12 control and on the single party service, As long as
13 | you're askirj for waivers, let’s make sure it's done

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

15 | asking for more waivers I would hate to go through
16 this process, or would not like to go through this
7 | process again I think we need to be accurate when |
|
- we're doing it I also have a question about what
|
] meets the reguirements of the Aest? How much of a
20 | waiver an we give I den't know as 1 know the angwer |
i L that
. - . |
M5 WIES Right The time actually in the |
¥ .
|
23 F rder is not spe fied But it does say in !
24 | paragraph 89, I believe, that the Commission must, uch
|

# 2

inding of exceptional circumstances, you can make dJ

- 4
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waiver for single party services for a specified period

|
i
|
|
2 |of time. And also on the toll limitaticn the company
i
3 | must also show exceptional circumstances exist and need
|
§ | for additional time to upgrade. They should have to

i
;m
~
0
5
e
[+
<
b
c
o
13

Y
s |
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13

b
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hardship or

‘ inequity warrants additional time to comply and that
o | W 1A - = oy - - - - 1 %2~ % -

culd better cerv i& public interest that is in

B | strict adherence to the time period and it should
G extend only as long as the exceptional circumstances |
| |

1C eXist

5 = - . g - L] ]
11 MR COI11 I would note that in the 1

12 ipplications, while we've requested a year, we'’ve also

13 indicated that within that period of time we would file
14 some i1niormation with the Commission indicating, you [
: know, when the capability is available If he é
it mmission what we have and Mr Lee, I think, can
) AnSwer some questions in the area of toll ontrol :ha::
18 1 ir iNnswe: Bul we're faced with a situation today
1= where the ipabllitie ire Uust not available I1f a {
- Year 18 Ltoo long YU KnNow LTOM QUIr perspecLive we :
)
21 reac.ly didn’"t xnow when 1t would be available and |
23 that's why we regquested a vea: But 1f there's better
2 nformat n on that maybe the time period can be |
24 iiffarent But right now we really don‘t know when thel
2 spability is going to be available




[

b

[ %]

)

8]

-

Lad

s

~J

~

s

i

hate to

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I

and 1 know everyone wants to get thron

[
1¢]
= g

the point,

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 teoll control and why it’'s going to take that

ong of a period of time to do single party service.

1
-

-

1d so I think that should be in

=
M

the application

somewhere, or at least in our motion as we approve it,

or we should have something on the record

to support

e going.

MS5. WIEST: They do explain the r

lication, their original

n
Le ]

Smm

guestions that the C iss would lik

i1on

=

rou need more information on

ONER SCHOENFELDER: I would like to

probably isn't true of all companies.

ones you're testifying for at least,




Mr. Lee, where they’'re at in deploying the technology

two things and what kind of
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] delays you might expect, Because [ don‘’: want this to

4 | not go forward the way that it's been perceived that it

1

7 that

p
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o
-
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l; and then if there are apecific

@

questions, 1'd be happy to do that But the issue of

-
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s |

der the FCC's

1 description identifies a toll restriction and a toll |

|
B | FrAamE v 1 4 # h T-T 17 ¥ T3 l
11 oritrol, and the issue at hand is in the toll control, |

13 which my underatanding is to indicate that the end user|
|
13 subscriber is to be able to control the amount of its |
.
14 | menthly bill, at which time a restriction automaticallyl
|
1t kicks in and disallows access to the long distance
- |
1 network To my knowledge there 18 no switch vender in
17 the United S5tates today who provides that capability i
|
18 | within its switch 1 know that the vendors are working|
13 n it 1 could not sit here with a clear conscience
2 ind indicate that on X date that I would expect it will
i
21 be available Given my honest opinion I would doubt |
2 " e = - - - - = b " = ralslsE . . I
2 ~a it & availab.le = rhe general population within a |
1
23 | year's time period And therein is the reason 1 '
24 | believe that SDITC members ask for the one-year period
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ustomer's usage;

The second or alternative to that is a

ftware provisioning of toll And, again. to

knowledge, there is no interface between a software

sctem and a switch that has

Y-

[l

that capabili

imarily because it would take real time rating of a

and because

.

the

O
Pt

Customer

N
Q

1t

LS

itCch lﬂ-'_'?r".'x("h.-l.'qu_‘ carrlier I L |

i
-

choosing, e

s |

riad of optional call plans and rate structures that
jld be applied And, to my knowledge, there jus:t is
technology nor software, available to carry out

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And 1if I

ght it doesn‘'t - 1it’'s not permissive, one or the
her You really to need to do all of the above.
MR. LEE: It includes both, that's correct.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER I believe gone
rpanies have asked the FCC for clarification. that
rt of thing And as far as I know, you might have
tter information than ! do that that decision has no

A, 1 doubt T have bettar

has not been handed

W to my knowledge There 18 that clarification
cedure request in front of the FCC.

SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.

e are aj
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guess my position is to
see, you know, since
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2
available, it is in the public interest and would be i
|
very supportive of that concept. i
|
CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'1ll move that we l
grant the one-year waiver on toll -- what is it '
called? Toll limitation? Toll control? i
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second. J
.
COMMISSIONER SCHCENFELDER: I'm going to |
.

concur with that as long as the motion is understood
that there will be some formal way to limit toll for .
theae customers just so that everybody understands the !
.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I think in every application

you agreed that you can do toll restriction
MR. LEE: Right
CHAIRMAN BURG:

applications, and that to me is satiasfacrory.

MR EE Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG Do you want them as a
separate motion? Okay. I'll also move - which one
L L need - this one’?

ME, WIEST: The single pac-ty service until
June lst

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant a
walver in TC37-081 in the single party reguirement
until June 1, 1998
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COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1*d second.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: Any other questions in 0B1?7 Do
want to go back now?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I

rr
a
.
a
=
-
or
1
-
(Y
2
-
m
"
O

go back
get these others.
MR. COIT: Whatever.

MS. WIEST: We'll go back to 068, and the

iocn in 068 will be for the one-year waiver on toll

-

1
T & | # |
CHAIRMAN BURG: I"1l move that we grant the 1
T £f »on - - ] TC97-075 'l
eI 4 ke i A 2 Lil L2 W - 1
|
MMISSIONER NELSON: 1I‘d second l

e g e o =
MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 5
1
5 ¥ —~ - |
o] WlE eB |
|

HAIRMAN EBURG 11l move we grant the toll
{ mean I'll move we grant the waiver for toll |
|
:
o - - e e I - . |
MS WIEST S - trol I'm sorry, we havel
1
A irate becau what the FCC did is they ail 1t
ned toll control and toll bl King as toll
|
- W r |
|
'
|
L ; . .

CHAIRMAN BUR i"li move we grant the malveﬂ
11 ney i it TCS7 &8 l
"OMMISSIONER NELSON Seconded |
|
J
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Cancur.
MS. WIEST: For one year?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes.

M5. WIEST: 069.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I‘ll keep making them.

| move we grant the toll control waiver in TC97-069

one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: 070.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'1l1l move Lhat we grant

[

LR
[

for
toll

control in TC9%7-070 for one year, the waiver for one

Year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Second irt.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: 171

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'11 move that we grant toll
control, the waiver for toll control, in TC97-071 for
ne vear

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: 073.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 11l move we grant the waiver

for toll control in TC97-073 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.
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ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

VIEST: 074.

RMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver

cl in TC97-074 for one year.

IISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

IISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

RMAN BURG: 1’1l move we grant the waiver

‘oL in TC97-077 for one year,

ISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

IISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

WIEST: 078.

RMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver
¢l in TC97-078 for one year. J
ISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. '

ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur

WIEST 080

RMAN BURG: And I'1l]1 move we grant th
l control in TC97-080 for one year.

ISSIONER MELSON Seconded
oL R, e e s 2
<SSICNER SCHOENFELDER Concur
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MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of|
the ETC request filed by Accent, dated 6-17-97. and
Exhibit No. 2, the response to staff data request which

is dated 10-8-97.

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

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the toll,
the waiver for toll contrcl in TC97-083 for one year

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur

ME WIEST TC97-084.

MR. COIT We move for the admission of the
ETC request dated 6-17-97, which is marked Exhibit N>
1, and we move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, the
response to staff data request dated 10-8-97.

MS. WIEST Are there any ob tions? 1If
not, they'wve been admitted.

CHAIRMAN BURG I‘'ll move we grant the waiver
tor toll contrc n TC97-084 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON Seconded

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I*1ll concur,
Does this have a single party guescion on this one?

M5. WIEST: No They said in their original

hat they are offering single

Party service
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1 M5. WIEST: Single party was offered to all
2 | customers? Any other gquestions concerning this

3 docker? Is there a motion?

4 | CHAIERMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant the

i

waiver for toll control to TCS7-089 for one year.

un

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

7 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

8 MS. WIEST: 085, 1 beliave.

9 CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me, B85.

10 MS5. WIEST: TCS7-086,

: 5. MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
12 Erequest, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-17- 7, and response to
13 Istaff data reguests, Exhibit No. 2, which is dated

14 | 10-10-97

:b; MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they

£ ave been admitted. Same gquestion, can you answer

7 | that, Mr. Lee?

18 MR. LEE: I'm sorry, I don‘t have the

19 | associated companies with the exhibit numbers. Which

20 ccmpany are we referring to?

21 MR. COIT: Midstate.

22 MR. LEE: They are currently all private line
services

24 MR. COIT: Single party; correct?

25 MS5. WIEST: Single party to all customers?
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I one year.
£ COMMISSIONER KELSON I1'd second it
7 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. |

- MS. WIES

s |

TC97-0B7.

% MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ;
|

1 Exhibit Nc 1. ETC request, dated 6-17-97, and Exhibit |

11 N 2, response t staff data reguest, dated 10-16-97.

12 MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, Exhibits

13 1 and 2 have been admitted.

14 "HAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant toll
3 cont waiver in TCS? 87 for one yeazl |
1
16 COMMISSIONER NELSON I'd second it |
™ AR N ER =~ H ENFELLDER - - -
|
18 M WIEST AgAilr 1'ad have A Question on
3 * - g o .
1 ! ne, ich
- - - ] I
a ME ~013 Mr Lee 1§ representing Baltic as |
- - - a
. < = - — 11 \s |
23 MR LEE Balti 18 currently all private i
1
# . - = . -y T S ] B {
23 1ind m & Ty single party 1 8 uld use the right|
!
24 term single part service
2 MS. WIEST I 311l customers |
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1 ! MR LEE: Correct. |
| |
|

2| M5. WIEST: Thank you TC97-0868.

