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August 16, 2001

Ms. Debra Elofson
Executive Director

Public Utilities Commission
500 E. Capitol

Pierre, SD 57501

RE: Request for Certification regarding Universal Service Support

Dear Ms. Elofson

Please accept for filing the enclosed original Request for Certification and
ten copies of the same for Baltic Telecom Cooperative. This filing
encompasses both Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom,
Inc. as the two companies are considered one study area regarding Federal
Universal Service Support.

If you have any questions regarding the enclosed forms, please do not
hesitate to call our office.

General Manager
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BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF
BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE
FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS USE DOCKET NO. _
OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT
REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

Baltic Telecom Cooperative by and through its attorney hereby submits a Request for
Certification to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“Conunission™}) seeking
certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.314. In support of this Reguest.
Raltic Telecom Cooperative offers the following:

t. On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an Order
relative to the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers. This Order
(hereafter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order”). in part. codifies at 47 CFR. §
54.314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal universal servics
support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or other cligible
telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas. Pursuant to such rule, states
that desire rural carriers within their jurisdiction to receive future federal universal service
support mrust file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Service Administrative
Company (“USAC”) stating that federal high cost support provided to such carricrs sithin tha
State will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilitics and services
for which the support is intended. This certification requirement applies to various categories of
federal universal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301.
54.305. and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, locs
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switching support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided
under these FCC rule provisions will only in the future be made availuble it the State

Commission files the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314

2. The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal service support
for all four quarters during calendar year 2002 is currently due to be filed with the FOU and
USAC on or before October [, 2001. The certification may be presented to these entities in the
form of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers in the Stite
are eligible to receive federal support during the 12-month period and must certify that the
carriers listed will only use the support for the provision, maintenance. and upgrading of
facilities and services for which the support is intended.

3. Baltic Telecom Cooperative is a rural telephone company that has previousty been
designated by this Commission as an eligible telecommunications camier. The Company
provides local exchange telephone services, including all of the essential services that are
included in the federal definition of universal service. to approximately __ 3102 uaccess
lines within its established rural service area in South Dakota.

4. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over Balue Telecom Cooperstive
and its provisioning of local exchange services. Under SDCL § 49-31-5.1, the locat exchange
service rates charged by telecommunications cooperatives, municipal telephone systems. and
independent telephone companies serving less than fifty thousand local exchange subscribers are
not subject to the Commission’s ratemaking authority. In cases where State Commissions huve

lirited regulatory authority over rural carriers, the FCC has indicated that these carriers should

themselves initiate the certification process by presenting a plan to ensure compliance with the

"¢ Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and Order, Twenty Seeond Order on
Reconsideration, and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 1n €€ Docket No, 9645, and Report and Ovder in CC
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requitement in 47 U.S.C. § 254(e) that universal service support will only be used for the
provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support i3
intended. Based on this filed plan, it is anticipated that the State Commission may make the
appropriste certification to the FCC -

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecom
Cooperative’s plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise veri fy that
Haltic Telecom Cooperative will use all federal universal service support received in a manner
thut is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254,

6. In the process of determining whether federal universal service support is used in a
manner consistent with the Federal Communications Act, the “universal service principles”
established in Section 254(b) are instructive. That Section states that the FCC shall base
“policies for the preservation and advancement of universal service™ on certain, specificatly
identified principles:

(1) Quality services should be available at just, reasonable. and affordable rates.

(2) Access to advanced telecommunications and information services should be
pravided in all regions of the Nation.

(3) Consumers in all regions of the Nation, including low-income consumers and
those in  rural, insular, and high-cost areas, should have access to
telecommunications and information services, including interexchange services
and advanced telecommunications and information services, that are reasonably
comparable to those services provided in urban areas and that are available at
rates that are reasonably comparable to rates charged for similar services in urban
areas. . . .

(4) Elementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care providers, and
libraries should have access to [certain} advanced telecommunications services. . .

,‘f‘)



7. The FCC has declined to dictate specifically how the states should ensure that carriers
rre using federal universal service support consistent with the federal law, but has offered
examples of how the support can be used to appropriately further universal service goals. The
FCC has stated:

[A] state could {use the federal support to] adjust intrastate rates, or otherwise

direct carriers to use the federal support to replace implicit intrastate universal

service support to high cost rural areas . . .,

A state could also require carriers to use the federal support to upgrade facilities

in rural areas to ensure that services provided in those areas are reasonably

. . . 3

comparable to services provided in urban areas of the state.”

