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BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ATTER OF THE REQUEST OF

PLEPHONE COMPANY FOR CERTIFICATION DOCKET NO
NG ITS USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL

IPPORT

L.

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

Lrion Telephone Company by and through its attorney hereby submits a Request for

icationr to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“Commission”) seceking

Heation from the Comimission pursuant to 47 C.FR. § 54.314. In support of this Request,

A
Yoy

o Telephone Company offers the following:

b On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an Order

= o the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.' This Order

referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order™), in part, codifies at 47 CF.R. §

84,314, g requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal universal service

sgpport that is reccived by rural mcumbent local exchange carriers and/or other eligible

wmunications carriers providing service in rural service areas. Pursuant to such rule, states

shegt desire rural carriers within their jurisdiction to receive future federal universal service

sapport must file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Service Administrative

far which the support is intended. This certification requirement applies to various categories of

upiversal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301,

, andfor 54307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local

st B, 906-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and Qrder, Twenty Second Order on
and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report and Order in CC
5-256, FOC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001,




sg support, safely net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided

VOO rule provisions will only in the future be made available if the State

o

on ftles the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.

2. The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal service support

v guarters during calendar year 2002 1s currently due to be filed with the FCC and

- ar efore October 1, 2001, The certification may be presented to these entities in the

A better from the State Commussion. The letter must identify which carriers in the State
¢ o receive federal support during the 12-month period and must certify that the

hsted will only wuse the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of

i

2

ities and services {or which the support is intended.

-

A Umion Telephone Company is a rural telephone company that has previously been

The Company

exchange telephone services, including all of the essential services that are

«d in the federal definition of universal service, to approximately / 74’5 access lines

vy #is established rural service area in South Dakota.

4. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over Union Telephone Company

gud s provisioning of local exchange services. Under SDCL § 49-31-5.1, the local exchange

E

harged by telecommunications cooperatives, municipal telephone systems, and

dent telephone companies serving less than fifty thousand local exchange subscribers are
ot to the Commission’s ratemaking authority. In cases where State Commissions have

i regudatory authority over rural carriers, the FCC has indicated that these carriers should

itiate the certification process by presenting a plan to ensure compliance with the

15.C. § 254(e) that universal service support will only be used for the

o]



provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is
wtended. Based on this filed plan, it is anticipated that the State Commission may make the
appropriate certification to the FCC.

3. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Union Telephone
Comgpany's plan for (he use of its federal universal service support and to otherwisc verify that
Uridon Telephone Company will usc all federal universal service support received in a2 manner
that 1s consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254.

6. In the process of determining whether federal universal service support s 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
“policieg for the preservation and advancement of universal service™ on certain, specifically
wdentified principles:

(1) Quality services should be available 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 1o those services provided in urban areas and that are available at
rates that arc reasonably comparable to rates charged for similar services in urban
areas. , . .

(6) Elementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care providers, and
libraries should have access to [certain] advanced telecommunications 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

* Yourteenth Report and Order, § 188.



examples of how the support can be used to appropriately further universal service goals.

ot
s
o 5
£

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 arc reasonably

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

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

9. Union Telephone Company as a designated eligible telecommunications carrier hag
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
2002 have not yet been identified by USAC. The Company, however, offers the following

. . . -4
estimates concerning the support it expects to recetve .

High-Cost Loop Support $ 4 ?} SEa . a0
Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) $ SAST 0, o
Safety Net Additive Support $
Safety Valve Support $

* 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 99-306, § 96, November 2, 1999,

* 1t should be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FOC has indicated thar o will
deal with certification under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. See 14th Report and Order foothate nummber
446,



t0. For calendar year 2002, Union Telephone Company intends to make the following
petwork facility and equipment investments:

Central office switch, transmission and exchange facility enhancements as needed

Jor the provision of advanced services, such as DSL, and expanded subscriber

features.

11, In providing local exchange telecommunications services. Union Telephone
Cempany will also incur other costs. In 2002, these costs will include:

Lxpenses associated with outside plant improvements, including expenses related

io deployment of advanced services; other outside plant and central office costs;

network support and operations expenses; general support expenses; and other

routine operating expenses.

12, Union Telephone Company estimates that the total costs described above relating to

its planned network facility and equipment investments and other expenses to be incurred in

nroviding local exchange telecommunications services will exceed $ // vy /, L5000

13. Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and also
the recent FCC orders referenced herein, Union Telephone Company 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 Union Telephone Company
to: (1) maintain rates for its local exchange services that are affordable and 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 scrvice requirements
and maintain high quality service. The use of federal universal service support for these

murposes is clearly consistent with the federal universal service provisions.



14. Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Richard T,
Freemark, attached as Exhibit A, Union Telephone Company requests that this Corirnission
issue an appropriate certification to the FCC and USAC indicating that Union Telephone
Company 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 thig
certification is issued to the FCC prior to October 1, 2001, Union Telephone Company would
further ask the Commission to expedite the process that is initiated based on this filing.

9
Dated this//” day of August, 2001.

/ WZ
7 oe U7

(signed by corporate attorney)




EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of Union Telephone Company, 1, Richard T. Freemark
hereby affirm familiarity with and an understanding of the requirements of the Federal
Communications 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 affiem that
any such support amounts received by Union Telephone Company will be used only for the
provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended

consistent with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e).

> S / ’ /
o] Gt

Richard T. Freemark

Subscribed and Sworn to before me this /¥ day of August, 2001.

N

“RKOPARY PUBLIC

Commission expires M a3, 26




South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

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

If you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, please cordact
Delaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605.773-38059

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

CEG1-002 in the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riedlinger, Sioux Fails, South Dakota, against
Xcel Energy Regarding Poor Maintenance Service.

{

{

[

mplainant states that on or about May 21, 2001, Xcel Energy had a tree tnmming company come o their

own and tnm trees. Complainant states that when the company trimmed there trae in tha fran yard o
e, the tree was destroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complainant states that they are anly hen S
nefghborhood that do not have buried cable. Complainant inquired about the ine baryg bured and was !
t he would have to pay $7,500.00. Complainant states that Xcel Energy does not have an sasamen!
itility pole on his property. Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their ings at no cost or
o the customer. Complainant does not feel he should replace his tree because he balisves i
Wi GCCUr again when the tree trimming service happens again.
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rat Analyst Mary Healy
St Attorney: Kelly Frazier
Date Docketed 08/ 20/01
Trshe n Deadline: N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TCO1-114 In the Matter of the Request of Baitic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, Inc
for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support,

1zt Analyst Harlan Best
Siaff Atorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/16/01
intarventon Deadline; 08/31/01

TCO1-112 In the Matter of the Request of Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telaphone Authority for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

T
zian for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Cheyanne River Sioux Tribe

LA

ne purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authoriy's

Tetlephone Authority will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistant wi
ederal uriversal service provisions of 47 U.S.C Section 254




Btaff Analyst Harlan Best

Staff Atforney. Karen Cremer
Dz Docketed: 08/20/01
imarvention Deadline: 08/31/01

Too1-118 In the Matter of the Request of Kadoka Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Kadoka Telephone Company's plan for the use of
% tederal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Kadoka Telephone Company will use all federal

rsal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
47 4.3 C. Section 254,

Staff Analyst Harlan Best
Siaff Atorney: Karen Cremer
Diate Docketed: 08/20/01
ttervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCHY-119 in the Matter of the Request of Valley Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Valiey Telephone Company’s plan for the use of s
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Valley Telephone Company will use all federal
urversal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
47 U.8.C. Section 254.

Staf Analyst Harlan Best
Salt Atforney: Karen Cremer
Dee Docketed: 08/20/01
imtervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TOH1-428 in the Matter of the Request of Mount Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall
Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service
Support.

The purpose of this filing is fo provide information constituting Mt. Rushmore Telephone Compary and Fort

! { Telep hane Company's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that
wt Hustumore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will use alt federatl universal service
support receivaed in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.8.C. Section

. Harlan Best

S A"tw%y Karen Cremer
Diate Docketed: (8/20/01

mreartion Deadline: 0R/31/01

[ L ot
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TODE-121 in the Ratter of the Request of Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc. and SANCOM, Ine. for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

se of this filing 15 to provide information constituting Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc /Sancom,
or the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sanborn Telephone




Cooperative will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the fadersl
umiversal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst Harlan Best
Staff Atforney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-126 In the Matter of the Request of West River Teiecommunications Cooperative {(Mobridge) for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting West River Telecommunications Cooperativa’s
{Mobridge) plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that West River
Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) will use all federal universal service support received i a manter
that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U 8. C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadtline: 08/31/01

TCO01-127 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 Midsiate Communications, inc.'s plan for the use of
its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, inc. wil use all faderst
universal service suppart received in a manrier that is consistent with the federal universal service pravisinas of
47 U.5.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intarvention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-128 In the Matter of the Request of Tri-County Telecom, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Tri-County Telecom. inc.'s plan for the use of ity
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Tri-County Telecom, Inz. will use all faderal universal
service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federa! universal service pravisions of 47 U.S.C.
Section 254,

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCH1-129 In the Matter of the Request of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting McCook Cooperative Telephone Company's olan
for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that McCook Cooperative Telephone