3 ME COIT We move for the admission of

6-17-5%7, and response

-
L

5 | to staff data reguest, which is Exhibit Ne. 2, which is
6 dated 10-17-97
|
7 } MS. WIEST Any objections? If not, Exhibits
8 |1 and 2 have been admitted.
9! CHAIRMAN BURG: 1’1l move we grant a waliver
10 | on toll contrel in TC97-088 for cne year.
|
11 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
12 ! COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
13 | MS. WIEST Can you answer my guestion on
14 I'n;s one, Mr Lee?
1E MR LEE Company name, pleage? |
16 MS. WIEST East Plains. E
17 MR. LEE Currently is all single party I
18 ?EL:V1C¢ E
19 | MS. WIEST Thank you. :
20 M5 WIEST TCS7-089.
|
21 i MR. COIT: We move fo: the admission of
|
22 jn:h;b:: No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-17-97,
23 éand the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is a response
24 %LG staff data request, dated 10-21-97.
25 i M5. WIEST: Any objections? 1f not, they've
L =




[~ i . -
L wd ba . r v a s
LY. o = m ¢ = - .- - it
™ - -y 1] =] o - o o = L "
] i = bl -] 4 L= r = £
u " w o £ ] ' i 1 b e L v
v o = o x f o . L 0 = .
wd = O [#] O ol o -] i b m b
U 2 4 o L . L [ o ke L} .
: = (o B o b [ o o g o ] . -] o L1 V]
b v @ @ 4] v 4 b - ] ad i = 4
b e " — i [ = =} 0 -] i o 9] = @
L) 1] i - L g o ) L] ad @ m ad = il ke | & 0
Y] = [ [ = e - b e [ = e 4  * = =
] o (o] L m o m 0O O [ = E L e t ad O O
¥ o - - e D v L L 0 o 4 @ & [+ ™ U
i &l b b & - < == L1 m L] [ — b o i 4]
L] 7] (-] n i E o o T 0 - Wl (] 0
] i Y] ] 4 i 1] o s ) U = [+ o b il
- 4 [+ ] = | m - = o ' 4 = o 5] = -] & g
v O o - = 0 . fal @0 v T 1 #) t - [= .
- = -] o ] & . b ™ - = O o v
i - 0 m F - i i ba v (#] i s
] Sy o x o o [O] LT o L - L U '
0 - - s 0 - i . [ - wa ke = @ “a r
1 T L = - o 1 = = fa) il r [-1] et h =
) V) o o - o i O . T O fal w L = . () Q
- . id Q L i e = = @ L o . = i =] O O -4 [ Ly |
ot e = u m m = wd = o~ ( F - - . I |
['-] ( '+ 1] - m vt = U 1] [ ] ) k v - i e m |
[ 1] g o b = - =4 m . r = n M e = 1] d ' - A4 —
=) v = b N 8 U 4 0 o L L w U < @ ©
T T, v v = x 2 U o o E - T 5 o « |
@ o E = = W e a > D 0 M _
.v.. i L&) i W5y e = ' [+ E | ' n e - |
E x b . b i+ e I ) b k- e 'y )
m [ 7] i U] [ v B = L 4 L] - 4 . o~ 0 [+ - e =
w e o ol ™ = | =] Lad [ £ s W Ly ad 1 i 5 | ; Tl oL oL (s ] tn 7
F cC — ] L ;| o O x v .: -4 { E | L e x 1] W
o - = o, O = U r . M m XL . i ™ _
| ad = =4 0 x x . 0 . [ — - |
| = . c 1 b 4 . = = - = g G s o — C
LY [+ - s w — L 13 Lyl [+ 4 i -~ .l w 14 1 w 1] - - o o
4 T W @ T o > ¥ ¥ X @nm O T TR T S oo E W oal 0 _
v ) c e [T LT ) { . L v {
. " 0 i 2 i FA ] - .- = ]
i 8 A m O om - i o
o v o “ 4 » U o _
L] B H e -4 + J » @ m " |
ba ™ ki 0 il =4 ¥ |
o g O a - il -4 - = - ]
o " ¢ - ¢ ¥ »] s " wif |
a L = - - { = [+ £ = - & -
e 82 u 0 o o] N m b & * _




g

(]

e 8

[N ]

()
-3

| their request.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-092.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC reguest of Kennebec
Telephone Company dated 6-18-97, and move fcr 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 questions

that the Commiseioners or staff may have concerrs

=
[

ng

M5. WIEST: Any questions concerning this
docketr? If not, de you have a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit both those?

]
-

-

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

admit Exhibit Numbers 1 and 2.

S
Ll
b+ |
T
w
=]
X
Wd

I'11l move that we grant a

waiver on toll contrel in TC37-09%2 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: i1’d second ic.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M5 WIEST TC97-0913. r

MR. COIT We would move for the admission of
Exhibit No 1 which is the ETC request of Jefferaon

phone Company, dated 6-18-97, and move alsoc for the
admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data

request, which is dated 10-10-97. And I would note
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1 | that Mr. Dick Connors is available toc answer any !

[ 5]

guestions concerning the Jefferson request

3 MS. WIEST

Any objection to the exhibits?

¥ 19
[
]
(]
i
i
= 3
1 ]
-~

ve been admitted. Any questions

this docker?

& | CHAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant a waiver
7 | for toll centrol in TC97-093 for one year.

g | COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second

,.
"

E] COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: concur. |

4 |
-~

11 MR COIT We'd move for the admission of

12 Exhibit Nc 1, which 1s the ETC request dated 6-19-957,

13 and move {or the admission of Exhi
L 4 the regsponse to data reguest dated 10-15-97 |
|
1 b WIEST ANy objection to Exhibits 1 and
T & o~ il Tl [ b= aw 8] | 5 < o |
1k . i1f not, those exhibits have been admitted Do vyou |
17 have any witnesses for this ne? |
i
. —fgi . . - |
L B MF D11 M1 Lee¢ 18 available for both |
|
19 111y jrtes and Venture
. o & .
- M5 WIEST 4 USt had a question i1 guess |
el ncerning Sing.e party service because in this one it
|
24 ices say should facilities not allow immediate single |
p T P - c B B & & - 1 »
< party service illy Buttes may offer Hitl-parcy
24 ervice until the facilities are restored r installed
|
: |
b t A ilow ZOor sSingle party service, Has that occurred
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years been

in the past?

A Cur
multi-line.
think they ad
a disaster th

La '

egerve the r

o]

mergency bas

al

CHAIRMAN BURG:

1 single party service

Any other gque

I'll move

rently Sully Buttes Telephone has no

The fact is all single party service. I
ded that language sBuch that if there were
at they had to respond to, they wanted to
ight to offer party line under the

is only. But they have for a number of

%
stions?

Wé grant a waiver

on toll contrel for TC97-094 for cne year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1‘d second it
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, I'11
oCncur
M5 WIEST TC97-095.,
MR. COIT We would move for the admission of
ETC, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission of
Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated
10-15-597 I would point out that I believe that there
might be an issue with respect to single party service
waiver in this case as well
MS. WIEST: Right At this time are there
any objections to Exhibit 1 and 2?7 If not, they’'ve
been admitted. Yes And it would appear they would

needa a walver.

And my question for

apparently they
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admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data request
dated 10-10-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, they’'ve

been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

on toll control in TC97-096 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOUENFELDER: Concur.
MS WIEST: TC97-097.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

n
*

.
=
o
2
T
=
L™
s |
=
I

request, dated 6-19-97, and Exhibir

No. 2, response to data request dated 10-10-97.
M5. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they’ve
been admitted. Does anybody have an questions

concerning this docket?

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

it
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur
MS WIEST TC97-098
MR COIT ‘e move for the admission of ETC

reguest dated 6-19-37, which is marked Exhibit No. 1

and admission of Exh

s B
| & -

-

to data request dated 10-14-97.

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

Association of Telephone Co-ops and the daily requests

I

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

single party service throughout Roberts County Co-op,

f ill suffice for your information here.

Is that gufficient?
That's gufficient.
Okay.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
centrol in TC9%7-05%9 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
M5. WIEST: TC97-100.

We move for the admission of

the ETC request dated 6-19-57,

Exhibit No. 2, response to data
jlated 10 -57
MS5. W 'y Any object

juestion on

know




1 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver |

e
o
.

i

2 | for pll contre n TC97-100 for one year. |
|

3 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it
4 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
ME WIEST TC97-101
. MR *oIT We move for the admission of

m
x
o
s
rt
F
3
b= 1
s
)
ps
i ]
e
m
m
e |
L] ‘
"

eaquest dated 6-19-97,

] and Exhibit N 2, response to staff data reguest dated|

1 MS. WIEST Any objection? If not they've ‘
11 been admitted Any questions concerning this dockec? |
|
12 CHATIRMAN BURG 1'1l move we grant waiver for
|
13 toll onty in TC97-101 for one year.
1
14 MMISSIONER NELSON I1'd seceond it
i MMISSIONER HOENFELDER concuz |
|
5 MS WIEGST TEGT.103
|
1 MR 4 1 We move for the admission of
- Exhil N 1 which the ET gated €-1%-97 and
19 Exhibi N . w D N 11 A regponse to data reguest l
|
1at 1 &-937 |
<1 MS5. WIEST ARy objections If not, 1 and 2|
i have been admitted Any qQuesticons concerning this |
[
|
2 et
4 "HAIRMAN BURG I*ll move we grant a waiver |
|
r tor toll ntrol in TCHS 102 f{or ocne year |
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CCMMISSIONER NELSON:

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST: TC97-

9

Nc 2, response to data request
MS. WIEST Any objection? 1f not,
d 2 have been admitted Any gquestions co
docket?

for one

IONER SCHOENFELDER:

I1'd second i

7

Concur.

admission

, and admission

year.

I'd second ic.

Concur.

dacted 10-14-57.

e

e

of EBTC

of

Exhibicts
[ ]
ncerning

move we grant a waiver

MS WIEST TC97-108.
- P p— 1
1R I We move for the admission of ETC |
est Exhibit No 1., dated 6-23-97, and the !
sion of Exhibit Nc 2, response to staff data
. 1
est dated 1 14-97
MS. WIEST \ny objection? 1f not, Exhibits |
: |
d 2 have been admitted Same guestion Can you,
Lee, answer that one? Is that single party service
|
lable for i
MR 1 For Faith
MR. EE: I do not represent them, I'm sorry
MR IT WHe would request permission te '
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Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I

for toll control in TCS7-11
COMMISSIONER NELS
COMMISSIOCNER SCHO
MS WIEST TC97

MR. COIT: We mov

request of the Bridgewater-
which is dated &-25-97, tha
move for the admission of

(%8
B
o
w
o
™
£
L
®
pas
t

response Lo

Mr: Haugen is here as well

MS WIEST First
Exhiblits 1 and 27 I1f not,
I would ask the same gquesti
MR HAUGEDM 5ing
available to all the custom

=
W
x
m
n
-
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*1]
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of sctaff da

rey. It ha

herna
*ll move we
i for one y

ON: I'd Be
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t's Exhibic

Exhibit No.