5. The FCC provided the above examples as illustrative and not exhaustive
examples of how support can be used consistent with Section 254(e). Other uses are appropriate

provided the State Commission believes they are consistent with the federal universal service

principles contained in Section 254,

P Ninth Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96-45 {In the Matter of the
Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service). FCC 99-3006, §f 96. November 2, 1999,



9. Baltic Telecom Cooperative as a designated eligible telecommunications carrier has
received federal universal service support in the past and expects to receive support during
calendar year 2002, As of this time, specific support amounts the Company should receive in
N2 have not vel been identified by USAC. The Company, however, offers the following

R . . .4
estimales conceming the SUP])OTI 1t CXpEC[S {o receve

High-Cost Loop Support $___ 116408 _
Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) $_ 32230
Safety Net Additive Support $ 0
Safety Valve Support $ 0

10. For calendar year 2002, Baltic Telecom Cooperative intends to make the following
network facility and equipment investments:
Halon  system in Crooks hut; Baltic  hatterv  string  replacement;  new
rectifier/inverter bank in Baltic; new rectifier in Crooks COE; CALEA DMS-10
302 wpgrade in all CO's; DAC's in Baltic COE: AFC cabinet 3 N and 1 W of
Crooks (469 X 254); AFC cabiner (468 X 232); dual CPU 'y and Dual FXO
cards at all AFC’s; Halon systems in Alcester and Hudson COE's; AFC cubinet
2E and 2N of Alcester; back up air conditioner for Hudson COE; installation of

fiher optic and copper cable, replacement of old air core cable

* It should be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FCC has indicated thit # will
deal with certification under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. See 14th Repart and Grder foonete aumber
d4,



11.  In providing local exchange telecommunications services. Baltic Telecom
Cooperative will also incur other costs. In 2002, these costs will include:

Land and building: furniture; office equipment; computers; digital electronic;
central office; circuir equipment; poles; underground cable: buried cable;
provisioning: power; network administration; testing; plant  operations;
engineering; traffic studies: executive; directors; accouniing and fiance;
external  relations; legal; cost  studv;  procurement; other  general &
administrative;

12. Baltic Telecom Cooperative estimates that the total costs described above relating to
its planned network facility and equipment investments and other expenses to be neurred in
providing local exchange telecommunications services will exceed $_2.067.289_.

13. Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and also
the recent FCC orders referenced herein, Baltic Telecom Cooperative will use federal universal
service amounts received in 2002 (estimated in paragraph 9 herein) o offset a portion of these
total costs. This use of federal universal service support will enable Baltic Telecom Cooperative
to: (1) maintain rates for its local exchange services that are affordable und reasonably
comparable to rates being charged for the same services in urban arcas: and (2) to upgrade its
telecommunications facilities and equipment as necessary to meet evolving service reguirements
and maintain high quality service. The use of federal universal service support for these

purposes is clearly consistent with the federal universal service provisions.

&



14. Based on a!l of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Don Snyders,
attached as Exhibit A, Baltic Telecom Cooperative requests that this Commmission issue an
appropriate certification to the FCC and USAC indicating that Baltic Telecom Cooperative is in
compliance with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e) and should receive all federal universal service support
determined for distribution to the Company in 2002. In order to ensure that this certification is
issued to the FCC prior to QOctober 1, 2001, Baltic Telecom Cooperative would further ask the
Commission to expedite the process that is initiated based on this filing.

9%
Dated this day of August 2001.

