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cc: Alex Duarte 
Colleen Sevold 



D? RE: APPLICATION FOR itb~erLATA 
Mket  NieW ~~~~ 

mQ3. PURSUANT TO SECTlON 27% @F THE 
TELECQWNXCATICfMS ACT OR 19% 

THE SEt21QN 27i HMXE%% 

The Public Utilities 

currently involved in assessing i J  S WEST f amraunicaak~aa E ~ G  '3 (-'ti 3 WE$ t;"') o$~?&iili2W 

support systems ("OSS") tbarbgh di. 

Oversight Committee ("ROC") for purposa RF &temriing t- S lk6.3f'r ~u$rtp@8fie@ ~ + h  

section 271 of the Telecornrnunication~ Act p%f tW$ ("lk f~k~u~bt~riri~~~ta''~!~~fiw 4ct'; t-rf "tk 

AG~"). The ROC rele 

in April 2000. The OSS test ig 

early fourth quarter 2000, Li S WESr rawg&fgy M$~W%#$ && %k@.gg$rn@$i*& 

to (1 ) allow U S WEST to submit the Rw. kf@ga~ T'a&, g#$ &g: 

consideration in early second quarter %Em, 

consider each aspect of Sectirra 271, in& 

ample time to consider how to best gxr;ac:eed 



8, SECTION 271 
OPPORTUNITY 
OPENED TO C8 

The Telecommtinications Act is  irrtended ro $R 

distance telecomrnuni~ations markets thruugksatrt the eaaafe 

Company ("BOC") opening its loci4 exchange 

the BOC will be rewarded by being pennineid  eat^ 

market. There are four principal ~om-p9teaw ta SwG~rrr 2% 

"Track A," which requires, ammg other a h h e  a-kt z ~wmi4$k% 

("CLEC") is sewing both residential and bush 

Second, U S WEST must offer evirlmce thf kt SD~* lik X 

Third, U S WEST'S entry into the i 

WEST must show it is prepared ta a@& kfi%wh&%T& 

pursuant to Section 272 of the Act. 

The Act anticipate that if the Iwa5 r&epk$~% 

will enter or at least be 

(3) facilities-based bypass. There is st;lb&t%~t!d &&% 

Dakota's local telephone market are %~fkSi@g The @kf@%%+w 
availing the~nselves of ail of the Act's modes srl"f:a~@ EMe ttRg @@$&>w mqb* 

lines in South Dakota. 

2. With respect to UMEs, as of & e d e f  3 t ,  ii%q7 

more than 44,000 lorrps to CLEC% ti~~risgi&%$ %% z@& 



- & && $y@@&$ 3 .  In addition, with respect t~ E M S G G ~ W ~ O %  G h. - 

CLECs and other caderg, 

Further, as of December st., 

initiating a Section 271 docket, 

Section 271(d) vests the FCC waiih 

satisfies Section 27 1. 

process. Se~tion 27 

issuing its ultimate Cfccjsiotn, 

the state commission's prim~tq 



competition . . . ." ' The FCC promises to "consider car&l& ntrft detmEmg"tw& d i f k g  &#IF - - 1  

supported by a detailed and extensive reca~rd,"' 

In the case of Bell 

New York Commission's recomtnendaticrn '"sut;rbsta:id v&gRge 

collaborative process'' it had utilized. As 

York Commission's collab 

participated to clarify or resolve issues." 

Commission cosllcl proceed, 

process the docket in a timely manner b*-mibg bmb qawgg gwi i  

resolution of issues affecting the loc& tdeplisab rrna~ket~ 

enhanced competition in both the lomi- a ~ d .  ia&rf,&TA m&$k&%; 

SECTION 271 

The Commission should reccrgn 

271 issues. First, the FCC created a 

each of the 14 items on the Slecticrn 27t ~R~skOEdrf, T& 

"providing" each checklist itern, it must.: 

-- -- 
' See, e.g.. Application of At?lf?rite~h liftchigm b*r~:rutfir@ Its a $ % & # ~  g f l  ffr#& 4- 
amended, To Provide In-Regiori. InterLtX4 &TV~P.-S% X8t hf@&h&@~, &mc~k& 
No. 97-137, Memorandum Opinion and Ordm 1 30 {ttlL Anrg I*$, f9P%Fd~f&c 

Appiication of BellSouth Corporation Pur'wnrri 1& kefim 27f i$&? f"Pfw&~i&&et&~~Pg~i 
Provide In-Region InferLATA servicm in La~Ml i ln~~  tX2 Wket F& '%*f ZB, 5WGg-M 
FCC 98-271, 9 (rel. ( k t .  13. 1998) ("BeIISouth f,@wf$4tffi& @'J, 

BellAtlanlic h'ew York Orrlrr at 7% 6-13 and 20 



agreement or agreements that set far& pdgs && & k g  fi@W ~d ~ d g t i g ~  
for each checklist item, and f2j ah i.t 3s G Q ~ % &  &~iM&,  @s & P ~ Y -  POT 
furnish, the checklist item in the qtrmtige &&t g@M@23tW k % q -  -%MF 
demand and at an acceptable level afq&ity.* 

provide a checklist item, U S WEST can either ~i 

agreements or file a "Statement of GmenBy A+&t&lis 

252(f) of the Act. U S WEST plans ro reky oh SGAT w its 

of the FCC's test. The SG 

competitive checklist to CLECs. The SGAT 

discussions about U S WEST'S CegaE ob!ig&t?rtim 0%~ 

another alternative that CLECs am @pa iab t% &&# 8Q~1 ~4 

U S WEST'S knowledge, other sme e 

the basis for confirming that their m v & w  t 

to lfiarnish each checklist item, 

checklist item at an "ar=ceptable Ie9ig3 q@&~g-'" 

performance measures ta track ilt~ p 

workshops. The perFormaincc daz& gewetsd %Y% k *& t@ 

offering the checklist item to CLSCXI Q S ~  1 &M$w%~%~M*B@ 

"nondiscrirnirtatory" treatmeni, zhc FCC ;rawb @@#w &v&@N@ 



item to itself5 When no retail analogue e.y::iSf,~. h*wsi%rr I-8 Si SVESqI -WSE p%e tht 

item such that an "efficient cornpeitar bs 4 niimE@sff,l;l ~gp%o&~p t@F ~&$ip@-* &E &i&E@ 

circumstance, a performance "benchmark' will Be s d  in* Rw ~ K W  % ** G S B B r g  

expected performance. 

both prongs of this test a 

showing, spponents mus 

satisfy -the requirements [of thift: P O P ~ ~ B B ~  fxf mti@& 29'1, ~ 0 '  

To meet their burden, CLECs 

throughout this proceeding. 

require substantial eEort. As a reart, U $ WEST 

alleviate the workload, The C ~ r n  

BellAtlantic Nerv York Orcirrr at 3 44. 

- . , .- . ,.,, ...,.. . .  ... . . ,  



progress made in ongoing workshops is other ~~;liaw 

exist and is open to discussing vimdly my mgh~(rk 

the Commission with 

for processing this docket. 

27 1 in a timely mmnerL 

Dated this 8' day of February. ZMld. 

C ~ E ~ M  we> St@% 
Aim Mi.; h*@. 
U S gym$ ,&~$q .&F@@@@. 

1.m:i C&fa* g$mk S&@: 3f.W 
X$CX~$W~. 60 gma2 



WEEKLY FILEMGS 
For the Period of Februzrr$3,2000 amugh F&WQ 9, 

If you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, divemight ~~wt.si~~w).  
Delaine Kolbo wWn RW btt4f5a~ &#@ & tm Jm 

Phone: 605-773-3765 F~M:: W?mmB 
, r 

CONSUMER CO@PWMve 

The domplai 
long distance compa 
switched. The Com 
happen. 