(nd
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of all, an

any otl

8 been since th

grant a waiver
ear.
cond.

concur.

dmigsion of
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Company,

And also
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Yy objection Lo
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| 2, response to data regquest of staff, which is dated

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

1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning

this docket?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

for toll control in TC97-117 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST: TC97-121.
MR. COIT: We move for the admisesion

Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request of Kadoka, dated

and the admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data

requests dated 10-28-97.

M5. WIEST: Any objections to Exhibit

™

concerning this docket?

Ci

-
f

- ]

1f not, they've been admitted. Any guestions

|
1
|
i
|

-3-57,

1 ana

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

for toll control in TC97-121 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'll second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
MS. WIEST: TC97-125
MR COLT: We'd move for the admissio

request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 7-7-97, and Exhibit

M5. WIEST: Any objeetion to Exhibits

4

No. |

and




3172 If not, they’'ve been admitted. Any questions
2 | concerning this docket? |
3 CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'l]l move we grant a waiver |
- r toll contrel in TC37-125 for one year.
|
e COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it.
& "OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Corcur.
M WIEST TC97-130
|
] ME COIT We would move for the admission cfi
= : s |
9 | Exhibit N 1 the ETC request dated 7-1 57, and |
|
) Exhibit N 2 the response toc data request dated
1
1 | 10-14-97 {
” -- HITE : B -} - . =, > . 1 |
2 M WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and |
§ | 27 If not, they've been admitted. Any questions i
T ncerning thi 1 Ket |
HAIRMAN BURG I1'l] move we grant a waiver
= |
{ for tol ntrol in TC97-130 for one year
? "OMMISSIONER NELSON: I would sec 8 -
- "OMMISSIONER HOENFELDER nour
- MS WIEST TCY 131 |
MR ~O1T We would move the admission of ETC
2 requent Exhibit N l which is dated 7-1 57, and
. EXnibit N r. regponse to data reguest dated 1 154-%7
M5 Any objection to Exhibits 1 and |
|
4 |27 1If not, they've been admitted Any gquestions !
|
yncerning this docket |
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move w
for toll control in TC97-131 for one

COMMISSIONER MNELSON: I'd s

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST TC97-154 .

MR. CDIT: We would move in
Exhibit Nc 1, the ETC request, dated
Exhibit No. & the response to data r
10-16-97,

MS. WIEST: Any objection t
27 If not, they have been admitted.

thnis one
Was regue
the one y

respon

River.

.
T

d8

"y
B
=1

wondering

was being

this was one of a couple that no time period
sted for the waiver, I assume you still want
ear?

MR. COIT MI Barfield is here. He could
He's Mr. Bob Barfield, manager for West

MS. WIEST: They request a waiver but this is
¢ few ones that didn’'t ask for one Y&ar, as E
can see, oOr any time period. So I was

if there was any different
requested.

BOB BARFIELD,
cal

led as a witness, being

was examined and testified

€ grant a waiver |
yr-a E s
econd irt.

Concur.

to the record
9-10-97, and alsol

equest dated
© Exhibit 1 and

Let's see, aon

Lime period that

first duly sworn,

as follows:
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4 | know, at this time to provide this, that's the reason
f we didn't ask for a certain time period on the waiver.

: But we will need a time period.

]
il

T
o

7 MR. COIT: Would you be willing tgc a

ept

‘e
]
=
o
B
w
iy
e
3
4]

period that is being granted

t
O
O
"
- g
m
"

[
X
FY
o
a
=
]
i
o
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1 would be renewed or we’'d request. With that, I‘ll move
£ 1l m
14 Lhat we grant a waiver for toll contrel in TC97-154 for
] 5 ne year
A g S
16 IMMISSIONER NELSON: I would second it
|
-~ = - e, - - - - I
1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur
.
18 MS. WIEST: Let’'s go to TC97-1% |
! '
) . " - A y r 3
18 M COIT ne wWould regquest admission of
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23 LXnibit NO. 2, which is the response to data reguest
23 | dated 10-16-97
24 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits

- hos T L it = -
25 1 na 2 have been admitred. And I would have the same




1 | question with respect to the length of the waiver. !
2 MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be :hef
3 | same. We would ask for a year on the waiver. E
4 M5. WIEST: Thank you. Any other gquestions?
5 CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'l]l move that we
€ | grant a waiver on toll control in TC97-155 for one

|
7 :year.
8 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
9| COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I concur.
10 | M5. WIEST: Thank you. Lect's skip to

11 |TC§?-:5?P
|
| MR. COIT: I would just note that Three River
13 | Telco is not an SDITC member company, so 1'm not really

14 | here today to represant Three River Telco.

15 MS. WIEST: Nobody is here?

16 | CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any gquestions on !

17 it, or do we have to have representation?

18 | MS5. WIEST: Socmebody needs to move it in. |
'

19 | MR. COIT Well, if you're looking for a ;

20 | body, I guess 1 can serve as the body. |
|

21 MS CREMER Otherwise, I can move to admir |

22 | the two exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97, the request for

£3 | ETC, and 11-7-97, the amended -- ch, I'm sorry, that's

24 | U S West. Let me try that again, 10-16 of *97 is the

25 | request and 11-13-97 is the amended request, and I

|
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1 | would ask that they be admitted in.
2 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, they' ve
3 been admitted Are there any questions concerning this

4 | docker? I would note that their application does

> | request a waiver for one period for toll control.
|
6 | CHAIRMAN BURG: There isn't a question on the
7 | single party line, though, is there?
8 M5 WIEST No
g | CHAIRMAN BURG I'1l move we grant a waiver
10 | for toll contrel in TC97-167 for one year
11 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I‘d second.
12 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
13 MS. WIEST At this time did you want to go

14 to U § West, or is Harlan geoing to speak to these




U
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1 | please.

2 A. Harlan Best.
3 Q. And what is your job? I
4 A. I am deputy director of fixed utilities for

5 the Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota.

[ Q. And have you been present in the hearing room

7 | this afternoon for the hearing on these applications?

<] Q. And have you had the opportunity to review

10 | the caption in the notice of this hearing which list

Pl

o

11 | the cases which are before the Commission on this date?
|

12 j A Yes

13 | Q. And are you familiar with the applications in

14 each of these cases?

- e Yo

16 o As a part of your job, have you reviewed

17 | those applicaticns?

18 A. Yes, 1 have.

15 o You have before you an ~xhibit numbered

20 | Staff'g No. 1; is that correct?

21 A Yes

22 | Q. And is that an exhibit that you prepared in

23 | the course of your duties?

24 | A Yes, it is

25 Q. Just briefly explain to the Commission,
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MS. WIEST: Is there any cobjection? i

MR. COIT: My comment would be thart I just
received this so0 I haven’'t had an opportunity to go
through to make sure this is all accurate. I guess I
can take Mr. Best's word that it is accurate and I°'11
have to do that, I quess. Other than that, I don"t
have any comment.

M5. WIEST: Do you want an opportunity to
look it over?

MR. COIT: Well, it might take me a while, so
I don't have any objection.

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

MR. HOSECK Okay. Thank yocu

Q Based on the review of these dockers that you
have done and relying to whatever extent You may on
S5taff's Exhibit No. 1, did the applicant companies meet
tfne requirements of becoming an eligible
telecommunications carrier?

A Yes, they have, with the noted late-filed
affidavits that will be done in a number of the
dockets.

Q. And with regard to advertising services
éxchange-wide, do you have a recommendation teo the
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Commission for a provision to be included in an order

(=

|
I
2 ‘which would come out of these proceedings?
|
|

3 A. Yes. Staff’'s recommendation for advertising
4 | would be that the ETC carrier be regquired to advertise
g at least once each year; and if they have any rate

£ ;*hdnge. that that rate change be advertised when it

7 Ij s change

8 Q. And in conclusion, do you have an opinion as

9 tCc whether or not t

»

applicants contained on Exhibit

10 1, with the excepticn of U § West which has not had its|

1
11 case heard yet at this time, whether or not those i
|
- - el ] . . 1 3 - -9 - - 1 1

12 ippiicants meet the qualifications as an eligible i
J | telecommunications carrier ‘
|
- - - > L2 ~ ] & [
14 A nith stalf{’'s review that has been undertaken,|
|
yes they do meet the regquirements for ETC status i
1 MR. HOSECK I have no further gquestions of i
|
his witness |

16 M5 WIEST Are there any questions of this
L2 Wwitnhness? Mr "O1t \

20 "‘?.'-.:-'_;"""J?".' —-_—-:1‘-
- - T .bﬂ...|a!,=,

2 BY MR. COIT

22 0 I assume whe you talked about advertising |
.
!

23 rate changes that yc re referencing the rates just for

e 4 i 5

<y the egsential services that are SL.pp'..“.".‘.Ei oY universal
l

- sService?

1375 e — FA RS et e =2
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= |
A. Yes ;
|
’ MR. COIT No further questions. i

MS. WIEST Ms. Rogers? E

MS. ROGERS: No, no gquestions.

MS. WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

MR. HEASTON No.

CHAIRMAN BURG: The only gquestion I'd have is|
there any is advertising identified in any way? 1Is
there any criteria for what advertising means in the 4
context of thise? Is the methods in the FCC Order as
well?

MS. WIEST I'm sorry, what was the
question?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The gquestion I had for Harlar'

r anybody else is, is there a meaning, is there a
description, definition for advertising., what that
constitutes?

i

MS5. WIEST: Under the statute itself
214 (e {B) they must advertise the availability of j

|
such services and if you‘re referring toc the services |
that are supported by federal universal service and the
charges therefore using media of general distribution.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Ckay. I think that satisfies
me .

COMMISSIONER NELSON Does that mean for
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ey have to advertise this
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3| MS. WIEST That would be under staff’'s
4 | recommendation, I believe
I -
54 A, Yes, once each year.
|
é | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Well, frankly, I don't
7 | think it’'s adeguate
g8 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Are You doing
9 | that Are you to follow up - excuse me, to follow
10 | up on Commissioner Nelson's question, are you
11 recommending that they advertise once each year after?
12 I believe ou: rder said that you have to send an
13 | application to everycne once initially and then to
4 every new istomey You're regqu 8Cing this
1k idvertisement Lifeline, Link Up in addition to
1§ would that be accurate or no:t?
17 A Right The Lifeline, Link Up under TC97 150
1
18 which was i1ssued yesterday, states rthat it shall be - J
1% | @ form shall be, or a lette: shall be sent to pregen i
r ustomers, and then this would be an advertisement o ]
N - - » 3 1 t
21 | it They'd have to do advertisement of this for at !
22 least once each year.
23 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Okay. Thank yeocu
o |
|
B COMMISSIONER NELSON: So is the answer to l
|
i Lagka 8 questiions it's in addirion te?
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[ A. Yes. They would do it originally, and o
year after.
MS. WIEST: How would they advertise?
Where?
I A. Where would they advertise?
M5. WIEST: Yes.