Respectfully submitted,

Brian Donahoe ./

Cutler & Donahoe, LLP




EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of Baltic Telecom Cooperative. 1, Don Snyders hereby
affirm familiarity with and an understanding cf the requirements of the Federal Commusications

Act of 1934 as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996 with respect to the receipt of

any federal universal service funds received as high-cost loop support. local switching support.
safety net additive support, and/or safety valve support and hereby affirm that any such support
amounts received by Baitic Telecom Cooperative will be used only for the provision,
maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is mtended consistont

with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e).

b

Subscribed and Swomn to before me this [ 3 day of August, 2001,

NOTARY PUBLIC »%,;u A “'M,&Q&'

My Commiszion Twenires
612672005

Commuission expires
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BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST GF
BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE ANDITS
SUBSIDIARY EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.
FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS USE DOCKET NO. __
OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT

AMENDED REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecam, Inc. by and through
its attorney hereby submits a Request for Certification to the South Dakota Public Utilities
Commission (“Commission”) seeking certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 CFR. §
54.314. In support of this Request, Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plaing
Telecom, Inc. offers the following;

I. On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an Order
relative to the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.” This Order
(hereafter referenced as the “‘Fourteenth Report and Order™), in part, codifies at 47 C.FR. §
54.314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal universal service
support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers andfor other cligible
telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas. Pursuant to such rule, stiates
that desire rural carriers within their jurisdiction to reccive future federal universal service
support must file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Service Admimistrative
Company ("USAC") stating that federal high cost support provided to such carriers within that
State will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of faciiities and services

for which the support is intended. This certification requirement applies o various categories of

"¢ Docket No. 96-45. CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and Grder, Twenty Second Order on
Reconsideration, and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report angd Ordere in €O
Docket No. 00-256. FCC 01-157. Released May 23, 2001,




federal universal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54,3
34,305, and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop suppori, logal
switching support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Suppert provided
under these FCC rule provisions will only in the future be made available if the State
Commission files the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314,

2. The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal service support
for all four quarters during calendar year 2002 is currently due to be filed with the FOC and
USAC on or before October 1, 2001. The certification may be presented to these entities i the
form of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers in the State
are cligible to receive federal support during the 12-month period and must certify that the
carriers listed will only use the support for the provision. maintenance, and upgrading of
facilities and services for which the support is intended.

3. Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. s u rural
telephone company that has previously been designated by this Commission as an eligible
telecommunications carrier.  The Company provides local exchange telephone services,
including all of the essential services that are included in the federal definition of universal

service, 1o approximately 3102 access lines within its established rural service aren

South Dakota.

4. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over Baltic Telecom Cooperative
and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. and its provisioning of local exchiange services.
Under SDCL § 49-31-5.1, the local exchange service rates charged by telecommunications
cooperatives, municipal telephone systems, and independent telephone companics serving less

than fifty thousand local exchange subscribers are not subject to the Commission’s ratemakisg



authority. In cases where State Commissions have limited regulatory authority over rural
carriers, the FCC has indicated that these carriers should themselves initiate the certification
process by presenting a plan to ensure compliance with the requirement in 47 U.S.C. § 254{e}
that universal service support will only be used for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of
facilities and services for which the support is intended. Based on this filed plan, it is anticipated
that the State Commission may make the appropriate certification to the FCC

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecom

service support and to otherwise verify that Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
Plains Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universal service support received in a manner ihat is

consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254.

6. In the process of determining whether federal universal service support is used in a
manrier consistent with the Federal Communications Act, the “universal service principles”
¢stablished in Section 254(b) are instructive. That Section states that the FCC shall base
“policies for the preservation and advancement of universal service” on certain, specifically
wdentified principles:

1} Quality services should be avatlable at just, reasonable, and affordable rates.

(2) Access to advanced telecommunications and information services should be
provided in all regions of the Nation.

(3) Consumers in all regions of the Nation, including low-income consumers and
those in rural, insular, and high-cost areas, should have access to
telecommunications and information services, including interexchange services
and advanced telecommunications and information services, that are reasonably
comparable to those services provided in urban areas and that are available at
rates that are reasonably comparable to rates charged for similar services in urban
areas. . . .

* Fourteenth Report and Order, Y| [88.
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() Elementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care providers, and

tbraries should have access to [certain] advanced telecornmunications services. . .

7. The FCC has declined to dictate specifically how the states should ensure that carriers
are using federal universal service support consistent with the federal law, but has offered
examples of how the support can be used to appropriately further universal service goals. The
FCC has stated:

[A] state could [use the federal support to] adjust intrastate rates, or otherwise

direct carriers to use the federal support to replace implicit intrastate universal

service support to high cost rural areas . . ..