Staff Analyst: Leni Healy 
-Staff -:Atto-mey: Karen Cremer 
Date Filed: 02/04/00 
Intervention Deadline: NA 

Staff Analyst: Leni Healy 
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer 
Date Filed: 02/04/00 
Intervention Deadline: NA 

I 

The Complainant claims she 
service. The Complainant i 
agree to switch service. For a 
closed, all charges be removed a 



Staff Analyst: Leni Healy 
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer 
Date Filed; Q302/09 
fntervention Deadline: MA 

GTQQ-035 In the Mhtter sf the CornplaintFiOec$ by GQ~QOW Vl 
behaif of Sioux Falls Stockyards Grs,, &ODX 
FirsTel ~usiness Systems Regarding il[lftw E&I 

On February 8, 2000, the Commission rec~ived 8 ~ahpfiiSffi% lmm@ & 
FirsTel Business Systems. The Sioux Falls Livestock Ma~ktaC fmMwm$ & 4W %t.@* kc$**& 
infoimingit that, based on a recent audit, it had flat ken 
for three lines at the business. FirsTel bitted t%te Corn9 
for the past six months. The complainant alleges 12 wb% c&atW 1~ SPY:@ Pr:Mk gh%%p@ 
business was solicited and it has paid that ambunl. @m@ 
FirsTel cancel its bill for past -sewices in the amaunl (tf 5%,2%T 
WEST t~ have their service transferred bsdc to U S WE@?. 

Staff Analyst: Micheie Farris , 
Staff Attbrney: Camron Hoseck 
Date Filed: 0210810'0 
Intervention Bate: NA 

TC00-006 In the Matter of the Application ad NgwPaW 

EitchanQb $,e~fces, in South Dakota. 

Newpath Holdings, Inc. is seking a Certificate aFPcuZbW& t&pF 
facilities-based local exchange (subject to rural sM@gmt@j W1@ 
telecommunirations services'in South Dakota. Initlaislly, NwFMb- 
senrims only, 

Staff Analyst: Keith Senger 
Staff Attorney: Camron Hoseck 
Date Filed; OU03/00 
lntervention Date: OU2.5;100 . 
TCOO407In the Matter of Qwest @ommuraicailon$, IWL 

Csnrnission Staff filed a Motion To Assess Fiws 
Communications, Inc. The basis for this Motion is 
recently been filed against Qwest Communicaliw, 
patfern of inadequate serviae in South Dakota, d 
a disregard for the rights of South Dakota Wn;$Itm@d8 
fines and penalties in accordance with SDCL 49-32 
assess costs associated with processing the campbmts- 









BEFORE THE 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMRlISSIQN OF THE STATE OF 5 0  

The Telecommunic 

West to file its Section 2 

Camn.xission. together with " 

jtsttil: i s  the most effective course for evaluating 

US West's Motion is void of any 

suggested collaboratttive process. US Wks 



ion lo recommendations that i 
ops lo ensure a full evidenti 



process has been undertaken, that process 

commonality exists in U S West's operations 

there are deviations between states given di 

gerous presumption for 

sufficient to determine U .S West's actual 

TRA is aware of n 

inistrative notice 

nquirements for in-region inte 

cornpli@ce must remain state-specific, and, must. 

formal. 527 1 application with &e Cornision. 

. . . , ... . . .  
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,commenting on its a 
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coul~ter any arguments 
dotirag the filing af thos 
Order paragraphs 50,5 1, 

FU3OC compliance with the Act 

tt'est should be rea 

=.f-,s .&$ ,* fo;M&%~ &jr my 273 +y&&&fi, - 

rquhed ta provide gmm' 







BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILlf lEi9 COMfVll%SIO.N 
OF f HE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOtLk 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY u s WEST ) ~~nrwix 
CQMM~ENICAT~ONS, INC. OF A NOTBCE OF IN'VERE~~T~OMPWDUME 
1NTENT TO FILE A 271 APPLICATION 1 ANb PmE$DW 

1 SCOQEOSUkE 
1 '1Yem*m?i 

On February 8, 2000, the Public Utilities Csmmissi~n (Cammisstan) W i v e &  4% NeFt̂ &@ 
Intent to File Section 271 Application and Motion for ~lfem;afi;ue-P~s&d~btl- tQ W ~ g q  kh&a@@ 
271 Process from U S WEST Communications, Inc. { lJ S WESi ,  fn its MtiWv kJ wE&T 
requested "that the Commission initiate a docket to ( 3 )  allow U B WEST .It@ submit fh@ R W  m$%f 
Test Plan to the Commission for consideration in early semnr;l gtiafter%Xlf, and t2)j~il'r~ 
to participate in proceedings to consider each aspect of Section 241; ind& t̂ng QEd& jf&m iO kW T4- 
point checklist in Section 271, beginning fourth quarter 2000," 

At its February 29, 2000, meeting, the Camrnisit;iom sonsidemd haw ta p ~ a &  *%ti 
matter. After listening to comments from U S WEST and ather Sntemst(rb-eniiti&s6 the WmmWie5~ 
unanimously voted as follows: (1) set an intervention deadline: @$ Mqtii* U S WE8T f@ i;.& 
request for an alternative procedure to marragce a Section 271 eppliattrsn in morn d4faik $91 &b 
parties to comment on U S WESTS alternative procedure; and (4) efiaw kf: S WEBT fa PI%(siaM lo 
those comments. 

The Commission sets an intervention deadline of Mach ?7,2000. The Catrtmt$$mn %&?is 
following procedural schedule: 

U S WEST'S detailed propasat due March 1 7,2(tlW 

Intervenors' comments due ML~cR Z j $ ,  2000 

U S WEST'S reply comments due April dO,%OO&). 

It is therefore 

ORDERED, that the deadline for intervention is March 17,21K5Q; a&$ k k 

FURTHER ORDERED, that all parties shali fotbsw thb p f ~ ~ r s t d ~ ~ a t  s&duk &a %If; fQ9snh 
above. 

d! Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this 7 day of March. 20W 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that this 
document has been served today upon all parties of 
record in this docket, as listed on the docket service 
fist, by facsimile or by first class mail, in property 

II (OFFICIAL SEAL) 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMiSSiON 









WHEREFOE, 

&e Commission gr; 





. . 

CC: Service List 



'Dl THE M A n R  QF TfXE =sf-;: BY t j  S '$!$= Y 

'mmNT TO,FLE 2'72 ~ppE~xc&=d& 

Dakota. 

WEST must have met its $2b,&tipgga;%$ :m&g#b; gTP lp$ggu~$;:, ., =,. . 

with Section 27 1. 







Mardl 16.3000 

Dear Mr. BuXb;rr& 

I Please call me if then arc q~$~iam- 



puBLIC, UTgLLkPIEs. c o ~ ~ ~ f ~ ~ ~ ~ @  
 ATE S O ~ , ~ A K ( $ T &  

3 and the interests of" its CklsS~lllWS. 





CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1 hereby certify fl~at on this 16"' day of March 2000, the origgnal and X O coprim QFAT&T 
Communications of the Midwest Inc.'s Petition for Leave tc$ fn~ervenc irr Dtxket No, 
TCOO-0 1 1, tvers delivered via overnight delivery to: 

William Bullard, Jr 
Executive Director 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
500 East Capitol Avenue 
Pierre, SD 57501 
Fax #: 605-773-3809 

and a true and correct copy was delivered via overnight deliiuczt~ €0: 

Karea Cremer 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
SO0 East Capitol 
Pierre, SD 57501 
F a  #: 605-773-3809 

and a true and correct copy was delivered by U S MniI dclivcry to: 

Alex Duarte Richart[-Chit 
13' S WEST Communications, Iac. SbI?c 
1801 California Street, Suite 5 1Cl0 P.0 .  B m  57 
Denver, CO 80202 Pierre, SD 57501 4QS7 

Barbara E, Berkenpas 
McLeod Telecommunications 
Y.O. Box 66 
Irene, SD 57037-0066 

Thomas J. Welk 
Boyce, Murphy, McDowell 
$t; Greenfield, L.L.P. 
1001 North Phillips Ave., Ste. 600 
Sioux Falls SD 571 17-5015 



L A W  O F F I C E S  

MAY, ADAM, GERDES & THOMF~SON LLP 
503 S O U T H  P I E R R E  S T R E E k T  

P. 0. e o n  160 

P I E R R E ,  S O U T H  DAKOTA 57501-0166 
Qf CBUkFikL. 

w * * ~ l t H W  

March 17, 2000 - 
'thLtb*t%% 

5 emLee-@$ 

RERMED * ~ k t C . & C t l e h  
6a% Zi%r4@h# 

E*AL 
dagemagtmm 

MiRR 1 1 MW 
SOUTH ~bl (OfA PUBLIC, 
UTIL~T~F E C,OMN~~SS~Q% 

Commission 

akota 57501 

: IN THE MBTTER OF THE F I L I N G  BY US WEST COWWNE&THQNS, 
INC., OF A NBTICE OF INTENT TO FILE A 272 APPLXCATXOS 

Docket: TC00-011 
Our file: 0053 

Dear Bill : 

Enclosed are original and ten copies of a Petitfan ko fnk&rve%@-, 
which please file. 