AL Whatever general distribution it meets
according, 1 assume, it means newspapers and those
types of publications.

| MS. WIEST: So it could he any type of

general distribution media once a year?

A Whatever is available within their given
exchanges that they serve,

MS. WIEST: And it would only be for tho
services supported right now by federal universal
service?

A fes
MS. WIEST And every time they changed

ate for one

-
]
¥
|
A
-
2

vices, then that would ha

be re-advertised at that time?
Fo Yegq
|
MS5. WIEST Are there any other gquestion
this witness? If not, thank you. Actually, I do.
Could you retake the stand, Harlan? Il guess we ha

question for you. Could you loock at your exhibit

nce
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Ven

A. Yes
MS5. WIEST
Eingle party service,
because currently they
apparently to three cu
A. Yag.
MS. WIEST
your gquestion thers
A It would be
MS WIEST
anything {urther, Mz
MR HOSECK:
Thank you
MS. WIEST
until we go t U S Wes
MR COIT W
yOou going Lo wait unci
Wwitlh respect to the ac
M5 WIEST
break
AT THIS
MS5. WIEST
will go to TCS87-1613
MR HEASTON

ture

Commun

ications,

w
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the answe t
d grant then
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-
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e
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rification t
Thank you
k?

4 walver

le par

LT

service

incorrect t

yYou have

U want to take a short break
]
es the Commisaion are |
end tec rule on all of thesﬁ
s |
ETT designation? l
§ why we’'re taking a short
{
|
HORT RECESS WAS TAKEN
get started again And we |
1
T 11 4
I would move admission of
_— - - J




Exhibict 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2,
is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is
service territory map. That's Exhibit 1, 2 and 3
respectively in the docket.

MS. WIEST: Y 2 o Exh

and 37 Do you have a - - service terr

map? Are there any objection Exhibits 1

L
been adn . You may procee
We would also joi
The reascon we did
application is because as
he Order in the DA 97-157

1 blocking would be sufficient in the

s dependent upon when you upgraded !

we do not eel we nead a waiver of
the common wisdom seems to be there
» 850 we will follow the herd here
control waiver also.
0 one of the parties
he toll
blocking and
guess we would also point 1t that with
implementation of number portability 18 going

impact toll control somewhat significantly. And so
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2 | that since we don’
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i | that's why we wouldn’
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4 are willing to accept the one year with the
inderstanding that if there is not the ability tco

£ implement it or if the ability is too expensive t

Q

a Commission and seek further waiver of that, of
£ implementing toll control with part of the essential
:
1 telecommunications carrier bligazion !
[
11 MS. WIEST: Okay. Would the Commissioners =--

13 CHAIRMAN EBURG Did we admit the exhibits?

Er
’

{3

e AT - ) ' .
i 1AIRMAN BURG I*3 move that we waive toll
b for TC97-163 for one vear |
1 rol for T 163 for ey . |
- = cT Ve o aY e ] - = i 1
1& MMI 1 NELS ell i going ¢t
i . 1 X1 but I heard an expansion of what we've been
8 | waiving :in the past from giving them one year with the |
. " -
K iea we & going renew |1 And the reascn I was
|
- L s | L 3rant 1z - g o e aAuse te :"','-__].. 1 B not e
a1 there Now the ACT Trequires that it be there and it
.
- 4 2ian -t AY anything about now much 1t cost S0 1
|
213 did t hear anything about one of the reasons we were |
[ |
g waiving it i\n Tone past wWwas Decause that 1t might be
.
]
. ost prohibitive as much as because technology wasn't |




1 | there. I can understand why technology wasn’t there,
: . |

‘but I didn‘t -- I wasn't in Congress when they voted |

|

that was part of the Act.

£

=]

MR. HEASTON: It’s not part of the Act.
-] :guess that's the first thing. It's an FCC --
6 | COMMISSIONER NELSON It's a rule
7 ! MR. HEASTON: It*'s an FCC dictate,
8 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: But it has the same
9 iw":ght 48 the rules and statute unless it's chanaged ;nJ

11 | MR. HEASTON: That's truye. But unless the

"CC changes, as we've urged them to do.

-
(%
-

13 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: Right. So I'm

14 | seconding your motion with the understanding it‘'s

exactly as we had stated it originally; is that

|
16 coOrrect il
17 CHAIRMAN BURG I mean the motion was for :n%
- - i
18 Year. |
‘51 C:..lu:hb:i.l‘c,!‘ hLHUE!-}ELGi‘.f( I b‘_‘a.:‘“'f& 11’1"
20 motion was for one year, a waiver for one year, and 1

=

21 didn‘t know that the motion had anything more than

22 that, than just a waiver frorn toll control for one [
< 3 year

24 CHAIRMAN BURG: It doesn’'t.

25 _ COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then I’'11 concur.

T
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1 COMMISSIONER NELSON: All I'm saying., though,
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I voted for it and there will be a record tha

e
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3 voted for it; and the reason

3 technol

logy wasn't available And that's a 1

a
re
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ar=as
chat 3
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Q
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servic

paper. So if we can find a way to
t that time, I would welcome any
That’s all I have.
MR. HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner available

we do have a couple questions to ask him.

JON LEHNER,

called as a witness, being first duly sworn

was examined and testified as follows:-:
DIRECT EXAMINATION

STON

Mr. Lehner. in our

of eliminating multi-party services and going
party service throughout U S West service
n you update the Commission on the status

Stent with what we've already put in the

Yes As of ctober 31 of this year the

muiti-party or two- and four-party custom
§ Lterritory is 612 612

CHATRMAN BURGC What was the date on that

As of 10-31-97
And what can you tell the Commission abou
uing effort to eliminate the mulci-party

application we described

-
-
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exhibit,. Let me just read them off. Arlington is
four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, four; Huron, three;
Lake Preston, cone.

COMMISSIONER NELSCN: Do you want to start

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

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

A It's a combination of many factors, but you

mean as far as the 52 are concerned?

A it's a combination of many factors. We'‘re

talking about feeder distribution, we're talking about

would need to be replaced
MS. CREMER: Okay. That's all the guestions

CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any
r technical solutions other than te a single party
other than line extension?

AL You mean in order to provide a single party




.

il

s

(5 5

service

et

T

8

probably

ense

*

wireles

wiz
l.‘.
Lhe
-
tha
-
: Kok
= 3
h
o d
i L

wa

I

-~

¥

to these

CHAIRMAN BURG:

-
L]
]
e

we'r

1]

Cus

re

And

in some form of
technolcgies,

8, are still prett
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CHAIRMAN BURG:
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ioners have any o
er ne I'm going
ns erify thing
T 1L wacs igned b
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were S50 bear wit
I"ve never trus
MS WIEST Fir
rade access t the
its service area

Customers?

the answer

e

omer,

the answer

W

whether then satellite or
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.

Yes.

18 we are constantly
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do this because in scme

talking about over $100,000

and it just doesn’'t make

would seem to lie

ireless, but so far the

that
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second. Do the
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to have to ask you some
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M5. WIEST
A Yes.
MS5. WIEST:

A Yes

MS. WIEST:

emergency services?
A Yes

MS. WIEST:

A Yes.

MS.

And does it

Do you provide dual tone

ling or its

™
8] e |
a2

You provide

interexchange service?

A. Yes.
MS. WIEST:

directory

A Yes.

M5 WIEST:
toll control and the
able to provide toll

A. Yes.

MS. WIEST:

for the waiver on sin

application you

dassistance?

talked about

Do you provide access to operator|
Do you provide access to
And do you provide access to
1
l
And you've already talked about
waiver. Do you provide or are you
blocking?
Then getting back to your regquest

)
gle

provide

functional

party service, I

the ones

local usage?

access Lo your

know in your

that you have no
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ey 1
1 | plans, you know, of providing service due to the cost
2 and everything. My problem, I guess, is that 1 doen't

see that there is any de minimus exception within the |

FCC rules with respect to single party service. Have

U

you been granted any of this type of de minimus
& | exception to that requirement, do you know, in any of

T the other states?

8 AL I am not aware.

9 MS5. WIEST: And what I'm getting at is that
10 | it appears, according to the FCC rules -- and I'm

11 looking at 47 54.101(c), that in order to grant any

12 | additicnal time to complete network upgrades for single

13 [ party or enhanced 911 or toll limitation, that the

.
4

|
3
3
L3
1]
.
o]
(o
(]
4]
o
= |
e
-1
g
-

idve to set a time period for

1 You to complete those network upgrades. Is your

1 A I would not make that contention I1'm going
18 t iet my attorney argue with you about that

19 MS. WIEST Well, then, I do have a couple

< Cthier gquestions My other question is on service

21 area And 1t is also a requirement of the state

22 Commission to designate service areas as opposed to

<3 | study areas for nonrural telecommunications companies,
24 | First of all, you would agree that You are a nonrural
2 telecommunications company?
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A. Yes.

MS. WIEST: And in the FCC's public notice
96-45 issued 9-29-97, it does state that we must send
to USAC the names of the ETC's and the designated
service areas for nonrural carriers no later than
December 3l1st, 1997. And I know you made some
reference to these things in your application, but I
don‘t think you really tcocld us what you want your
service area tc be. Because the FCC has told us that
we better not adopt your study area as your service
area for large ILEC's. Do you have service areas for
your company that you want the Comm:ssion to adopt at
this time?

A Well, ! suppose that -- and, Bill, jump in
here, I guess, to help me with this. But I suppose
that our #cervice area ought to be our exchanges in the
state of South Dakota. Now, the study area is a

different issue and that has not been determined yet.

| But I would think that our service area would be our

n
o
N
-
:.
s
un
®
m
el
-y
W
"
L 8
]
i
"
]
13

a

the state of South Dakota.

=
b i |
b= o
i
=
L
-3
(-]
=]
]

I may from a legal
standpoint, there is no definition yet; and certainly
cur service area would be those areas within which we
are authorized to provide the supported services.

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

"

guess, if that’'s wh

would designate t
o

the area

oOut
provi ice

goin

SUppoOrted DY a univ

M

high cost or low in
happens to be, you
urrently under del
model 18 going =t
Aare sgomewnat Yaguie
mMMISESION NAE ROt
Wwith any Iinal deci
AcCcept S I think
A "service area,"™ 1]
what Jor t COoOmE
we're looKking 107
: L inkK that 5 what
though, no larger ¢
egquate Lo a wire ce
have however many a
M5 WIES
still have?
MR. HEAST

HEASTON:

you're

From 2 general perspective, I

looking for is what you

FCC would not be anything

we're authorized or certified to

hen it comes to where the areas are
uld be where the services would be
erga.l service fund, whether it’'s |
]
s 1
come or libraries or whatever it |
e i . 1
know, that‘'s an area that's i
ate depending upon which proxy ccst|
e accepted. And so that's why we 1
|
on that term because what this :
done and nor has the FCC come out '
1
sion as to what model it is going to
if we're required to take a look at|
would do it from the standpoint of |
ly with the law. 1If cthat's what '
L comply with the FCC regquirement.
we would look at is an area
fan an exXchange area, which we would)
nter r an exchange area And we
rée on chat \
He how many exchanges do you
ON It's on the list we submitted. |
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A. I can't answer that exactly. It's
approximately 35.