A state could also require carriers to use the federal support to upgrade facilities

m rural areas to ensure that services provided in those areas are reasonably

, . . 3

comparable to services provided in urban areas of the state.”

8. The FCC provided the above examples as illustrative and not exhaustive
examples of how support can be used consistent with Section 254(e). Other uses are appropriate
provided the State Commission believes they are consistent with the federal universal service

prineiples contained in Section 254.

i Report and Order and Eighteenth Qrder on Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96-45 (In the Mater of the
sal-State Joint Bourd on Universal Service), FCC 99-306, 9 96, November 2, 1999,




9. Baltuc Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom. Inc. as a
destgnated ehgible telecommunications carrier has received federal universal service support in
the pust and expects (o receive support during calendar year 2002, As of this time, specific
support amounts the Company should receive in 2002 have not yet been identified by USAC.

The Company. however, offers the following eslimates concerning the support it expects to

meeive'
High-Cost Loop Suppont $_ lie408
Lecal Switching Support (DEM Weighting) $___ 222300
Sufety Net Additive Support $ 0
Safety Valve Support $ 0

t0, For calendar year 2002, Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains
Felecam, Inc. intends to make the following network facility and equipment investments:
Halon system in Crooks hur; Baltic  battery string replacement; new
rectifier/inverter bank in Baltic; new rectifier in Crooks COE; CALEA DMS-10
302 upgrade in all CO's; DAC’s in Baltic COE; AFC cabinet 3 N and 1 W of
Crooks (469 X 254); AFC cabiner (468 X 252); dual CPU II's and Dual FXO
cards at all AFC's; Halon systems in Alcester and Hudson COE’s; AFC cabinet
S and 2N of Alcester; back up air conditioner for Hudson COE: installation of

fiber optic and copper cable, replacement of old air core cable

sihd be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FCC has indicated that it will
Ersth certdicanon under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. See [4th Report and Order footnote number



b In providing local exchange telecommunications services, Baltic Telecom

sporative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will also incur other costs. In 2002,
these costs will include:

Land and building; furniture; office equipment; computers, digital electronic;
central office; circuit equipment; poles; underground cable; buried cable;
provisioning;  power,  network administration; testing; plant  operations:
engineering traffic studies; executive, directors; accounting and finance;
external  relations;  legal;  cost  study;  procurement; other general &
administrarive;

2. Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. estimates
that the total costs described above relating to its planned network facility and equipment
sreestments and other expenses to be incurred in providing local exchange telecommunications
services will exeeed $_2,067,289 .

13, Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and also
the recent FCC orders referenced herein, Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
Phuns Telecom, Inc. will use federal universal service amounts received in 2002 (estimated in
paragraph 9 herein) to offsel a portion of these total costs. This use of federal universal service
support will enable Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. to:
th1 mamtain rates for its local exchange services that are affordable and reasonably comparable
o rates beng charged for the same services in urban areas; and (2) to upgrade its
tsdecommunications facilities and equipment as necessary to meet evolving service requireinents

suih malntain high quality service.  The use of federal universal service support for these

gurposes 16 ¢learly consistent with the federal universal service provisions.

6






11. In providing local exchange telecommunications services, Baltic Telecom

n

spesative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will also incur other costs. In 2002,
shese costs will include:

Land and building; furniture; office equipment; compulers; digital electronic;
contral office; circuit equipment; poles; underground cable; buried cable;
provisioning: power; network administration; testing; plant operations;
enpineering: traffic studies; executive; directors; accounting and  finance;
external  relations; legal; cost study; procurement; other general &
administrative;

13 Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. estimates
that the total costs described above relating to its planned network facility and equipment
mvestments and other expenses to be incurred in providing local exchange telecommunications
services will exceed $_2,067,289 _.

13, Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal faw and also
e recent FCC orders referenced herein, Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
Blams Telecom, Inc. will use federal universal service amounts received in 2002 (estimated in
paragraph 9 herein) to offset a portion of these total costs. This use of federal universal service
support will enable Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. to:

¢1y maintain rates for its focal exchange services that are affordable and reasonably comparable

v

o rases being charged for the same services in urban areas; and (2) to upgrade its

o

.ammunications facilities and equipment as necessary to meet evolving service requirements

and mantain high quality service. The use of federal universal service support for these

=5 15 clearly consistent with the federal universal service provisions.




b4, Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Don Snyders,

ched as Exhibit AL Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc.

s thiat this Comnission issue an appropriate certification to the FCC and USAC indicating
dud Paltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc.is in compliance

with 47 LI5S0 § 254(e) and should receive all federal universal service support determined for

sion 1o the Company in 2002, In order to ensure that this certification is issued to the

AL prsor 1o October 1, 2001, Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, Inc. would

sr ask the Commission to expedite the process that is initiated based on this filing.

o

Dated this £2 day of August, 2001,

Respectfully submitted,

T ,
6 . \ \L\/ 3
|G D Os e
o

Brian Donahoe

Cutler & Donahoe, LLP



EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

Ag an authorized corporate officer of Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East

55 Telecom. Inc, | [ Don Snyders hereby affirm familiarity with and an understanding of the

siroments of  the Federal Communications Act of 1934 as amended by the

T

e

mications Act of 1996 with respect to the receipt of any federal universal service

ved as high-cost loop support, local switching support, safety net additive support,

safely valve support and hereby affirm that any such support amounts received by Baltic

m Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will be used only for the

iston, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended

aat wath 47 US.CL § 254(e).

Lk
ribed and Sworn 1o before me this A2 day of August, 2001.

My Commssion Dapires

6/26/2000

FARY PUBLIC







[iehra Elofson
sutive Director
| ?tiii‘iim Commission

RE: Amended Request for Certification regarding Universal Service Support

Prear Ms, Flofson:

Please accept for filing the enclosed original amended Request for Certification
and ten copies of the same for Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
;*ig';w Telecom, Inc. This filing encompasses both Baitic Telecom Cooperative and
Plains Telecom, Inc. as the two companies are considered one study area
regarding Federal Universal Service Support. The Request has been amended to
specifically list both companies as per request from your office.

H you have any questions regarding the enclosed forms, please do not hesitate to
m?} our office.

e
i

< Don Snydefs
tiengral Manager

501 Second St

Fnel

P.O.Box

&
[

Baltic, 8D 57003-0
Phone: 605-529-5.

Fax: 605-529-5




South Dakota Pubilic Utilities Commission

WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of August 16, 2001 through August 22, 2001

i you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, please contact
Dulaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605-773-3808

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

CED1-002 in the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riedlinger, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, against
Xcel Energy Regarding Poor Maintenance Service.

Comptainan: states that on or about May 21, 2001, Xcel Energy had a tree trimming company come to their area
s and tnm trees. Complainant states that when the company trimmed there tree in the front yard of their
3. He res was destroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complamant states that their are only two customers in
iy neighborhood that do not have buried cable. Complainant inquired about the line being buried and was told
that he would have o pay $7,500.00. Complainant states that Xce! Energy does not have an easement to have
witlity pole on his property. Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their lines at no cost or a reasonable
51 10y the cusiomer. Compiainant does not feel he should replace his tree because he believes that the problem
norur again when the tree trimming service happens again.

Sia¥ Analyst Mary Healy
siptf Adtorney  Kelly Frazier
Diocheterd: 08/ 20401

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

In the Matter of the Reguest of Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, Inc
for Certification Regarding its Use of Federai Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
Fing Telecom, Inc.'s pian for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Baltic
Tewoom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universal service support
rgcstved in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Himff Analyst Harlan Best

aff Attorney  Karen Cremer
: Drocketed: 08/16/01
miervarbon Deadhne. 08/31/01

e

petes
j'??"*

TEOY-112 in the Matter of the Request of Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support,

Tie purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority's
or the use of ds federal universal service support anc fo otherwise verify that Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
shone Authonty will use all federal universal service support received in @ manner that is consistent with the
el yriversal senvice provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

s Analvst Harian Best

t attorney Karen Cremer
a Dincketed  QB/A7I01
yrdmreantion Deadiine: 08/231/01



Sl Analyst Harlan Best
Eialf Adlorney: Karen Cremer
Daate Docketed: 08/20/01
imtervention Deadhine: 08/31/01

TEO1-118 in the Matter of the Request of Kadoka Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

Tha purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Kadoka Telephone Company's plan for the use of
s faderal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Kadoka Telephone Company will use all federal
yniversal servine suppaort received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
47 U.8.C. Section 254,

Htaff Analyst Harian Best
Staft Atlurney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
ntervantion Deadline: 08/31/01

TCH1-118 In the Matter of the Request of Valley Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Lise of Federal Universal Service Support.