With a copy of this letter to the service 3 i a t  f i\a erensnftting 
a copy of the petition to intervene. 

Yours truly, 

MAY, ADAM, GERDES & THOMPSON LLP 

Enclosures 

cc/enc: Tom Simmons 
Mark Niblick 
Alex Duarte 
Colleen Sevold 
Thomas J. Welk 
Andrew 0 .  Isar 
William P. Heaston/Barbara E.  Beskenpa~ 
MicheE Singer Nelson 





CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Gerdes, of May, Adam, Gerdes & Thompson EL9 hereby 
t on the 17th day of March, 2000, he matbe& by-UZX3 
first class postage thereon prepaid, z ,tFUef 

copy of the foregoing 
at their last known 

Mr. Alex Duart,e 
Senior Attorney 
US WEST Communications, fnc?. 
1801 California Street, Suite 5100 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

Ms. Colleen Sevold 
US WEST Communications, Inc . 

Telecommunications Resellers Associatian 
3220 Uddenberg Lane NW, Suite 4 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 

Mr. William P. Heaston 
Ms. Barbara E. Berkenpas 
McLeodUSA 
P.O. Box 66 
Irene, South Dakota 57037-0066 

Ms. Michel Singer Nelson 
AT&T 
1875 Lawrence Street, Room 3.5-04 
Denver, Colova 



March 17,2000 

ecutive Director 

Tl~e documents wi 11 also be fomarde,d~~lei; troni.calHy, 

-postage paid envelope. 

Secretary to Alex Du,rrtc 

Frped Jp.~n%c.r 
SSUBtJIO 



STATE OF §CPUT,H D:&-KC)TA 
PUBLIC UTI~I,ITI:E~- COMIB3ISS {.ON 

. . 

1 M  RE: APPLIICATION FOR interLATA 
RE1,IEF OF TI S %VEST COMMUNICATlrONS ) 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 271 OF THE 

. ., . . , . 

altcmative procedure for consideratio 

Tel.ccoaununications Act of 1996, (2.) allow U S \VEST 

Oversight- Coinn~ittee ("ROC'" Operat-ional Suppcrrt Systm$.{'* 

Cornm.ission for consideratio11 in ea 

in pmccedirxgs to consider each asp 

crt~eckl.ist in Section 271, beginning fourth, quarter 2000. 

an a1,temative procedure specifically identified .t 

(1 j call~aboration wit11 another state or states, and ( 2 )  t 

made in 27 1 workshops in other states. Thereaftcr, on. .March 7,2iS4:l(lJ, 

'6 S WEST to explain in rnore de 

Scqtiol~ 27 I compliance. U S WEST is pleased to provide mare rEaai:l Qrn the-p 

far processing this docket, whic.h it sets forth below* 



grscassia~ j 

I. THE COMPU.USSION SNOUI.D ADOPT A s'c~FT;o~~!,E ,ag ~~~)eg:k%r#.t'f 
FACILITATES EFFICIENT CQNSttr;ER&TIO% @If t*s %'@&%'g 3gg%g@% 
SATIS FACTILON 



the seven checklist iten~s prescn fed to dst:. t.:' S t,VEST & I$~~em~edEt@g t $ ~  K&G&W& - th& & kk& 

agreed inio its standard business practices and contracts, %ua khesc kswbh~tkt"k EE*$?$- 

throughout the region. It is entirely possibt~ ti~ezef~te, d ' t ~  w&h eft& $%t~% khd e&h b* 

resolved through workshops will b 

to be made duri13.g the second 

speculative- for U S WE 

Again, irrespective of how th 

'U S WEST renews its request that: th 

OSS Test Plan. Such confirmtitiart is nrrc:esary 10 C@Q~EE. flgtk t'h 

and c0ntai.n~ the scenarios the Commissitrfi dggcm(mgs gg& gxe&s$gr$i 

performance indicators exist to me 

are necessary. 

B. Process 

U S IWST proposes the following praccs, 



f i r  this process to wo'rk 

f the worksllop and futly discus 

are as producti've.a;possib]e, 

y to address materials in another p a y ~ y ' ~  r~bl-tttitf E O ~ $ S ~ B : @ ~ ~ L .  

Ymk and Texas, and U 3 WESTS own espcri-en~c in Arr'xltjlnn, kZ S 'I:VE$f cr?ht~iifi@%k & @sr:b~ 

in which it submits written testimony and supporting infolowrrnttun tl~~cir~tk.arfufictat ~ d f ~ b l t s l a f t ~  

that it satisfies a particular cllecklist item itl each partic'ipsting ~tt tcs it%kw$fil.~@ th~f'i ~fb$@it 

written tesumony and supporting i n f o r n l a t i o n i c ~ ~ c ~ r ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ t i ~ r ~  i$r:rtriF@rg s b i r  r@t?e@fiw; @%$~f3% 

participate in worksbops and discuss 

during the worksh~ps; the p 

report following each workshop for 

each Commission's consideration; 

U S WEST has satis5ed a particular 271 issrte, 

participating Commission has fully evii1iiiift"tf each zispcer ~;rf 5c~f i&% 27 t , 

C Principles 

The FCC has also strorlgib 

Thus, the Comn~ission sIlo~rld consider 

procedural a1 ternative that it selects. 





- - 
ensure tl~at the Commissioii and the FCC have a carrrplr,?~ r~t;f i .& 8~ ~%,,s,itw&e~ TRi% ~?:as&%g%gF 

assumes that U S WEST does not pian ts fils d~tailccf tm$irixt+r& As i~dic=isrd gbke.  &*OF%@.. 

F < - \  

if the Conlmission decides to- col1;ihorate tvith o~ i t  icrr rrsnR $$;%ke %-fi?QiR%&%~*~ tZ 3 WE$% *iBk 

file detailed testin~ony well in advance. of  each wotkshep trrb t h ~  ~&FWZ$ s4ta21gi&~i b h kZi@~,&%k 

in the workshop. 

i t  hears the initial burden o f  pro-so f rtnd t h e r e k ~  %nus$ p~i>%ftI~ t #~g  %~Y\%%W&~$K* '%%if& Gska~&# 

evidence. U S WEST titereIy sxggests thsi the k~xeti~c$ fo~i s&ki~fyr~@ tk$ t$%&t@% u ~ ~ % % w F B ~ @  

creating a record containing detailed o~idenrc BY&? kic~ad ttput e& k%@ttkf@ i*kkkg ~@%&4t~d 

a1 tei-native selected. Atternati~eliy~ ift51t: c~t~imi~s+;kf~ ~ h @ ~ m 3  fk l  %%it L E % ~ E ~  Qk @$fii-fi& q a ~ g e  

2000, taking administrative r~etiec of the %r~,"ark&tbp$ E& alrehf $ti.i#rs ((~ijik+&*@ !$ % g ~ r  hk4 

presented detailed testimony, rhis shseld s~I~$SuaftaZky wn@n t t r ~  g&t%% &@ f:e~t%%%i&i~e~$ 

decide. The Comrnissjon tvortld thcz..fr ~ n l y  % F $ B V ~  fe dk$t't;v $k dik$pskt@& S~RM&~, 

If' the Commissior~ c h w s ~  tc~ p'micipatc! $% 35e"$% ~ v F ~ : c ~ i ! i h ~ @ ~ $ r * ~  %tq~fi;fi;$k%~d 

or more stale commissi~s,  Is' S WEST p~tms~tt. to: file $c%rf~%t~$ $@k $4 PGF$&~B$, &&&:a 8g~p@~$"ir%k@q 

has shown that filing a "c~~xptrtr: ;%ppiiiro€"ran4' k%b I@ ig~meagd~p R B B A ~  &k&$, i~ ;~@@&";;  

for all invoIved. In each of the three ~ h t t i s  in, nbich k; % %vEXF g$gwt$tp bg~dsb"T- t ~ k & % ~ # @  

pendingf i t  initiated the pmces t;vi tf, m;krty tljq~tai~#t%i% ~rfp&g4% urf~g$$rwlirk$ O$$*@c-qf+ &p $k 

time most of the testimony was (or wifX b68 $f;t~~~ictii,eah~ %$: %g$ x!#& $fd&g a!$-& 1%; 3 @@i;$ 

collsequelx tl y the intervenors, h d  %e file: %uppi~xtnfdS~! I&%r@$<%rrp %$* ~dfikg &z@ 5%f"fp$$i.! tm$~rn%~&! 

current . TI1 i s need for supt?lerrrtentaI tsstir~rs~ty Ptws I"cK@F&~B &$i;iigiaf~&~ %c*9@k4i! ~ 7 3  &f$$@k@ 

- -~.....-. 
I For cxarnplc. Arrlon;? started 14c ch&f,&:ftetrm i s r w t ~ % p t * ~  g:* i~~rC~~.~t j ' * - .  4 4"- $4 r i r ; ~ t  e;rr,$r--- ii-l*~-f>l*&+ -1.pr;~%&ib~t .  