MS. WIEST: It would be attached?

MR. HEASTON: It's on our exhibit to our
application.

M5. WIEST: So however many with the
amendment the three that were missed That*s how many
service areas you would like the Commission to
designate for U S West at this time?

A. I guess I'm not sure whether we would want to
designate each exchange.

MS. WIEST: My problem is we are supposed to
tell the FCC by December 31st what your designated
service area is.

A Then I suppose we ocught to do it exchange by
exchange.

M5. WIEST If you want more time to think j
about it i

MR. HEASTON: Yes, I think I would. I mean
this 1s not something that’s come up in the other two
states that I've done this in, and I had the same basic
application I will have to -- I will do a late-filed
exhibit on that 1f I could with an affidavit from Jon.

MS. WIEST Okay. j

MR. HEASTON: What are you relying on agann.%
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‘Hciayne?

[

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

was docket 96-45 DA 97-1892 issued
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5| MR. HEASTON: 18592.
& MS5. WIEST: And I'm also relying on

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

9 | MR. HEASTON: 1927, 175.

12 MS. WIEST: The docket number for the FCC

1 iniversal service,

14 MR. HEASTON Not the docket number but the
rder number, the order number.

1€ MS. WIEST Dkay I was looking at 185, 192

. ind paragraph

18 ME HEASTON I got those Was it FcCC

[}
T

20 MS. WIEST 157, ight. And the other thing

21 Yyou might want teo address in paragraph 185, for
22 [ example, it does say if a state PUL adopts its existing

3 service areas for large ILEC’'s, their study area, this
iItry. We are also

Vvice areas tharc




require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have not

2 itrad:t:onally served.
|

3 MR. HEASTON: Yes. And, see, this -- whar
: |
4 | the problem this causes is where yocu have not |
1
|
5 | considered and have leftr rto the FCC to determine how |

6 | that’s going to be modeled from a proxy standpoint.

r |

7 | And, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic elements
]

n the wire center for universal high cost support

@
.
LS B
L
]

9 | but I do not have a South Dakota specific locok because

"t

his Commission decided not to do their own sarlie:

b
r
I

118 -- a couple months ago, as opposed to Wyoming and

12 | North Dakota where I do have that bucause those tLwo are

13 | looking at doing their own, or suggesting their own

14 | cost study So 1 do have the small grids, as we call [
15 | it, and I could identify that for you. I cannot :
.
16 | identify anything smaller than right now tnan a wire |
17 | center
!
1B MS. WIEST Okay
19 MR. COIT Excuse me, may I comment briefly |
40 |on this? And I understand that I'm not a party but 1
21 | do believe it was my understanding today that the whole
22 1ssue of disaggregated service areas for U S West or
23 | any other company may come up. But I would like tco say
24 | we certainly have an interest in the issue. And I
25 | think that the FCC rules indicate that -- the orders
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| : |
1 |and the rules indicate that bafore changing an existing

he Commission at the state level
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needs to find that it's consistent ith universal

4 | Bervice regquirements. So I think it‘s a really
involved -- involves a lot more than the review of
£ actually looking at ETC service obligations. You're

"
L]
[

ntly change the level of support it

4 might receive under a federal universal service fund.

O
]

10 | Decisions on U S West service area disaggregation and

e
(8]
=
e
g
n

ould certainly impact rural telephone

C

12 companies as well And I guess going into this

13 | proceeding it was our understanding that there are

14 ertain established incumbent LEC service areas, and we
f
1 didn’t understand, ! guess, that we that the issue |
T . % 1
i this E West dochet Y an of the ther ones would |
be witth egard t disaggregating service areas ]
8 MS. WIEST I'm not talking about
19 disaggregating service areas And I think you have to
21 re gnize the distinction that was made between
21 nonrurals and rural companies with respect toc service
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| Mr. Lehner. Do you have any observation to what

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: If I could have until whatever
date was suggested earlier on getting the additional
affidavits in, I'll have a recommendation for you from
U S5 West on that,

MS. WIEST: Okay. Are there any other

questions of this witness? One more question,

Ms. Best suggested as advertising requirements for your

A. I'm not sure that I understond exactly what
ke was requiring If the requirement is to advertisge

Lt once a year 1in the newspaper, I don’‘t think we have

that the settlement agreement that You've stated is

MS. WIEST: And getting back to single party
service i8 high cost. the nly bayrrier is to Provide
- |
Sing.le party service toc those 52  ustomers?
A Yes
1
MS. WIEST Is it also U 5 West'sg position I
|
|
|

—rrrr——— =




-

o

=J

r

s

80

J

single party service to all customers by the year zaocﬁ

|

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
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I have. Mr Heaston,
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80 want to address the question of whether

the Commission has the authority to provide any de
minimus exception t the single party without putting
the time line on it
ME HEASTON - I dant } 3
MR. HEASTON i doen't know that de minimus is
= by oo L.‘" : ._.- T -, [ R R - ¥ fad 1
the is: . “ 4+ do think that you could put a time
“ifie On 1t and make it renewable that we would have to
come in ‘¢ think what the rule would allow you to do
1
18 reguire us to come o n a regqularly-scheduled
Sasis, maybe annually, maybe semi-annuallw to update |
4 '] - . l.l‘_ i - =
|
the OMM186.CN Ol where we are technologywise in ‘ak*ng
are i these lasgt 5§52 That would be my positien on
-8 18 Lhal That puts a time limit on and it makes it
|
1 €n DYy the technology and the aff{ordabi lity of it
= LYY Es - 3 e - -}
M: WitSi JKay ANlY cthner questions?

MMICSTONER CrUABNEDT RO 5
MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: i have a guestion

|
|
|




81

—
of Mr. Lehner. And the reason I have a question is
because in your amended application you might have l
addressed it, nowever, 1 don’t have a copy of that and

4 | T apologize. But you addressed in here and you have an

5 | exhibit on your original application that regards

|
3 IL;fullne. Link Up. And basically what it is it's your
7 |tariff, or a page that looks like a tariff page to me.

|

B !NDW. U 5 West really intends to comply with the
|
|

3 | Commission order in Lifeline, Link Up?
10 A. Absolutely.
11 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know
12 i:hac. !
13 | A. And that page doesn't apply any more.
14 | CTOMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you. |
15 | M5. WIEST: Any other questions? Thank you.,
16 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I guess 1 have a

17 | question, You know, you - when you were talking about

18 | why you shouldn’'t have to provide this single party

19 | systems for these areas that you listed like Spearfish
<0 | and Pilerre and all the list that you went through

r A Yes

2 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Why would it -- { Just
213 seems welird to me that it would be thacs expensive to

<4 | provide those gservices in some areas. Like Pierre and
245 | Huron, those are pretty -- I mean can you explain that

L - m—aa - - - J




1 to me a litctle bit because I find cthat a litcle odd. |

-

' A The high cost we're talking abou

[ %)
r

in many |
3 | cases, not only replacing, we‘re talking about

N customers that were engineered probably back in the

un

sixties and seventies to multi-party service with no

we're
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talking in many cases miles and miles of distribution

B | cable, scme cases Bix pair, 11l pair, maybe even greater

|
‘re talking about now having to replace |

&

O
B
2
o
'
(7]
0
£
w

1 that cable with probably 50 pair or a hundred pair

11 rable And we're also talking about many cases where
12 1t the end of that cable we have to extend what some |
13 | people will call a drop, what I call a pair of wires,
14 sometimes several miles And in order to provide
ingle party service well, I take that back in that
p— . . - i 1
A5 € The drop piece +: That will be okay. I was .
[
1 thinking if they have more than one line But we're
16 talking about distributior ible we're talking about |
15 feeder and we're talking 1in some cases about PAIR GAIN
p systems that are just plain full. I'm talking abocut
al iystems That you've heard like Anaconda that are going |
B |
g t ne=gd to be replaced It's expensive
'
213 COMMISSIONER NELS I guess in my mind it |
i
= . ms mrnh i F s T A l
24 eams e tha st prohibitive - 1 didn't exactly |
2 envis n exactly what you were st explaining to me




1 | because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be run

2 jout miles and miles and miles and there’'s nobody out

3 there or something. But if this is in a fairly |

|
4 | populated area, and it doesn’t seem to me that these i
5 | people should have to live with just two party |
6§ | telephone system when most of the world doesn’'t, as we |

|
7 !tﬂow 1t in Scouth Dakota, doesn’'t have to do that |
8 | because the lines are all filled up. I mean I'm

% | looking for some reason why that’s acceptable,

10 | especially when some of those litt

et
.
A
|1
3
fert
-
e |
a
v
L% ]
W
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11 | saying that they got maybe three or four pecple lefr
12 | that they don't have that service for and they’ve made |

13 | every effort to say, well, we want a waiver but we will

14 ' t by the end of the year or whatever.

il - = T ¥ 1 e - -~ - .

15 A i think that most of the companies you've i
16 been listening to u until now -- and I obviously can‘'t|

= . : l
:7 | speak for them, but I think you're talking about |
1
18 | engineering that was done probably 15, 20 Years ago in
2 |
13 | most of these companies’ cases where they at the time j
20 | spent the money to do that We did not do that. We
= | 2 I
<l | provided distribution systems that were literally I
. !
22 designed not to provide single pa~Ly service There {
<3 | are different funding mechanisms and different !
. g ferent ,
24 | regquirements that we’'ve had. They've had the abiliry

-
n
"
0

spend that kind of money and recover it
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1 to 52, we ought to get a list of those names and see {f

2 | we could work it out. I share what Counsel has said.

3 |1'm not sure we can make the exception. I know that

4 |U S West’'s counsel has given us what I call a short

5 | term one, that in other words, we could give the waiver

for a limited period of time, but 1 don’t know thatc's

=

an indefinite solution and we probably cught to work --
8 | lock at working together to meet and find the soclution

2 | to meet the FCC rules I think {f we can. But soc many

-- maybe, I guess, what I would like to reguest is the

i
i1 iacnual name and location of those 52 filad at some
12 | time I don't care whether it’s p.rt of this docket or
|
13 | not
|
14 | A. I think that can be provided.
|}
1s MS. WIEST: Any other guestions? If noc,
16 | thank you.
|
17 CHAIRMAN BURG: I suppose we do need some J

18 | type of waiver in order to grant them an ETC status.