Tha purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use of its
fatderst universal service support and to otherwise verify that Valley Telephone Company will use all federal
universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
47 11.5.C Section 254,

Siaff Analyst: Harlan Best
Siaff Attomey: Karen Cremer
Pate Dockeled: 08/20/01
intervantion Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-140 in the Matter of the Request of Mount Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randali

Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service
Support.

The: purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort
Randall Telephone Company's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that
#. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will use all federal universal service

wuphon received in 2 manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.8.C. Section
EHL A
Fomd ™

Sipft Analyst Harlan Best
&iaft Attorney: Karen Cremer
Drate Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TEort-124 in the Matter of the Request of Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc. and SANCOM, inc. for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpese of this filing is to provide information constituting Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc./Sancom,
inz ‘s plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sanborn Telephone



sonperative will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal
wriversal service provisions of 47 U.5.C. Section 254,

i Analysy Harlan Best

s Attorney: Karen Cremer
Dite Docketed: 08/20/01
ttprvention Deadline: 08/31/01

TLOLALE In the Matter of the Request of West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

e purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting West River Telecommunications Cooperative's
bridge) plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that West River
Istecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) will use all federal universal service support received in a manner
it is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

! Attorney:. Karen Cremer
y Docketed: QB8/20/01
vention Deadline: 08/31/01

TEO4-127 In the Matter of the Request of Midstate Communications, Inc. for Certification Regarding
its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Midstate Communications, Inc.'s plan for the use of
%% fegerat yniversal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, inc. will use all federal
a#espt serace support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of

AY U 5.0 Baction 254

Trate Docsted: 08/20/01
itervention Daadling, 08/31/01

TEM1-128 In the Matter of the Request of Tri-County Telecom, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Tri-County Telecom, Inc.'s plan for the use of its
ai priviersal service support and to otherwise verify that Tri-County Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universal

G support received in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C.
cion 254

aft Analyst Harlan Best

aff Attorney, Karen Cremer
tiockated: 08/20/01
intsreantion Daadline. D8/31/01

THE-128 In the Matter of the Request of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

it

¥

ause of this filing is 1o provide information constituting McCook Cooperative Telephone Company's plan
hw the yse of 18 federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that McCook Cooperative Telephone



“?mé ;:i,at;:sfr»w of this filing is to provide information constituting Sioux Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use
o i e{ie’*r“al universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sioux Valley Telephone Company will use all

! yniversal samvice support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
5 MM of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

t attorney: Karen Gremer
s Diosketed: 0B/21/01
sention Deadline: 08/31/01

TE1-134 I the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

Tha purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative's plan for the
s of its federsl universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative will

alt fedaral universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
propisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

1 Analyst Harlan Best

gt Altorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed, 08/22/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-135 in the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Communications, Inc.'s plan for the
s of iy federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. will use

teral universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
ﬁfﬁ’:ﬂa giong of 47 U.8.C. Section 254,

Stal Anatyst Harlan Best

St Attlorney: Karen Cremer
Date Dockated: 08/22/01
irtarvantion Deadline: 08/31/01

TEAT-136 in the Matter of the Request of Farmers Mutual Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

Tre purpose of ihis filing is to provide information constituting Farmers Mutual Telephone Company's plan for the
o 0f g federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual Telephone Company will

sae il federal untversal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
preisions of 47 U S.C. Section 254.