C'onscqucntly. much nf thr lcs;lnlc>rr) 6 S W f S f  Wkt! cu;iffRL1.6 t o  f i f i f i f i  +t*tdh;it + i k  %r *ii~t:! $r r i z k F  . 3 + ~ % ~ i ~ ~ @ l i t ~ ~ i i d + i ~ i k i , ~ ~ ~ ~ @ ~ ~ ~  I*'. tik $i@i&-? 

rcspcclivr: btrssncs.i pstrions 'r'ius ecaanrr ntrt ar;+ gwrertrf$% n@k+:~*~dl* a4 bsr 1 't h% i 'i B %tar r&-=.il.*u"tu Ig$&yl ~ibu~+-.c-,+w-.~&~y&k~ %$Y* 

had to revlcli and anal>;.*. ~hntr-xmrl\ of p.&gt.r vf cirrhlafkxl- iact!twt* - 



The recent Bell AtlaMic derisitm i a  XQW Tn& $o@p@;ii rk& ~si"Et&&~ x%&$_ &@ 

not complete its Kcxi+ hltlrk: 6itng \with f kc FCS wldi &fEs at&$ %~f&s%@ lp&%L% %hi9 

,kt [hat time it fik4 a ~o@tp=&gn$$lke fixg&. 

I updated to reflect any positiorls , ? g ~ c d  to rr.1 the \\;ofish~pr: stklppvrtirhg tfcw~k.tn1cnt&k11~. at14 

i1andl.in.g Qse producrisn uf 

intewencrrs, and Comnrissis 

various checklist itenl~. 111 
. , 

issue in the scheduled wor 

involved. but it should ;tlso i~nprog-c the. rttoisfri'y tfitkF gf.&grr.r ctrn~tdictih 2%) &RIC.XW tflgg% 

factual recordshnd ha 



suppo1-ted by a detailed and ex tcr~sire recurd."' Irr rhc case crf Bell ,;li~b@$$c "s Secatiaig 27 

application in New Y ork, the FCC yave the Ket~  York Gt?ts%n.r'tst3koai's r;%ahirme&~f@~ - - 
. - 

"suibstantial weight" because of the ''ri~orolis ~i>tlabcrr~~~tivt: ~ ~ Q B ' s * '  rtrkiikai- ~ $ 3  p ~ g  st th& 

rigorous process, the FCC cited the New York Cornnrission's roifakw;ttr\s se;\s.;itms and twhnisak 

workshops in which all parties participated to clarify or risofrs issues." 

the Comn~ission to create exactly the t- 

desires by collaboratir~g with 

fom~al workshops. 

U S WEST is sensitive to the intemsts af the, Can~tnissio~,, Ca~rnjr~bt~ 

and South Dakota consumers in finally reeliithg the fitiEf pmrnistz 

o f  1 996. Sect ia~~ 27 1 apprcval 

markets. I t  is true that Section 

Cammission, U S WEST, and inte 

concerned parties and for South Da 

outlincs here clearly outweighs any paf enai;lil stwin cm r n k ~ i l ~ ~ e s ~  

The Conirnission asked Ir' S 

U S WEST proposes the Co~nnxis 

U S WEST has suggested two possible apprwrtles+ i;f the C>$ 

Section 27 1 consideration immediately, then 

3 ;Ipplicniion of Bc//Soi~rh Cirrpo 

Lotri.~iirr~~fl Second Orrfer'S 

4 ,-tpl,'!irnrion by Ec~il Afln~rf i  

Scn*ire in rlrc Smrc of i&u. I b~k, C'C' I 
h'f319 fijrk ard~*i- .'). 



collaborate with 

effecti'vc, effic,ient, and econumicaf .~rtafie.cr, 

Dated this 1 71h day of Match I,&@* 





TIMOTHY L. THOMAS' 
JOHN K. NOC~NEY* 
LONNIE: R. BRAUM 
P-ENNY TIEKE PLATNICK: 
GREGORY J. BERNARD 
RYAN J. TAYLOR' F-mS- W & $ m  

'ALSO LICENSED IN WYOMING 

*ALSO LICENSED IN MINNESOTA 

*ALSO CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACEOUNtANZ 

William Bulllard, Jr. 
Executive Director 
Publie Utilities Csmmissiosism 
500 E. Capital 
Pierre, SD 57501 

Dear Mr. Bullard: 

PUC Docket No. TCOQO t I, h Rc: bdp#P2:&~a!~q& PM@~E~-B '$ ;~~  &!*fbT %- .Ts . 
Communicu~ions, I ~ C .  ~ip*:i°xzutfx PO ,Q&FSICYJP 27' #JMM ~~teb:rd*%.-wa&*~di.*i'i-d;- 

GJB;jmh 
~ndl6sures 
cc: Dan kandguth 

Eu Hoyf 
Kyle White 



w5 IN RE: 
REL-TEr ur u 3 WEST 1 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC, PURSUANT 1 TOSEbTIoN 7 - .  - - ----- 
TELECOMRIU 
n-c i nnr 

i / r  UP I'm ) 
NLCATIOMS ACT Z 

v l  177V 

markels t h y  serve 

X:iBHIBBrk Hills l b n C o m i t l  West l.itigsjMi&af&* fmw,*y 





Enclosure 

Andmw..$l, J M O C ' ~  
AGfin2cy 
si2& E~~~ Nt3zi:x tht -T,. .t &f . i t  j$;i::;- a , , ~ ~ ; k t ~ l t ~ 8 ~ i $ i : , ~ t ~ :  + - -  a' ,> !,-*,- 

March: 2-7+ 2 W  

-W;Elliam-Bg:ll.ard, Execa t-ive Director 
.Sou@jDak0ta Public lJt;i:]it.ies Commission 
50Q:East Capitol :Street 

Re: TC00-011; U S WEST'S Section 27 1 Applicntiaf; 

Dew Mr. Bullard: 







IM RE; 
f i T . T T  ri 

APPLICA'T 
*r m m -  *-* 

STATE 02; SOdjTH DAKOTA 

PUBEf C W7flttETIES C@XI;!P&fEx%EOk5 

'ION FOR irtterLA,Ti% '. "Me- - ---i i., ur u 3 wE31 LVRrlMUNlLAILUM3 I 
PURSUANT TO SECTZON 271 OF THE j 
TELECOMMZ1MCATIONS ACT OF 1996 1 

COMMENTS OF AT&T CC)&fR.ZUHgC*BTTQ:NS a F  TMPE &%gEliWtm, B 

("Notice") and U S WEST" Respa~sr: 

Irrfornlation Concerning 

("Response"). U S WES 

("ROC") Master Test Pla 

item on th.e 14 point d 

Response, (3) defer dete 

issues. 

111 its Response, U S WEST 

, . 



that formal workshops begin. 

supporting testimony, 

U S WEST'S compliance with Section 271 are .ptiec't'uded, 

assurances that the 

reason to move forward at this time. 

Even if the Comrnissio 

testi~nony and its SGAT a 

Pub. L. No. 104-104, 110 Stat, 56 t1496), 47 W.S.C. $151 et. seq. 



sense to hold workshops on 

satisfactory completion of OSS testing, 

practical and resource perspective. The OSS issues 

items, and nothing is gained reviewi~ig OSS-related chec-klisk i f  

satisfactorily completed. 