« for which now? |

19 M5. WIEST: Sorry
20 CHAIRMAN BURG: For single party. |
1
Z1 | MS. WIEST: At this time staff has a witness |
42 | on this case first !
_5
!
213 MS. CREMER: Staff would call Harlan Best. '
5 1
44 HARLAN BEST,
|
25 called as a witness, e i reviocusls worn, |
as 3, being previously swor:

e — — —'—_—J.
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WIEST: Any questions, Ms. Wilka?

2 MS. WILKA: No questions.

tn

3 M WIEST: Commissioners?

q | CHAIRMAN BURG: The guestion 1'd have is |

& | based on that, should we not I mean is this what
|
£ de I call it? Is this a document that is filed in |
. I
7 | these hearings? !
8 | MS REMER Yes
[
9 HAIRMAN BURG: I guess I think we ought to |
0 correct that exhibit to put no on each of those that |
i
11 we've made a waiver for on the single party because I |
- 5 1
12 believe the answer 1is no and we'wve made a waiver to
|
13 | satisfy that,. I
14 MS. CREMER Okay i
CHAIRMAN BURG Since that's filed.

|
16 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not Pi?ﬁﬂ
|

3 i walver ! tha ir®ea nave wea?y |
] CHAIRMAN BURG Yes, for six months on one !
|
T 5 =y mpany !
i 1 2mp ) |
|

20 MS5. WIEST: We have two single party waivers

21 : far, but U S West we haven't moved yet; righec?

22 CHAIRMAN BURG: But if we do and for any we

23 do, since he’'s a witness on the stand and this is his

24 | document, I think that this docureant should be |
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didn't really need it in mine. But I can certainly
|
imove it :
MS. WIEST: t's up to you. !
MS. CREMER: We don‘t need it in this docket.
MS. WIEST: Any other questions of this
witness? Thank you. Anything else frem any of the

parties? At this time I believe the Commission will
take these matters under advisement. We are waiting
for some late-filed exhibits in some dockets, and it
will be possible that Perhaps the Commission will make
the decisions either at a Commission meeting or at the
December 2nd hearing on some other related ETC
dockets, Are there any guestions from anybody or any
comments?

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

]

ormally request that the Commission designate each

o
iy
"

he -- based upon the record, the affidavits Yt to

be submitted, that the Commission designate each of the

. - - .
rural telephone companies, SDIT member companies, as

ETC's and that their tudy areas be designated as their

-

gervice area. That‘s all 1 have.
MS. WIEST: Thank you. That will close the
hearing

{THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)
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Mr. Wilhiam Bullard, Jr
Public Utilities Commission
Caputol Burlding. 1" Floor
S0 East ( apitol Avenue
Premre, 5.1, 57501-5070

Dear Mr. Bullard

1697-089

June 19, 1997

RECEIVED

jUN 17 1597

¥OTA DUHL!C

OUuTH DA! :
Eum.mfs C-.‘:.‘a‘.M'I&.‘;iON

Western Telephone Company is enclosing a request for designation as an “eligible
telecommunications carrier” (*ETC®). Western Telephone Company ha  assumed universal
service obligations for the area it serves and meets the critenia for ETC designation in accordance
with federal regulations, except for the requirement for “toll control® service, Western Telephone
Company, along with others in the indusiry, is in the process of examining the *toll control”
tssue. [t is certain that the provision of this service as outlined in the applicable FCC rules will
require a better understanding of the FCC's intent relative 1o *toll control® than exists now. Due
to the time needed in studying and providing the “toll control® service, Western 1 elephone
Company is also enclosing herewith a request for a temporary waiver of the *toll control® service

requirement

Please contact me with any questions you may have regarding these requests

Ihank you

Yours truly,

Harold Brown
Manager




1097-089

' PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF
RECEIVED

BEFORE TH

I'HE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

I THE MATTER OF THE RECEST o
WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR
PHESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER

HECUEST FOR ETH SRl
DESIGNATION JTit : _l-'l_-_-IEi_u:
) DOCKET TO97 wNISION

Western Telephone Company 1*Western Tel ™) pursuant 1o 47 United States Code ("U S.C.7)

secthon 2 hd(e) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations (*CFR™) Section 54 201 hereby secks from the Public

Utilties Commussion (*Commission”) designation as an eligible telecommunicstions carmier ("ETCT) within

the local exchange arcas that constitule its service ares in South Dakita. In suppont of this reguest

Western Tel offers the following

I Pursaant o 4T USC 8 Mdie) it 5 the Comm nsion’s responsiblity to d-f\l:."'- e local

exchange carmiers ("LECs") as ETUs, or in other words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal

wrvice obligations consistent with the federal law and should be

decmed eligible 1o receive federal

uarversal wervice upport. At least one ¢ligible telecommunications carmer 1 o be designated Ii:. the

Cummission for cach service area in the State. However . in the case of areas servid by rural telephone

Companics., the Commission may nadt dessgnate more than one 1EC as an ETC without firsg finding that

wich additional designation would be in the public interest. Under 47 CFR § 54 20, beginning January |

1998, only telecommunications carriers that have received designalion from the Commissson 1o serve as an

cigible telecommumications eaimer within their wrvic ¢ arza will be eligrble to receive federal tmiversal

EIVICE Supppaort

2 Western Tel. is the facilitics-based local exchange carner presently providing local exchange

beleCommunications services in the following exchanges

Creshard, South Dakota (605) 324
Faulkton, South Dakota (6% ) 59K
Omient, South Dakota (605) 392

EXHIBIT

| A ;




('
1
4
3

Lopos

L Orve

Western Tel. to its knowledie i the enly camier today providing lucal exchange
telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas
1. Western Tel. in accordance with 47 CFR § 54,101 offers the following local exchange
telecommunications services 1o all consumers throughout il service area
= Vimce grade access to the public switched network

Laxcal excha

wervice inCluding an amount of local usage free of per minute charges
urider a flat rated local service package,
Dual wone multi-frequency signaling;

« ACCess 10 emery

ncy services such as 911 or enhanced 911 public services

» ACCess L0 Operalor Services,

- Access to interenchange service,

Access to directory assistance; and
= Toll blocking service 1o qualified low-income consumen
As noted sbove, Western Tel. does provide toll limitation service in the fi rm of toll blocking to

yualifying consumers: however. the additional toll imitation service of *toll control® as defined in the new
FOC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54 40003 )} i not provided. Western Tel is not aware that any local

exchange camreer in South Dakota has a current capability to provide such service. The FOC gave no

wdica

on prier 1o the release of its universal service order (FCC 97-157) that tol] control would be

TP ] as an ETC service re

menl and, o0 our iInformation and belief, as a resalt, LEC nationwide

are nit positioned o make the service immediately avalable. in order for Western Tel. to provide the

crvice, addmional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have 1o be installed in its local swilc hing

equipment. Al mintmum, the scrvice requines a switchmg software upgrade and at this tme Western Tel. is

nvesigatng and attempting 1o de

ermine whether the oecessary software has been devels q’lcd and when it

might become available

Accordmgly, Western Tel is faced with exceptional Crcumstances cor

g o ability 10 make

e toll Comtrol service available as set forth i the FOC s universal service rules and must FOfUest O Waiver

roim the requimement o j‘r-rh.l-.‘ such service. Al ths iime. a waiver for a peniod of one vear s requested

Prior 1o the end of the one year period, Western Tel will report back 1o the Commassion with specific



armation indicating when the necessany network upgrades can be made and the service can be made

nay properly grant a waiver from the “toll

pailable to assest low income custoaners.  The Commissi

control” requirement pursuant to 47 CER 54 10 0¢)
i Western Tel has previcasdy and will continue to advertise the availability of its local exchange
shout the exchange areas served. Proior to this Niling

ervices in media of general ditnbuton thi
Iy waill

Western Tel has not generally advertised the prices charged for all of the above identified services

ertismg standards that the Commisiion ma)

Wi w0 vome !:l[l\.!]’u’ in -1\I,||1I.!_I]|I.l' with ans Lec e acd

develop
£ Haved on the foregoing. Western Tel respect{ully requests that the Commiission

n) gprant a temporry waiver of the requirement to pruvide “toll control” service, and

ipcal exchange arcas that

b gram an ETC de ation to Western Tel. covening all of th

esenl service arca mn the State

constmte ity

[Dated this, ¢+ day of June, 1997

Western Telephone Company

Harold Brown, Manager




Gl ol et (O

g 4 WesTErRN Trrernone CoMPANY

Serving Creshard, Faulkton, Orient, Polo & Wecota

| |
e
4 Harold A. Brown, Manager
% PO Box In's Ilt_:a_:f;:-_ '_«._s_:.;m..n_s;t-r,r?:;nrnm - Phone: 6055986217 — Fax: 605 598.4 100
5 October 15, 1997
- \/r
3 -CIVED
Ms Karen Cremer
Stafl Attorney
Public Utilities Commissions
Capitol Building, 1" Floor L UBLic
500 East Capitol Avenue ION

Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070

RE' Eligible Telecommunications Carmier (ETC) Application TC97-089
Western Telephone Company

Dear Ms Cremer

We are responding to your request for additional information regarding our ETC application
Western Telephone Company offers single party service

Western Telephone Company currently offers Lifeline and Link Up services in those exchanges
recently purchased from U & WEST Communications In our other exchanges these services are
not currently offered, but will be offered beginning January 1, 1998, in accord with FCC rules and

any PUC decisions concerning implementation of the expanded programs

My affidavit as Lo the validity of the information given in our ETC application and the information
contained herein is provided below

Yours truly

f/?// f?#/" B

Harold Brown
General Manager/Secretary & Treasurer

MY term expires | SEAL KOTARY NEI.;: SEAL
[ SOUTH DAXD

EXHIBIT |

My Commission Expires June 10, 1989




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE ) ORDER AND NOTICE OF
)
)

TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ENTRY OF ORDER
TC97-089

On June 17, 1997, the Public Utililles Commussion (Commission) received a request for
designation as an eligible telecommunications carner (ETC) from Western Telephone Company
{(Weslem Telephone). Westemn Telaphona requested designaton as an eligible lelecommunicshons
carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitute its service area

The Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filing and the intervention deadline
o interested individuals and entiies. No person or enlity filed to intervene By order dated
November 7, 1997, the Commission set the heanng for this matter for 130 pm on November 19,
1997, in Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakola

The heanng was held as scheduled Al the heanng, the Commission granted Western
Telephone a one year waiver of the requiremenl to provide toll control service within its service area
At its December 11, 1997, meeting,. the Commission granted ETC designation to Westemn Telephone
and designated its study area as 11s service area