The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sioux Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use
of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sioux Valley Telephone Company will use ai
federat universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal servica
provisions of 47 U.5.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/21/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TC01-124 In the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

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

use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal senvice
provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/04
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCR1-135 In the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpese of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Communications, ine's pian for the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communications. ine. will usE
all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal yniversat service
provisions of 47 U.8.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCH1-136 In the Matter of the Request of Farmers Mutual Telephone Company for Centification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Farmers Mutual Tefephone Company's plan for the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual Telephone Company wij
use all federal universal service suppart received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal LT
provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-137 in the Matter of the Request of RT Communications, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting RT Communications, Inc.'s plan for the uge of it



Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

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



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF UNION ) ORDER GRANTING

TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR CERTIFICATION ) CERTIFICATION
REGARDING ITS USE OF FEDERAL )
UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT ) TCD1-122

On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an
Order concerning 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.F.R. 54.314, 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
future federal universal service support must file an annual certification with the FCC and
the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) stating that federat high 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, andfor
54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, lacal switchung
support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Supoort provided under
these FCC rule provisions will only be made available in the future if the State Commission
files 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 the 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 20, 2001, the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission}
received a filing from Union Telephone Company (Company) regarding its Request for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support. The purpose of this
filing was to provide information constituting Company's plan for the use of its federal
universal service support and to otherwise verify that Company will use ail federal

'CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Foulrbzenth H
and Qrder, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, apd D
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No., %6-45. and -
and Ordexr in CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May o3
2001 .




universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal urners: ”}i
service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254. As a part of its plan. Company listed astimates of
the support it expected to receive from USAC as well as ils estimated costs for the
provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services. An Affidavit was attached
to the Request for Certification.

On August 23, 2001, the Commission electronically transmtted notice of iﬁ?f '*"n’éf‘%ﬁg
and the intervention deadlme of August 31, 2001, to interested individuals and entities,
No parties sought interventior:.

At its regularly scheduled meeting of September 7, 2001, the Commussion
considered this matter.

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 128,
49-31, and 47 U.S.C. § 254. The Commission found that the Company i5 gligible ‘o
receive federal support as it states it will only use the support for the provision,
maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
The Commission unanimously voted to approve Company's Reguest for Certification
Regarding Its Use of Federal Universal Service Support. 1t is therefore

ORDERED, that the Company is eiigible to receive federal support as it states it will
only use the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgraging of facilities and
services for which the support is intended. ltis

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission approves Company's Requast fo
Certification Regarding Its Use of Federal Universal Service Support,

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this 77 ¢ / day of September, 2001,
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE {”QN}M f‘”\;mn
The undersigred hereby certifies that this o, i ;
document has been served today upon ali paries of /" \ ] 4
record in this docket, as listed on the docket service

tist, by facsimile or by first class mail, in properly ‘\wn,bgg)y /7 Zﬁf/
addressed velopes Mtn charges prepald thereon.

4 e

Date’ ‘7// o? 5/// £/ PAM "i‘;}ELSON {,amm “5‘%192"9"1’

(OFFICIAL SEAL)




Capitol Office
Telephone (605)773-3201
FAX (605)773-3809

Transportstion/
Warchouse Division
Telephone (605)773-5280
FAX (805)773-3225

Conzumer Hotline
1-800-332-1782

TTY Through
Relay South Dakota
1-800-877-1113

Internet Website
www.state.sd.us/puc/
-2
Jim Burg
Chaimman
Pam Nelson
Vice-Chairman

Debra Elofson
Executive Direclor

Harlan Best
Martin C. Bettmann
Sue Cichos
Karen E. Cremer
Christopher W, Downs
Terry Emerson
Michele M. Farris
Marlette Fischbach
Heather K. Forney
Kelly D. Frazier
Mary Giddings
Leni Healy
Mary Healy
Lisa Hull
Dave Jacobson
Amy Kayser
Jermnifer Kirk
Bob Knadle
Delaine Kolba
Charlene Lund
Gregory A. Rislov
Keith Senger
Rolayne Ailts Wiest
&

September 25, 2001

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th St. S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Ms. Irene Flannery

Universal Service Administrative Company
2120 L Street N.W., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20037

RE:  CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No, 00-258, Enurtesnth Renn
' Order, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration. and
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Dacket No. 08.45

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

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) haraby statey
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers andior eligible telecommy
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certifisd to racaive support pursy
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and for part 35, subpart £. The
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which &
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will ba
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and seervi
support is intended. The Commission has granted certification
companies:

Armour Independent Telephone Company

Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Piains Telecom, inc,
Beresford Municipal Telephone Company
Bridgewater-Canistota Indepandent Telephone Company
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority

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

Consolidated Telcom

Dakota Community Telephone