The Federal Communications CommissEon 

commellcement of any disc 

[to workshops and I~emings. 

case prior to establishing a 

opportunity to conduct discovery. 

Ir. p ~ s ~ u s s ~ ~ &  

A. U !3 WEST SHOULD BE REQUIRED TO FILE 14"s BfREW CA&@ PRlOW 
TO THE CREATION OF A PRQCEDXfl%AL SCHEf?@lttE* 

U S WEST does not provide m applictrtisn, my ta8ttirnlmxry OK @FfIc%lvits ar sr%pppfiiag: 

documentation. It is impossible to evaluate whether ti S WEIS'T mecu tho: reyuirrmcnts of 

Section 271, complies with Section 272 o f  the Act, or whether m applicatbtr h in t,kpubIir: 

interest. NOT has U S WEST filed the SCAT, which i t  porpartsdiy iastcn6~ra at%*It~ 

demonstrate it meets the requirements of Secticun 271 ofthc Acr, Sip;' Waticc-a% 5, 

The FCC has commented on the need For a ~egiannk &fi O~aaifdg Cctfi~m&?'s 

("RBQC') application to be complete when filed. ''[%rjc C - X ~ C E  Ikfag a ~ G G Z ~ Q W  2f f 



application, us 01-iginul&Jikrd, will include ail thejhcrrial rrvicZetzc~.* OR wbi~k @@2iea~~ 

would have the Commission rely in making its findings thereon."' Ihc FCC %dGmd this 

requiren~ent in the Anreritcch Michigan order.) The "application mu% he campicte an the 

day it is filed.'& 

There are very sound reasons for requiring the appflcatiun to be cemptefe b& Z ~ E  dz~5~ 

it is filed: 1 )  the parties have the opportunity to see the cvidletiee Ll !!I WEST 1% rcf5rigg OB rty 

denronstrate compliance with Section 272 of the Ac;t; 2) 1;J '3 WEST h a ,  axild ~ a f l  time 

retains. "the ultimate burden of proof that its application sotfisfrea acctiaa 171~~3) ' ( ~ J P w ~  

promises do not, and cannot, satisfy a BOC's burden of pmof;'"'4) he- FCC b 'r ~~~ 
obligations on U S WEST that are not contained in any of its existing intrxannectirtrt 

agreements; and 5) cvaiting 

not shorten the process, 

1. U S WEST Should be Rcquircd ia Clearly Idcntib m d  k c r i k  the 
Evidence upon which it Relies to klcct thc Rcquirrmcnts c~f Scrctba 17t, 

The FCC commented on the need for the RBOC to eicarty describe the cvidcnsc up311 

which it relies. "When a BOC presents factual eviderrcc and argkrnrsnrv in dupp1rr of its 

application for in-region, interL.4TA entry, we expect that web. cugdcncc wME Rr ~ i r l ~ k y  

described and arguments will clearly' be stated In itlo legai brierwith &ppmpdmt@ $@fy?mew 40 
, < 

supporting affidavits."' The FCC stated that the npplicmt, afid the cltmmenting pxgiar, havc 

2 Procedures for Befi Opcraring Corrpa~t:clj~plicoiim i2micr ihg &r:ffrrxv 2 f f @J& $~fm~~g&~l;dfg~~-iagtL 
Public Notice, 1 1 FCC Rcd 19708, 19709- f O l996j frmghusis .added)+ 

A ppl ic~f ian of Amerirech hriichigun Prir.ruanr to Swtior 271 qfbhc Pr;~tat1~t11c~i$4zcidtrgf :fle4k t$jpJ#s t 
To Provide hi-Region, fnterL.4 7 3  Semic-ex in A.fickl,gdrr. CG: f);t~k@t S* 133, ~@tn~tm&&& ~bp{gim-d$ i&$&vx 

FCC 97-298 (re]. Aug. 19, 1997). qj 48. CGAmcrircch Afic1figt:cd C~JI&P"! 
"d., 7 so. 
' If1 ... q 44. 
b /ti., 1 55 .  
' Id., f 60. 



"an obligation to present evidence and arguments in a eiear t ~ ~ f % ~ i s e  %!&%t%ts ..* 
4' 

Requiring the RBOC to present factual evidence in n clear rmd camise m&@ak* db%% tk 

parties and the agency to determine what evjdeoee the I@i&iCl is @lj&g dn to &~pe$6@ 

obligation of Section 271, widlout ]laving to sift thro~yh all the wkkncs la &fef&m 

evidence the RBOC is submitting to support its claim? and &~~QKS the Fi(nl& tk ~ m t P  

level to conduct discovery of the evidence stib~itted. 

Furthermore, an interested part): should not h ~quiirnii ta iatefi~m M& mi4x.d~t &ik 

evidence U S WEST submits at its choosing ;urdbmcd on il setfki~p~ed ~ r k ~ f & ~  A - 

should not be required to endure the entire Section 171 pW&& radgtemine FV& if 

issues it may have with U S WEST'S applicsticamt ar ~ ~ p w c t f 8 g  e%.E-d~a&%, 

2. U S WEST Has arud at All Times ibbriy~q, ltfxrei tBtfm&fr: @t~&&~#tp&@k 

The FCC has stated that the RBOC at a& time4 ~ t b a 8  fh@ ~if$@@t@ b&&% @ E ~ @ K  '' 
Because the burden of proof is on U S WES?U, ia s h ~ ~ i l d  be rgy.ftri~d Fuk 6k. ~42@pkt#,~&~* 

including its SGAT, at .ihe initiation df the prac&&a#, 

AT&T is concerned that U S WEST is atrgn~prifzg asr %h%t tk ba#d@z%. ~ f p k ~ g ~ s  BBQ 
J 

intervenors. Allowing U S WEST tu open a dorkrt &QDE@ @&fig i@ ispg!i@ii6f@#+ m & - w  

allowing U S WEST to file its application He~rtmgikk, pia~"@fi t fw bftg&& ~$9 t b  RE:~WGM% I@) 

point out the deficiencies of W S qES7"s Applldtttik)fi &fit$ @ " ~ " ~ & ~ G O  i%%p*~ &$-i& 

Application. It also places the burden on fire C=14E;'r: $5 ~exify lftae t b  $C.$Aur p$@%i&k8 

CLECs with the rights they are entitled to rtndcr t k  Rc t rr&f f1wc FCC';$ r k % ~ i ~ i ~  

implementing the Act. The FCC has s ta t4  that the RkXO&' $ ~ F ~ G R %   hi^" $~$da?n af pa%~f~~%a% 

Id, 
' The FCC also stated that, "wlren a BOC submits fartan1 @ri$%?nrl: in sskppttui~sC t%.ayp)%~av;,&%~ 5.3 !hamy% @& 
burden of ensuring that the significance of the cvide~cc is rssr l i l~ ap~re;rrr$.*%x~@~BCB, 
'" Ameritech hjichignli Qrclrr,$.liil. 



ifno party opposes the RBOC appti.cation, 

3. Paper Promises ID:o Nogy.and. Can 

futnisii a checklist item." C,ompliancecamrhe "r~nn'npent: 

Furthemare, "[i]f after 

necessary, or additional actio 





Piecemeal Pilin 

on .ea& checklist item prior 

miss .the opportunity to cornmerit.-on a. partic-ukt; ch.e~k&i$t item4, 

checklist item. C 

rev-iew of U S WEST'S evidence, 

conducted after U 

prolonging the proceeding. 

suggested by U S WEST. 



con~plete application 

c~mrnencing any review of kr" 

should be required to 6le f t 

agreements. 