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

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

On June 17, 1897, the Commission received a requesl for designation as an ETC from
Western Telephone. Western Telephone requesled designation as an ETC within the local
exchange areas that constilule its service area. Weslern Telephone serves the following
exchanges resbard (324). Faulkton (588), and Orient (392). Exhibit 1

Pursuant to 47 US C. § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designate a common
camer that meets the requirements of seclion 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

i

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



v

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or
functionaies as those supported by federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade
access lo the public switched network; (2) local usage, (3) dual lone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal; (4) single party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access 1o emergency
services, (6) access 1o operator services, (7) access to interexchange service, (8) access fo
directory assistance; and (9) toll hmitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CFR §
54.101(a)

v

As pan of its obhkgations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers 47 CF R §54405 47CFR § 54 411

Vi

Western Telephone offers voice grade access (o the public swilched network to alil
consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 1

Vil

Westem Telephone offers local exchange senvice including an amount of local usage free
of per minute charges 1o all consumers throughout its service area. Id

Vil

Westem Telephone offers dual toné mulli-frequéncy signaling 1o all consumers throughout
its service area |d

1X

Westem Telephone offers single party service 10 all consumers th oughout its service area
Exhibit 2

X

Western Teiephone offers access lo emergency services 1o all consumers throughout its
service area, Exhibit 1

Xl

Westemn Telephone offers access to operator services to all consumers throughout its
service area. |d

X

Westemn Telephone offers access to interexchange services to all consumers throughout its
service area. |d

Xl

Wesiern Telephone offers access 10 directory assistance lo all consumers throughout its
serice area. |d




XV

One ol the services required to be provided by an ETC 1o qualifying low-income consumers
is toll limitatton 47 CF R § 54 101(a)(9) Toll hmitation consists of both toil blocking and toll
control 47 CF R § 54 400(d) Toll control is a service that allows consumers to specify a certain
amount of toll usage that may be mcurred per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R § 54 400(c) Toll
blocking is a sennce that lets consumers elect nol to allow the compietion of outgaing toll calls 47
CF R § 54 400(b)

&Y

Western Telephone offers toll biocking lo all consumers “hroughout its service area. Exhibit

XV

Wesiemn Telephone does not currently offer 1oll control |d  In order for Western Teiephone
to prowide loli control, additional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have to be inslalled in
its local switching equpment  Western Telephone s alttempting o determine whether the
necessary software has been developed and when i1 might become available |[d

Vil

Western Telephone stated that it is faced with exceptional circumslances concerming ns
ability 1o make toll control service available and requested a one year waiver from the requirement
lo prowvide such senvice |d. Prior to the end of the one year period, Western Telephone will report
back to the Commission with specific information indicating when the network upgrades can be
made in order to provide toll control. Id

Xl

With respect 1o the obligation to advertise the availability of services supported by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distnbubon, Westemn Telephone siated that # advertises the availability of its local exchange services
in media of general distnbution throughout its service area However, Western Telephone has nol
generally advertised the pnces for these services. [d Western Telephone stated its intention lo
comply with any advertising standards developed by the Commission. Id

KX

Westemn Telephone currently offers Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in its exchanges
recently purchased from U S WEST Communications, Inc  Exhibit 2. Western Telephone will offer
the Lifeline and Link Up service discounts :n all of s sérvice area beginning January 1, 1998, in
accordance with 47 CFR §§ 54 400 1o 54 417, inclusive, and any Commission imposed
requiremenis Exhibit 2

XX

The Comiinssion finds that Westem Telephone currently prowides and will continue 1o provide
ihe folliowing services or funchionalihes throughout its service area (1) voiCe grade access 10 the
public switched network; (2) local usage. (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaiing, (4) single-party
service, (5) access to emergency services, (6) access (o operator services, (7) access 1o
interexchange sarvice, (B) access to direclory assistance, and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-

InComea cConsumers




XX

The Comunission finds that pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 101(c) it will grant Western Telechone
a waiver of the requirement 1o offer toll control services until December 31, 1998 The Commission
finds that exceptional circumstances prevent Western Telephone from providing toll control at this
time due 10 the difficulty in obtaining the necessary software upgrades 1o provide the service

XXl

The Commission finds that Western Telephone intends to provide Lifeline and Link Up
programs to qualfying customers throughout its service area consistent with state and federal rules
and orders

XX

The Commussion finds that Westem Telephone shall advertise the availability of the services
supported by the federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout
is senice area using media of general distnbution once each year. The Commission further finds
that if the rate for any of the services supporied by Lhe federal universal service suppon mechanism
changes, the new rate mus! be advertised using media of general distribution

XX

Pursuant 1o 47 US C § 214(e)(5), the Commission designates Westlern Telephone's current
study area as ils service area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
I

The Commission has junsdiction over this matier pursuant to SDCL Chaplers 1-26, 49-31,
and47USC §214

Pursuant 10 47 US C. § 214(e)(2). the Commission is requin 1 to designate a common
camer thal meets the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

Pursuant to 47 US.C § 214(e)(1). a common camer thal is designated as an ETC is ehgible
1o receive universal service support and shall, throughout its service ares, offer the services that are
supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combinalion of its own faciities and resale of ancther carmers services. The carrier must also
advertise the availability o such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution

v
The FCC has designated the foliowing services or functionalities as those supported by
federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade access to the public switched

network; (2) local usage. (3) dual fone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal, (4) single
party service or its functional equivalent, (5) access to emergency services: (6) access to operator

4




services. (7) access 1o interexchange service; (8) access 1o 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 s required to make available Lifeine and Link
Up services 1o qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R §54.405 47 CF R § 54 411

i
Western Telephone has met the requirements of 47 C F.R. § 54 101(a) with the exception
of the abiiity to offer toll control  Pursuant 1o 47 C.F R § 54.101(c), the Commission concludes thal
Westemn Telephone has demonsirated exceptional circumstances that justify granting it a warver of
the requirement to offer toll control until December 31, 1988
Wil

Western Telephone shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying cusiomers
throughout ils service area consistent with state and federal rules and orders

Vi
Western Telephone shall advertise the availability of the services supported by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general distributron
once each year If the rate for any of the services supported by the federal universal service support
mechanism changes. the new rate shall be advertised using media of general distnbution
X

Pursuant 10 47 US C § 214{e)(5). the Cormmussion designates Weslem Telephone's current
study area as i1s service area

X

The Commussion designates Westemn Telephone as an eligible telecommunications carmer
for i1s service area

It 1s therefore

ORDERED, that Western Telephone's current study area is designated as i1s service area,
and il is

FURTHER ORDERED, that Westemn Telephone shall be granted a wawver of the requirement
to offer toll control services until December 31, 1598, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that Westemn Telephone shall follow the advertising requirements as
listed above, and it 1S

FURTHER ORDERED, that Western Telephone is designated as an ehgible
telecommunications camer for iis serice area




NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the _/ 7/ dday of December
1€97. Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will lake effect 10 days after the dale of receipt or
failure to accept delivery of the decision by the parlies

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE CGM!-;ISSION
The undersigned hecsty certfes thal the e A ’
Socument his been saryed today Upon 88 partes of = . 5
fecond in thes docket. as laled of the dockel service . by L2 /A (o AN
fmt, by facsimie or by firs! class mad n propery .
mmwﬂ i it eiceid et JAMES A BURG, Chairman x—"/
WP Z A2 7)./ |
By ......_,i...lJ—.- ..-'f__.l{.l‘?’} J / [ .E.,!‘-'_‘]_,{,-T}'_L -
- =1 . PAM NELSON, Commissioner
J—— ‘-f o = e P I Pl /
£ e /. -—:/c

_(OFFICIAL SEAL} LA K.ASC ENFELDER Cgmmissioner -

(4]




4 Westeny Terepnone CoMPANY

Serving Creshard, Faulkton, Onent, Polo & Wecota "‘rf, . .:? /__ Ve {ﬂ(’/f
.7 /—¢/a

J

Harold A. Brown, Manager

PO Box 128, 111 9th Ave. N, Faulkton, SD 574380128 = Phone: 6055986217 - Fax: 605.598-4100

RECEIVED

el 1997

: “OTA PUBLIC
December 19, 1997 “MMISSION

Mr Bill Bullard

South Dakota Public Utlities Commuission
500 East Capitol

Merre. South Dakota 57501

Dear Mr Bullard

We are enclosing a copy of Western Telephone Company's Lifeline and Link Up Plans which are
consistent with the cntena in South Dakota Public Unlities Commuission’s Docket TC97-150
(also enclosed) and in 47 CFR 54 400 - 54 417

Please call | oretta Calabro of TELEC Consulting Resources, (402) 398-0062, with any questions
you may have on this matter

Yours truly,
o

o P - — .
-..l#- H"'-_r- -~ "::'i" - _,_.—-"’J-.‘-—P

2 Z 3=

Harold Brown
Manager




RECEIVED

DEC 2 4 1897
LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN 4 DAKOTA BUBLIC
OF WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY TIES COMMISSION

Ihe Western Telephone Company submits this plan pursuamt 1o 47 CFR § 54.401(d)
Western Telephone Company has been designated as an cligible telecommunications carrier by
the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“SDPUCT) and. as such. must make Lifeline and
Ling Up service available to qualifying low-income consumers as set forth in the Commission's
Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry of Decision dated November 18, 1997, issued in
Docket TC97-150 (In the Matter of the Investigation into the Lifeline and Link Up Programs),

which is attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the criternia established under 47 CFR 88
54 40010 54 417, inclusive

A. General

. The Lifeline and Link Up programs assist quahfied low-income consumers by
providing for reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for local
telephone service.  The assistance applies to a single telephone line at a qualified

consumer’s pnncipal place of residence

2. A qualfied low-income consumer is a telephone subsc-iber who participates
in at least one of the following public assistance programs

a Medicaid
Food Stamps
¢. Supplemental Security Income (SSI1)
d. Federal Public Housing Assistance
e. Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

3. A qualified low ncome consumer is ehgible lo receive either or both Lifeline
and Link Up assistance

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

5. In addition, Western Telephone Company, as required by the Final Order and
Decision, Notice of Entry of Decision of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will indicate in it's
annual report to the SDPUC the number of subscnbers within it's service area
receving Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance In addition, this information will be
provided to the Universal Service Administrative Company ("USAC")

6. Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and/or Link
Up assistance cannol currently be provided by Western Telephone Company




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, Western Telephone
Company cannot provide, at this ime, even a reasonable estimate of the number
of its subscrnibers who, after January 1, 1998, will be receiving Lifeline and/or
Link Up service Informahlion as to the number of its low-income subscribers
qualfying for Lifeline and/or Link Up can be provided after applications for
Lifeline and Link Up assistance have been recewed by Western Telephone
Company

7. In accord with the SDPUC's Final Order and Decision; Motice of Entry of
Decision, Western Telephone Company will make application forms available to
all of its existing residential customers, to all new customers when they apply for
residential local telephone service, and to other persons or entities upon their
request