St Analyst Harlan Best

S1aft Attornesy: Karen Cremer
Bmte Docketad, 08/22/01
inervention Deadline: (8/31/01

TLG1-137 in the Matter of the Request of RT Communications, inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purposs of this filing is to provide information constituting RT Communications, Inc.'s plan for the use of its



inalyst Harlan Best
Aliornay Karen Cremer
G Daceeiad: OBR2/01
rvemition Degdling: 08/31/01

You may receive this listing and other PUC publications via our website or via internet e-mail.
You may subscribe or unsubscribe to the PUC mailing lists at http://www.state.sd.us/puc/




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) ORDER GRANTING
BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE AND EAST ) CERTIFICATION
PLAINS TELECOM, INC. FOR CERTIFICATION )

REGARDING THEIR USE OF FEDERAL ) TCO1-111
UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT )

On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an
Ordar concarming the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.” This
Qrder (hereafter referenced as the "Fourteenth Report and Order"), in part, codifies at 47
& G F R 54314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal
universal service support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers
and/or eligible telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas.
Pursuant to such rule, a state that desires rural carriers within its jurisdiction to receive
huture federal universal service support must file an annual certification with the FCC ana
the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) stating that federal nigh cost
support provided to such carriers within that State will be used only for the provision,
maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
This certification requirement applies to various categories of federal universal service
support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or
54 307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local switching
support, safely net additive support, and safety valve support). Support providea under
these FCC rule provisions will only be made available in the future if the State Commission
filas the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.

The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal support for
all four quarters during calendar year 2001 is currently due to be filed with the FCC and
USAC on or before October 1, 2001. The certification may be presented to these entities
in the form of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers
in (e state are eligible to receive federal support during the 12-month period and must
certify that the carriers listed will only use the support for the provision, maintenance, and
upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.

On August 16, 2001, the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission)
raceived a filing from Baltic Telecom Cooperative regarding its Request for Certification
Regarding lts Use of Federal Universal Service Support. On August 22, 2001, the
Commission received an amended filing from Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains

or Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report
o Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further

xf Propoged Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report
- in CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23,




n ine. {Company). The purpose of these filings was to provide information
ity Company's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to
varily that Company will use all federal universal service support received in a

at is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254.

A o part of s plan, Company listed estimates of the support it expected to receive from
LUBAL as well as its estimated costs for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of

mes and services. An Affidavit was attached to the Request for Certification.

O August 23, 2001, the Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filing
and the imervention deadline of August 31, 2001, to interested individuals and entities.
: irfies sought intervention.

Al its regularly scheduled meeting of September 7, 2001, the Commission
srmdered this matter.

(’“(

‘i Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26,
31 and 47 US.C. § 264. The Commission found that the Company is eligible to
sive federal support as it states it will only use the support for the provision,
wienance. and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
~ernmission unanimously voted to approve Company's Request for Certification
ding ts Use of Federal Universal Service Support. It is therefore

ORDERED. that the Company is eligible to receive federal support as it states it will
use the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and
ces for which the support is intended. 1t is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission approves Company's Request for
Tartification Regarding Its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

A
Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this ¢ J’ﬁv“ day of September, 2001.

GERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:
| e undorsigned nereby centifies that this
4 o senl fgs besn served loday upon all parties of C//»’), / /
i 1 doeket. as listed on the docket service ' /
§i il pe by first class mail, in properly f Z»j’?/ é//, ! //V/(/(’M
velopes, with charges prﬁaid thereon. WES ‘A BURG. Chigirman /,7’
40 i ; ‘ '
iy oo g //7 * &«
,df,(??-:i;gf‘f*~7’</{,{%; Vi R W
/ / " /'f .. 7‘;‘1 4 e
&/ 5/01 o) e VA e
A2 g e # . .
e , PAM NELSON, Commissioner

(CFFICIAL SEAL)




e

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

September 25, 2001

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th 8t. SW.

Washington, DC 20554

Ms. irene Flannery

Universal Service Administrative Company
2120 L Street N.W., Suite 600
Washington, DC 20037

RE:  CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and
QOrder, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further Notice o
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report and Order |
GG Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001

Annual State Certification of Support for Rural Carriers
Dear Ms. Salas and Ms. Flannery:

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) hereby states tha
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or eligible telecommunica
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant |
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 36, subpart F. The carriers |
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which support

affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used on
he provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for whict
support is intended. The Commission has granted certification to the follo
companies:

Armour Independent Telephone Company

Baitic Telecom Cooperative and East Flains Telecom, inc.
Beresford Municipal Telephone Company
Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority

Citizens Telecommunications Company of Minnesota, Inc.
City of Brookings Municipal Telephone

Consolidated Telcom

Dakota Community Telephone