T f ~ e  Commission's existias: -+ pgm~d*~ ;%pgl$$QeI ,&&,f;;f~ 8, 

ln  Arizona. the orrl;. state in the i i  S WEST tegraxn 6-t~drnrir1~$ *t~k3trPr1p'c~ f.' ,% %%S'% i v &  

conunencsrncnt of the ctt.llabaEfr.e;, 

. i 
the importance of' such n recard in aitfihg rhs: I%.'d' tfi PC% itqtv vf w%l$;tit,~~ 27 f ~ ~ ~ I c c ' & & I A ~ , ' "  k? 

the FCC's recent order grwting 8cfi Afrarpd~ 80fai~1j 270 a{$p$k~T*k i% i%kz Voa~k, &-pi@c 
gave great weight 10 &c Nett; Yatk Cc~wtai%iexrziC~ &dqt&@g% kmt. k6 hgs pgti ,  B% $k 

process the New York CcmrnEsi~rr trrstid to as;.etlm~~ Bg18 ~'i,fkrxt$&'$ $@i;i%%-zT$ 

application ?' This Commisdon shcltlld mlj ~difi~ft ~ (wPJ~x I~  iayptqt& 

? 1 Minnesota Application at t ?. 
A~ncritech Adichigtm CJrde~, f 30. 

2.3 AppIicatiorr h.y BeIE ,itrCczntx ,Sew T;p&fi~ i 4 ~ ~ l r ~ w ~ j ~ ~ ~ ~  8 &&gr%gb$s~ :'Pi f i " r , ~ ~ ~ l - ~ g . ~  SJF~E $R 

Provide 111-Rcglczn IntcrLAX4 :efkst'~~ rra fh*,9fdfitif td;Vi~u P . ~ W W ,  Ct-' &==,kg? %;t %-WC;3$9- &Mf ~ ~ - $ b ~ k q t g  
and Order, FCC 99-404 (re!. Dee 22- I$WT,q 6 6 3  a6t 2a8 



regulatory jurisdictions r~vietvinp thc. mngrr . ~ ~ ~ t h ~ t i ~ % % . ~ +  . 



limited resources. 

workshops. 

provide any specific proposafs ta c~~crcejmr r h ~  pmcfitl'd il: kg4  ~ksttf~.iiie;rtm$6-~$ - t$g 

process. Therefore 

beneficial. 

25 Workshops also would be 
positiorls and policies are b 

& % 



ID. 1F TWE COMMISSION DOES PROCEED WIT'H WORfCiqHOPS? %HEY 
SHOULD BE LIMITED TO NaM-OSS ISSUES, 

If the Commission elects t5 proceed ttrith. ~wrkshps fr, aanskksU 6 C,vE5Fiia 

cornplia~lce with Section 2 

checklist items. 

a11d ri,ght-of-\Y ay), 

review of these items until GSS testing is ,safisftta:.ttit$fy c~rngret&~. 

measures. The data 

subject to the right. of pa 

performance measures results. 

totally resolved. 





e3g.h. Commiaiae: 
satisfied a pani~ular 2'2 B ' $ 8 g e a  

measures data. 

The CrsrnmZssi.a.n shuM wd 

on what little detai'I U S ~~~~~ 
hearings. Because U S $VEST 

and the need far et.idemi~iq ha~fr~jfigg m@f& .. ? Ek&p, b$g$w$j$@*.'h 

a procedural meclrmism to mvic.tv I] WE%$',% @C$HJ~@*G ~k 

#dk.  



application 

compliance. with Section 27 1 rrf~ke Ad. 

Commission holding evidentiary Ire~tPinps -&e4; QSS k * & ~  is gtts@@Jet~. 

then U S %%ST shouid be ,-wfiird 

st 
\- , , , .,- &y , @ f & * ~ $ & .  DATED ihis 2-* 



Alex D ~ ~ e ;  
U S  W S T  ~~~~nmb@&dg&; 
Isor Cali,f8mig S&&& S&@;. 
Denver, 0 8112a2 

Ei Beffidrspm 
jvj~I,eod Telecarnrsu~iat~i~y~ 
P.0, Box. 66 
Irene, SD 57 rS"57*00&C$ 

Thorns f. Welk 
Boyw? Murphy. McDowll 
& -Grem6eld, Let,!'. 
1001 No&, Phillips & ~ . ,  %s #@ 
s u u s  ~ajli; sB 971 kP;L-$035 



BEFORE THE 
OF THE SfArE OF SOUTPf DhUtOVAb 

At a regularly schedule# rTtmk?%g & k&@ $8 jf;@% k k  C @ ~ @ k @ f i  b W  
Petitions to Intervene demsn$tf#t& @we W%lM kQ QP&4f @%%pwfW tt5&3hf&$a~@ 

ORDERED, that P&K& 











BEFORE THE PUBLLC 

OF THE STATE 

IN RE: APPLICATION FOR I m - E R M A -  1 

PURSUANT TO SECTION 271 OF THE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT .OF L 9 9:6 

prepare comments. 





i~ D w t a  I ,  Inc. 
lPDl Cal~lornla Slreel. Suile 5 roo 
Uftnvet. Cnlorado 80202 
P h n a  3113 672-587 i 
Facstmtlo 303 295-7069 

Alex Wi. Duarte 
9snTorAnorney 

April 4,2000 

David Gexdes, Esq. 
Counsel for Midco Communications 
503 S. Pierre St. 
I). 0. Box 1 GO 

(fdcsimile 605-88 1-6289) 

RE: Docket No. CT00-0 1 1 
In re: Application for intrLATA Relief of U S WEST Communicaotiom~ &&m@t , 

to Section 27 1 of the Te lecom~un ic~ t io i ' ~~  Act of 1996 

Dear Mr. Gerdes: 

Pursuant to the request of Ms. Karen Cremer* enctoseci is a copy af W S ,iVE$iT"s , 

Response to the Commission's Request for Additional Informarian Concrmiwtp AIPhrnatitce 
Procedure to Manage the Section 271 Process, filed on March 1 ?,2CX)U, 

If you have any que 
Thank y ~ u .  

Sincere&, 

Secretary ro Alcx bf. Bttrrrte 

Enclosure 
CQ: ,31q Lohnes (facsimile 6CS3-339-4419] 

Karen Cremer (via U S Mail) 



IN RE: APBLICATIOM FOR fhTBRbkT& F &+&,get - ~ # & g z 6 ~ ~  
RELIEF OF US WEST CW*aXaTl@%g 5 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 2'71 OP TSE 1 
TELECOMMTNI C&TIQMS ACT OP 149G I- 

Midco Commutricaziaas, L e  &&gag b!WJ%Qg& && #ge@%%* %&4%&% 
&. @ a"@gg&y' k Communicat ions E "RiB~eae En8ate ) p2@~'&" " !&is. k-w 

statement af GS iStr%S% & &  f&h% m&TiB'$ @@&%$@@% 
additional in f g e~figsm~,gag gZ% $$3! g &gf&$& &%%% p@~&:&&&&' - -g%, 
suggests ta manago the S&ez%&~ 23% @&ae@&~@ @i%%&k~fy, $;- m2&% 
intends this pr~cr;&g& ~&@@p %$%$& & &  3 %  - @f &&& 
Telecomrnunicagiorzs Act a$ 3.996, . & @ &  & &  @g 
that Act. 

v 0 

The Tale~bmiw~"lAfa%;i,@&@ M E  ?Z~@&z:i?jr" 'p%&+&B$$@& Z%&F 
service originating LB m y  &%&$a 4% & jkkTC $&g%3$% ~ k i 5  
approved until cmg&$, 3 t $,*&8 ~ h $ ~ k k  $&% %h@ Q t  hi@@ $&g%& % P&&*@%@ 3b$ 
Section 271, are me$ AT$ h & ~ &  %$&&&, ,P@-g%%&#rh G%I@ &F@@&Fp %&%&@.%% %@ 
compliance i n  each &tag% Thhg, % Pie Cm&&@aT@& & k ~ & &  @*&@ 
prooedure to detemfn& $@at 9&& 3%: e i ~ @ % & @ $ ~ q  W&& .-"P $%k%@d-%&% . - &@@%Fa 
Dakota, not &hire o % h e ~  @t@E@@, Q$ %h& *&& m%T @@& 
reasons state4 Srarr;aba* MkB&&@e&&@k% &&$@*@ %k%@i & GQ~W. 
contested case bearing A@ @&G@%l&$"Y $*&@%@%AT@ :W: c& 
WEST Regional mersf;lghE G k  ["@@:" Yr @W:$-&t QsR&*~ gW6kT& 
Systems ("OSSwj &ask@% %@@E p&ad%, 