B. Lifeline

1. Lifeline service means a retal local service offenng for which quahified low-income

consumers pay reduced charges

2. Lifehne service includes voice grade access o the public switched network, local
usage, dual tone multu-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent, single-party
service or us functional L'lllll'--lgl.'!ll. deloss 1o emergency senvices, acooss o operalor
services, access o interexchange service. access o directory assistunce, and toll
limitation

3. Qualified low-income subscnbers are required to submit an application form in order
to receive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assistance, the subscriber must centify
under penalty of perjury that they are currently participating m at least one of the
qualifying public assistance programs listed in Secuon A2, above  In addition, the
subscriber must agree to notify Western  Telephone Company  when they cease
participating in the gualifying public assistance program(s)

4. The twotal monthly Lifeline ¢redit avinlable to qualified consumers 15 $3 25 Western
lelephone Company shall provide the credit o qualified consumers by applving the
federal bascline suppont amount of $3.50 to wmve the consumer’s federal End-User
Common Line charge and applving the addittonal authonzed federal support amount of
$1.75 as a credit o the consumer’s intrastiste local service rate.  The federal baseline
support amount and additional support available. totaling $5.25, shall reduce Western
Telephone Company's lowest tandTed (or otherwise generally available) residential rate
fur the services Listed above in Section B.3 Per the attached SDIFUC Final Order and
Decision; Notice of Entry of Deasion, the SDPUC has authonized intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommunications carners 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 VIII; and Conclusions
of Law I1 and Il)

3. Western Telephone Company will not disconnect subscnibers from their Lifeline
service for non-pavment of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant 1o 47 CFR §
34.401(b)(1), has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect requirement

6. Except to the extent that Western Telephone Company has obtained a waiver
from the SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54 101(c), the company shall offer toll
limitation to all qualifying low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline
service, |If the subscriber elects to receive 1ol limitation, that service shall
become part of that subscnber’s Lifeline service

7. Western Telephone Company will not collect a service deposit in order to
intiate Lifeline service if the qualifying low-income consu ner voluntarily elects
toll blocking on their telephone line. However, one month's local service charges
may be required as an advance payment

C. Link Up

1. Link Up means

(a) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing (elecommunications
service lor sigle telecommunications connection a1 o consumer’s pru‘.cip;ﬂ
place of residence.  The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge o
30,00, whichever 1s less: and

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

2. Charges assessed for commencing seovice include any charges that are customarily
assessed tor connecting subscrnibers 1o the network These charpes do not include any

permissible secunty deposit requirements

3 The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to recewve 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



Western Telephone Company
P.O. Box 128

Faulkton, SD 57438-0128
{605) 598-6217
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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 LUINK UP ) DECISION; NOTICE OF

PROGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
) TC97-150

Al s August 18, 1597, regularly scheduled maeting, the Public Utilities Commission
{(Commission) voled 1o open a docket 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 decided that it would provide for
additional federal support in the amount of $1.75, above the current $3.50 level However,
in order for a state's | ifeline consumers lo receive the additional $1.75 in federal support,
the stale commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastate rate paid
by the and user. 47 C F.R § 54.403(a). Additional federal support may also be received
in an amount equal to one half of any suppor generated from the intrastate jurisdiction,
up o a maximum of $7.00 in federal support. 47 C.F.R. § 54 403(a). A state commission
must file or require the carrier to file information with the administrator of the federai
universal service fund demonstrating 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 allowt 1 interested persons and
entitios to submit written comments conceming how the Commission should implement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs. In their written comments, interested
parsons and entities commented on the following questions

1. Whether the Comnmission should approve intrastate rate reductions o allow
consumers ehgible for Lifeline support to recerve the additional $1.75 in federal support?

2. Whether the Commission shouid set up a stale Lifeline Program io fund further
reductions in the intras ate rate paid by the end user?

3. Whether the Commission should modify the existing | deline or Link Up
Programs?

4 Shall the Commussion filo or raquire the camer to file information with the
agministrator of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the camer's Lifeline
plan meets the critena set forth in 47 C F . § 54 401(d)?

By order dated October 16, 1997, the Commission set public heanngs 10 receve
public comment on the questions listed above The hearings were held at the following
limes and places

RAPID CITY Monday, October 2/, 1997, 1:.00 p.m , Canyon Lake Senior Citizens
Cantar, 2900 Canyon Lakeo Dnve, Rapid City, SD
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PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 1:30 p.m.. State Capitol Building, Room
412, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

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

At its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commission ruled as foilows On the first
1ssue, the Commission authonzed intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers
lo receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. With respect to the second issue, the
Commission decided (o 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
33.50 reduction of local rates to low income customers age 60 and over. The Commission
further ruled that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form
for seif-cor fication; that these forms be sent 1o all of their customers prior to January 1,
1998, and thereafter, to all new customers; and that the carriers make the forms available
1o any persan or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
carmer be required to file with the FCC the information demonstrating that the carrier's plan
meets the applicable FCC criteria and that the camier send an informational copy to the
Commussion. Further, that the camers include in their annual report to the Commission
the number of subscnbers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support

HBased on the written comments and evidence and testimony received at tho
heanngs. the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

The current state | ifeline program s referred 1o as the T 'ephone Assistance Plan
(TAP). The curent state Link Up program is refemed (o 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, i1ssued in Docket F-3703, 0 the Matter
of the Investigation into Implementation of a Teiephone Assistance Pian for South Dakota
Customers Exhibit 1 at page 1 Subsequent buyers of U S WEST exchanges ware
required to also offer the TAP and Link Up America programs |4 at pages 1-2

The amount of TAP assistance is $7 00 33 50 of which 1s fedorally funded, with the
remaining 33 50 funded by the local telecommunications camer. |d al page 3 Although
US WEST was originally allowed to charge a surcharge 1o fund the program, U S WEST
subsequently gave up that right in Docket F 3547-8, In the Matter of the Public Utilities
Commission Investigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakota
Uthties Exhibit S In order lo receive the TAP assistance, a member of the housghald

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

The Link Up America program provides assistance in an amount equal 1o one-half
of the qualifying subscriber's telephone service connection charges up lo a maximum of
£30.00. |d at page 3. In order to receive Link Up assistance, a customer must be
racaiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, mus! not presently have
local telephone service and must nol have been provided lelephone service at his or hert
residenco within the previous three months, and must nol be a dependent for federal
income tax purposes (dependency aiteria does not apply to the e 60 years of age or
older). |d. The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal 1.unds. Id.

v

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, |n the Matter of [ ederai-State Joint Board on Universal Service, adopted May 7, 1997
Beginning January 1, 1998, the FCC found that the federal baseline Lifeline support will
ba $3.50 per qualifying low-income consumer with an additional $1.75 in fede-al support
if the stale commission ag oroves a comesponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47
C.F.R §54.403(a) Additional federal Lifeline support in an amount equal to one-half the
amount of any stata Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available. Id

v

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue 1o be a
reduction in the lelecommunications camer’s service connection charges equal to one hali
of the carrier's customer connection charge or $30.00, whichever is less. 47 CF.R §
54 413(b)

Vi

Fursuamt to the FCC's nules, if there 1s no slate Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer 1s ehgible for support if the consumer participales in onae of the following
programs Medicaid, food stamps; Supplemental Security Income: federal public housing
assistance; or the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program. 47 C.F.R. §§ 54 409(b)
and 54 415(b) in addition, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must ceftify under panalty of penury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the
programs listed above and agrees o notify the camier if the customer coases to participate
in such program or programs. |d

Vil

The first 1ssue 15 whether the Commussion shouid approve intrastate rate redyclions
lo allow consumers eligible for Lifeline support 1o receive the addmonal $1 75 in federal
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support. The Commussion finds that it shall authonze ntrastate rate reduchons for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers (o receive the additional $1.75 in federal support. Thus, the total amount of
federal support is $5 25 per aligible customer

Vil

The second issue is whether the Commission should set up a stete 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

X

The third Issue is whether to modify or ehminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect to the exssting Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall ehminate the existing TAP program that requires U S WEST and camers that have
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3.50 reduction of local rates to low income
customers a2 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 1o 54 417
The effect of following the FCC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is
that tha FCC eligibility requirements and self-cartification requirements will apply to the
South Dakota | feline and Link Up programs.  In addition, the Commission orders thal the
Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, davelop a standard form for self-
certification  The camiers shall send those forms to each customer prior to January 1,
1998 The camers shall also send a form lo each of their new customers. Finally, the
carners shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request

X

The fourth issue 1s whether the Commussion should file, or.an the allernative, require
the camier 1o file information with the fund administrator Seo 47 C.F.R § 54 401(d) The
Commission finds the carriers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that
the carmiers plan meots the applicable FCC rulas and that the carr..r send an informational
copy to the Commission. The camers shall also be required to include in their annual
report lo the Commission the number of subscnbers who receive Lifeline and Link Up
support

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Commission has pnsdiction over this matter pursuant to SOCL Chapter 49-31
specifically 49-31-1.1, 49-31-3, 49 31 7, 49-31-7 1, 49-31-11, 49-31-12 1. 49.31.12 2 and
124 and 47 CF R §§ 54 40010 54 417

s
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Pursuant to 47 CF. R § 54.403(a), the Commission authonzes intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommumcations companies providing local exchange service
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additional $1 75 in federal support

The Commission declines o institute a state Lileline program to fund further
reductions at this ime.  The exusting South Dakola Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C §§ 54.400 to 54 417, inclusive, on
January 1, 1998 The Comimission staff, in consultabion with the camers, shall develop a
standard form for self-certfication The camers shall send these forms to each customer
prior to January 1, 1968. The camiers shall also send a form ‘o asach of ther new
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms available tc any oerson or entity
upon request

v

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R § 54 401(d), the Commission finds the carers shall be
required to file that information demonstraling that the camer's plan meets the applicabilo
FCC rules and that the camier send an informational copy (o the Commission The carriers
shall also be required to include in thewr annual repor 1o the Commission the number of
subseribers who receive L ssline and Link Lip support

it 1s therefore
ORDERED, that the Commission authorzes intrastate rate reductions for eligibie

telecommunications companies providing local exchango service lo allow eligibie
consumers 10 receive the additional $1 75 in federal support, and it is

FURTHFR ORDERED, that the Commission wall not set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions at this ime: and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commussion shall oliminate the existing TAP
program; that the South Dakola Lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules, that
the Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for seif-
certification; that the carriers shall send these forms to all of their customers pnos to
January 1, 1998, that the carriers shall aiso send a lorm to each of ther new customers,
and thal the camers make the fonms availlable o any person or enlity upon request. anc

it i1s
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Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this 2 _d__day of November, 1997,
e < x —

CERTIFICATE OF SERICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:
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