Midcontirrexle; i s  a ca&%-~%@,g JZ$$ k% g#;S""k" 4 &% 
interconnect ion agseaoem. ufd@k w&b&% Pllt$$:i3%r j~ ;p ip  B,ws%& &t"F@$ &JM 
local service in Febr~&~$@ &9@gg & &$pig@ d~&tg,&~g+ *a -$ $@@:- 
Midcontinent has rec&iw&d ~rkt~kigy T & ~ P @ @  e $ ~  2% 
s ta t i s t ics  cance~n8xarg Wg@T% @%*T~&%M&@& @% 
Midcontinent is a r ~ z @ E %  gm8k g~$q&PSy, &%% &&% 
failures cause sigaffic&~g g$~%%&,&@: ' ~ B % K @  &kg+& 
occasions when tsh& psrforw3sue@ ae %& WSST kg@ &$P%F% %% 
below d ~ .  Ing this peg%%& @f T ~ ~ A Q *  wYJ~%@F$ &B@ @@I&@%& ?$%! 
for Midccmt ineng, %QE& ~ ~ ~ % % & $ i ~  By), $&g &kg i+A$&E,+K@p$ 

I n i t i a l  r e  R V  3% 3 g . 
t e 1 e cop i e r .  hi a was 2 a h  p , T~%* <&& 
being lost by US w'E5T, 3 . ~  &&&&@lggs$& f.@ gg%z*g $-gj@$ft& -- .. s g,@+&. - 



, . . ,  , 

The p~oint  of a1 
cons:iderable work a t  

.. . ,. . 
, . .,. , 

. . , .  , 

,. , . . 

, . 

to transplant, in a 
workshops in. other s 

$outh Dakota. 

While US WEST 
persqective comes f r 
Commnssion has a trac 
c~nteated case proceed 

lColorado, Iowa, Washington, Minnesota, Ut-ah and- 

2 



COPlfCLUSTaN 

Dated this l o r h  day of April 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

A l e x  Duarte 
Senior Attorney 
US WEST Cammunications, Inc.  
1 8 0 1  Cal i fornia  S t ,  Suite 5100 
Denver, CO 80202 

Colleen Sevold 
US WEST Communications, Inc. 
125 S. Dakota Avenue, 8'" Floor 
Sioux Falls, SD 57194 

Thomas J. Welk 
Boyce, Murphy, McDowell 
P . O .  Box 5015 
Sioux Fa l l s ,  SD 57117-5015 

Andrew 0 .  Tsar 
Director, Sta te  Affairs 
Telecon~n. Resellers A s s n .  
3220 Uddenberg Lane NW, Suite 4 
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U S WEST proposes 

cdlijhorative workshops, 

Commission for decisim, 



U S WEST will file 

and ineficier~cy Far 

has a 27 1 application panding it, initgg$,& 

testimony. Maweaver, 

tlie original t.estiniony cu.neat+ ' k q  cjegwt 

Boll Atlantic did no 

was complete. Msrcovee' 

updated to reflect any ponidom :i@~$ti &a tn the UW%~~M@; ispp@r@g % k ~ @ w s ~ ~ : v # # r  



worksl~op transcripts. Tltt~s, ttterc i ~ a i i  r-r *=g~ptqf$ggg @ppkg~g&-~'~ $3 -- $@%  re--& 

Comr~iission submits ils rec:1mmrl.g1d3tig'rn 10 the Err &@& 1. 1 %%-E$f %$T &+ % k & a ~ - ~ b ~ ~ d C % - ~  I 
A 

merely for the Con~n~issiori 

down the road. 

a determination on 

obligations on T_j S %VEST, f~OOOx~3r58 8% && PIe~qgQ 

thing from happenirr-g, 

each aspect of Section 27 f . 

intencnors t o  "produce ct tcicncc ant! ~ ~ ~ U I T C ~ G I . ~  ktpl p f ? ( ; m  $A@ fRvh .~~&3w,~tc4~1i &>cis" ~ ; t i i  rk&k~Fv,B% 

requirerl1ent.s of scctrnn 27 t F fvr ~fle &sg&i;.%t ttgm tczr;~ ;. ~ J F  il-cR ;a fiblrrtg r t ~  teh: $Y%. ' + 

f --.'.-m,".--,"'".v =&-." 

I See FCC Or:kbr sn Bpfi :f,pf!11!#& x ; ~  2 2% :.&pp$"r̂  @~$if*.$,fi~@ k b k .  %;#&+ f%f ii:,&%%g$%&& ML $%Ys F&q$$g$y@,& 
December 22, 1999) [ "&l/ llAdg~cfig 2Vp% ~>PP# 4%$psc'k; -a&di~;ji&i*bs up #~h'r"(j~~@ @'~+&b: 8&B&'Jj~& &gf@k~&F: &: 
rind BellSotrtlt Lorrg Di-~tizlat"i"~ hr. &fe f % t * ~ k , $ k w  c + f & ~ ~ @ q - p &  ~ib4*:?$,'&#-$ ?ex?%$ * @& &W~@M~& $k@%i@:&+ 3 % ~  
I 2 1. Men~orandnm wrninn znd tBgkr T bl $P'& %:%l $ 8 ,  i?@&~ F "k+762*).t4t&rike%1~~&- $ i . r g ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r g  $>&&&, 

Ir!tervcnors cannot hrmg fistek ate? rr'~'z&*rd+ ks*@*gY X: &a @z t ' +B&s~l&>% @%A+&* 'w$&~$A~w' %+~YG 
BOCs. "Mere unsuppu~tcti ~ct&me rfs cmbesV&& %$@ WU WF#@ & w ~ " : & ~ ~ ~ ~ f s ~ * ~ ~ " e ~ k ~ t ~ & ~  -%u&6@@4%$ 
may not be sllfficidnt . to ovcrcave 1k tH%Z'eFw6e$ 4;&-.4- @,$ti$ " bk- s&$ $ i ~  



misplaced. For the reasons s 

contrary to A T ~ T ' S  asser~ioals, U S WEST'S pmpo~af: 4% ac,iltr&iy 

interested in only certain checklist items, +&egc c['.E.c:$ @@$$%[urfigg@g@ 

reso~lrces on, tliose checklist items in which h ~ e  We #$%~.ik*'tg%-.. ' 

to "ensure they not miss the apporf 

preferable, arid easier and, less tin1 

lengthy process for all claeGklist items am.t+t. dker 373 ii~$tg&s~ 
,. . 

. . 

meri.t. If Miere are legitimate $i~co.'twy disptirt~~, #iu@p~% 

approach the Coni.lr~i ssion adopts., E~io~vevav~ ;,ifice X$ 

AT&T seems to propose, 

upon this niisconccption. A'r&T then cr>ntpruttdq kt+ ~sti~~rr~kslsl~&Lifi~ kt) ?\$$&!a3&!?*g tPt& 

'LT S WEST'S application sltsult! he $rs&ut~isf&%g t@ kt& cv9imot&% h~&#$@$, 

cases, the Cemniission is  not the @ ~ 5 .  d@c:big>@*$~ik&r, 

develop a record and to make @ rerc&%nltrree$16istio 

the FCC, U S WEST tvill stlht~if. 





(rel. February IS), 1997). 

York Commission schc 

consider the issries, 

scheduling the tecflnic-tt f: sonfet$@~~t~ 



See, 

In its comments to the FC 

technical con:ferences, 

Se,rukce Conlniission, FCC 

irlc1,ude evidentiary hea 

weight to -the New York Commission's recczrnme~~d~tiots~ 

directed that the Staff establish and conduct a collirborativu prucuss to ~o~tstr tst  tk%: tsstaes 

See, Oi-cler No. 2.5 Adop 

Proc:ess, Project # I  6251, Public Utility Comis$it%rr bf7"ewa 

In Texas, evidentiary hearings 

the workshops. Tke Texa 

during the workshops. The 

workshops, and the Commission considm~d the t c p r i  tn m. ~ p t k  ~ ~ t i ~ g ; ;  

Under the oversight of the Texas 

-ienti;@ed. The Commission heid that: 

Tire successhl con 
record would all0 
FCC on SWBT's 

lengthy, often c 
vi~zuzall y every asped 

8, 



U S: W;BST's own experience in Arizana* 

U S WEST'S submission 

submission of written testimony and supponing irtfnnndifoli ta tlsbntmntron iC~t&l).ing (...... 

conczerns; and the parties' particip 

regarding.their submissions. 

 issue.^ as possible, and history demos~~triitcs 

party nanning the workshop will track areas of ~@rcnrscat.;cm. 

following each workshop, an 









Set, Lelter./Rulirig, New York Public Service Commission, Cnse 97-C-tliiTI (Aagwt 3, li~q@ir 

Before OSS testing was concluded, the New York Cornmlssicrfl r.rsolu&i sfiwklist %$@& *iih 

the limited exception of loop hot cut issues. 

Like New York, the Texas Commission also held tr;urksl.tnps UYB rtik checktist ~ E ~ - ~ I $ & ~ Q F E '  

089 testing was concluded and resolved all 2'71 

The Texas Cornlnissiqn conciuded all che 

canclusion of QSS testing: 

llnder the oversight of the Tex 
lengthy, often contentious me 
virtually every aspect of Sectio 

See, E~~~ct/z~c~f;ion of lhe Pzlhlic Utility CO 

Co!~zr?zzrr-licntions, ltzc., et crl. to Provide 

Docket No. 00-04 (rel. January 3 1,2000). 

As in New York, the Texas Co~nmissiorr rest>t.ved. 

workshop process prior to the comple~iun of OSS tetirrg: 

The 129 issues ranged from billin 
records to OSS change 
issues. Each of these issties 
fill1 agreement, the Texas Comm 
of open meetings in the Fall and 

Following the conclusion of the workshops, 

Commission issued an order approving SBC art 

conditioned an the concIusion of OSS testing. [cite?] 

Thus, in both New York and Texas, the 

t l ~ c  conclusion of OSS testing. They did s 

check!ist items impacted by OSS issues. 



, 

There are many important issues concerning thc seven OSS4mp:ieteQ eh~s~kfis~ i&nb %&I 

G ~ I I  be resolved prior to the concliision of OSS testing. Thcsc istiiar t~~lttds:  I )  iuk-tkerf 

U S WEST offers the required forms of coltocation. 2) ivl~ehcther k! S WEST ofe"cf;s kke %q@$*4.- 

combi.nations of unbundled network ele 

services for resale witllout unreasonable resirictions. 

can review U S WEST's SGAT to ensure that 

provide each item on request. 

T11ese issues are very important, and 

. , best. interests. Addressing these issues 

CLECs, U S WEST, and South Dakota 

1996 federal Telecomm~inications Act. 

that the workshops be limited to non-OSS iss~tes.. 

V. AT&TYS POSITIBN T 
QWEST AND U S WE§ 
A DELAY TACTIC 

Yet another AT&T delay 

premature until Qwest arid U S WES 

"U S WEST and Qwest have stated that na policies. hive klce!% g$t&btf#h(6:& .$@~-4h@: 

compar~ies" related to U S WEST's obligations ttndcr- %@.ct&@ 2.7 k, @f theA$tSt 

the two colnpanies have not provided "assuran 

change." Of course, AT&T provides no substantiation far thc$~, %ag@c. atid. g&m~%k 

More importal~tly, U S WEST and Qwest have 

intervenors in the various merger dockets through 

merged company will continue to honor all intercannection 

14 



Available Tenrls and Conditiotls ("SGATs"), t'drifk, and FCC and s€%k ~nrnrnisi~@ &tfs& 

regulations, as well as its obligations under Sections 251, 

provisions) of the 1 996 Telecon~municalions Act aid the 

Thus, knowing that the 

2000, AT&T simply attempts to delay U S WEST% 23 1 

no need to wait until the merger closes 

Commission should reject AT&T7s suggestion on this issric, 

AT&T, the only intervenor 

17,2000 filing, is intent on fnistrating U S FVEST's 2 

However, as U S WEST demonstrates here, this Commissi 

file a "complete application" or ' 

only lead to unnecessary work, 

for AT&TYs suggestion that evidentiary hearings arc r~~$uit*e<L ar ~ v e g  i~lce@&si~@y~ 

demonstrated, AT&T and all other 

meaningfill opportunity to participate in the 271 process, PinoQIy? the= k$ rrx 

reward AT&TYs delay tactics. Thus, the workshop 

O$S issues, and should not await the closing of the Qw~dikB S WESF 6Wtggfe 

As U S WEST has previously statcd, 

Commission, Commission Staff, CLEO, and Scruth Dixkotzk cark%rafcrs b2 h-4 

full promise of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. %cc.tiu 

competition in both the local market attd intcrLATA markcta t.t Sa, of"eot~ 

271 applications involve significant ~~ndertakings for tire Ulrrrnrer%~%$c1-rb~ tf $$ 



Dated this 1 Otla day oGAp&l, %tBJe 







STATE OF SOUTH DAKQITA 
Af;; ;, ':" "'y7P 

I . dlij 

PUBLlC UTILITIES COMMISSION jTif [i.imT~ puac: 
tJ Pl%iFig$- ; :.,rjpi&dlg;Sj;'$ ', 

. " -, - . . , ,, .--.,, --" '".* ,--, . -*.--.- 

1 
IN RE: APPLICATION FOR interLATA 1 ~ o c l t e t ~ ~ .  TCWCP~ 
R ~ ~ ~ ; B E F  OF II S WEST COI@VUN~CATIONS ) 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 271 OF THE ) 
TELECOMMUNlCATYONS ACT QW 1996 ) 

1 * 

U S WEST'S RESPONSE TO MIDCONTINENT'S MOl"1C)N 'CO PE&%f IT h ~ ~ f ~ : P t k , g D  
COMNIENTS AND MOTION TO PERR1I-T ftlLfNG OF'IREPLV COii(fbEE1VSF'% 

U S WEST Con~m~mications, Inc. 

motion to pern~it late 

Midcontinent Co~nrnunications ("IMidcorttineiIt"). 

RESPONSE 

U S WEST does not 

However, U S WEST sin~ply requests an opportunity to fiilr reply crrrr-tw'rmb to Mictra~~frzeaPg 

comments. Nevertheless, having said that, U S WEST docs cr;biect ,to kfidst~nrirral%tF% sf;kte%nh~tt~ 

or implications that U S WEST did not properly serve its March IT. ?MfD Clingan Mictcenciknr. 

The basis for Midcor~tinent's April 10th trrotiot~ (whicfr LJ $3 dicf r'rut-weeaitb~arf~tiI 

ycstes-day) is that Midcontinent did not receive U S WEST'S Mhllnrch t 7,2000 @\its& rlrttif April 6* 

2900. However, this was Midcontinent's fattit, not tI S iVE$'T's. 

On March 7,2000, this Con~mission issued a proncccfurat rrrdar it1 wtrick i t  set PB 

intervention deadline of March 17,2000. The Commission also t7rtIcrc4 Lf !$ !VEST te) p~b3~3tfq 

detailed information regarding its sectior~ 271 filing by March E7, 100fia with re:sps#~e%duc hy 

March 3 I ,  2000, and U S WEST'S reply due by April 10,ZQUO. Midearrt'insnt FVS aakviaustp 

well aware of th.is procedural order because it filsd its petition to intcntcrfs an Mmoh IT, 2Of3iflb 
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filing of comments. 

comments. On Ap 

The Commission has jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to Se46=t Chaptar 4$91.47 U,S.C 
Section 271. At its April 27, 2000, meeting, the Commission sano~dered tha rerattans eftd prsrCttMn 
The Commission granted Midcontinent's motion to tete-file comc1wnt3 and U S WEST'S mth lc$ 
file reply comments. The Commission also granted New Edge's petition ta rnrawoPne, 

it is therefore 

ORDERED, that Midcontioent'smatio~ to iat6.;fr&ts.w 
reply comments are granted; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, 

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this 

CEKnltlCATE OF S E m E  

RQe u m &  b e r y  certirm thst &is 
c!m3mwffhas,mslwvedtodayoponaM*d 
r m ? d  h thk docket, as listed txr %e bockel ws&e 

$<3FF-lPrlM e c a t  z 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTlLlTlES COMMfSSfON 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY U S WEST ) 
CO.M'MUNiCATiONS, IN@. 0 F . A  NBP$GE OF 1 
1N:TENT TO FILE A SECTION 271 ) 
APPLICATION 

Public Utilities Commi 
Application and Motio 

comments. On April I 

intervention from 

URDEREEE, that this docket is dosed, 






