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BEFORE THE
SOUTH DPAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMM%SSIO&&

I THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF {ff*i %T P Q?iﬁé,;,
BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR

CERTIFICATION DOCKET NO. __
REGARDING ITS USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL
SERVICE SUPPORT

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company by and through its attomey

hereby submits a Request for Certification to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

{(“Commission”) seeking certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 34314, In
support of this Request, Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company offers the
following:

. 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
(hereafler 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 other eligible
telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service arcas. Pursuant to such rule. states
that desire rural carviers within their jurisdiction to receive 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 facifities and scrvices

for which the support is intended. This certification requirement applies o various categories of
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federal universal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54361,
34.305, and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local
switching support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided
under these FCC rule provisions wili 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 FCC and
LISAC 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 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. Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company is a 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
94 &  access lines within its established rural service area in South Dakota,

4. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over Bridgewater-Canistota
Independent Telephone Company and its provisioning of focal exchange services, Vader SDCL
§ 49-31-5.1, the local exchange service rates charged by telecommunications ceoperatives,
municipal telephone systems, and independent telephone companies serving less than filty
thousand local exchange subscribers are not subject to the Commission’s ratemaking suthority.

In cases where State Commissions have limited regulatory authority over rural carriers, the FOC



has indicated that thesc carriers should themselves initiate the certification pro

a plan to ensure compliance with the requirement in 47 U.S.C. § 234{c} that um

support will only be used for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of fa

for which the support is intended. Based on this filed plan, v s anvcmpated that ts

Commission may make the appropriate certification to the FCC

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constitating Hré

Canistota Independent Telephone Compary's plan for the use of s federal umversal

support and to otherwise verify that Bridgewater-Canisiota Independent Telepivme €

will use all federal universal service support received in a maumer that is congigtent wi

federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254,

6. In the process of determining whether federal universal service support 5 us

manner consistent with the Federal Communications Act, the “usiversal seevice pring

established in Section 234(b) are instructive.  That Section states that the FOU g

“policies for the preservation and advancement of universal serviee” on certsin, s

£

identified principles:

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

&

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

s shoulsd be

those in rural, insular, and high-cost areas, sheuld |
telecommunications and information services, including mterescha
and advanced telecommunications and information services, that g
comparable to those services provided in urban areas and that ar
rates that are reasonably comparable to rates charged for siniar
areas. . . .

* Fourteenth Report and Order, § 188



(6) Elementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care providers, and
libraries should have access 1o [certain] advanced telecommunications services. . .

7. The FCC has declined to dictate specifically how the states should ensure thai carviers
are using federal universal service support consistent with the federal law. but has olforad

The

examples of how the support can be used to appropriately further universal service goads.
FCC has stated:

[A] state could [use the federal support to] adjust intrastale rates, or otherwise
direct carriers to use the federal support to replace implicit intrastaie universal
service support to high cost rural areas . . ..

A state could also reguire carriers to use the federal support to upgrade facil

ey

in rural areas to ensure that services provided in those areas are reasenably
. . . ' 1 )
comparable to services provided n urban areas of the state.”

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.

9. Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company us 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 wmounts the
Company should receive in 2002 have not yet been identified by USAC. The Compuany,
however, offers the following estimates concerning the support it expects to recetve’

High-Cost Loop Support s 2

* Ninth Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in €C Docket No. 96-43 {tn the Matter of the
Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service). FCC 99-306, 1 96, Novomber 2, 19
* 1t should be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FOC hng inmhivated
deal with certification under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. Sce Tth Report giwd
446,




Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) S (> L AL WY

Safety Net Additive Support $

Safety Valve Support 3

10.  For calendar year 2002, Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company
intends to make the following network facility and equipment investments:

Central office transmission and exchange facility enhancements as needed in

order to provide advanced services, such as DSL, and new subscriber features to

rural customers.

11. In providing local exchange telecommunications services, Bridgewater-Canistota
Independent Telephone Company will also incur other costs. In 2002, these costs will include:

Expenses associated with outside plant improvements, including expenses related

10 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, Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company estimates that the total
casts described above relating to 1is planned network facility and equipment investments and
other expenses to be incwrred in providing local exchange telecommunications services will

exceed $ 7ol ., AEY, oo

13. Consistent with the universal service principles sct forth in the federal law and also
the recent FCC orders referenced herein, Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone
Company will use federal universal service amounts received in 2002 (estimated in paragraph @

herein) to offset a portion of these total costs. This use of federal universal service support will



enable Bridgewater-Canistota Independent 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 areas; and (2) to upgrade its telecommunications facilitics and
cquipment as necessary to meet evolving service requirements and maintain high quality service.
The use of federal universal service support for these purposes is clearly consistent with the

federal universal service provisions.

4. Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Richard T,

requests that this Commission issue an appropriate certification to the FCC and USAC indicating
that Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company is in compliance with 47 US.C. §
234{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
I, 2001, Bridgewater-Canistota Iadependent Telephone Company would further ask the
Commussion to Bxpcdltb the process that is initiated based on this filing.

Dated this ZL/day of August, 2001.

(signed by corporate attorney)

i



EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of Bridgewater-Canistota Independent 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 wniversal service
funds received as high-cost loop support, local switching support, safety net additive suppert.
and/or safety valve support and hereby affirm that any such support amounts received by
Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company will be used enly for the provision,
maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended consistent
with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e).

o

o T

Richard T. Freemark

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

/ T&’f )acc "“/Q&

NOPARY PUBLIC

u/

Commission expires g4 o ,/s 23 Ace g
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South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

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

If you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed {o you, please contact
Delaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: §05-773.380%

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

CE01-002 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riedlinger, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, against
Xcel Energy Regarding Poor Maintenance Service.

Complainant states that on or about May 21, 2001, Xcel Energy had a tree trimming company come o their ares
of town and trim trees. Complainant states that when the company trimmed there tree in the front yard of thai
home, the tree was destroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complainant states that their are only two customers ity
his neighborhood that do not have buried cable. Complainant inquired about the fine beng buried ant was told
that he would have to pay $7,500.00. Complainant states that Xcel Energy does not have an easemsnt it have
the utility pole on his property. Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their lines at no cost or & reasonable
cost to the customer. Complainant does not feel he should replace his tres because he belisves that the proglem
will occur again when the tree trimming service happens again.

Staff Analyst: Mary Healy
Staff Attorney: Kelly Frazier
Date Docketed: 08/ 20/01
intervention Deadiing: N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TCO1-111 In the Matter of the Request of Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Talecom, fnc
for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecam Cooperalive and ds subsidiary Bast
Plains Telecom, In¢.'s plan for the use of its federal universal service supprt and to othenvise verly that Bati
Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. wili use all federal univarsal service SUppna
received in 2 manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U 85 .C Section 754

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/16/01
Intervention Deadline; 08/31/01

TCH1-112 in the Matter of the Request of Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephong Authoris's
ptan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Cheyenne River Sioux Trine

Telephone Authority will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consigtent with tha
federai universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/17/01
Intervention Deadline. 08/31/01



Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Qate Docketed: 08/20/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCH1-118 in the Matter of the Request of Kadoka Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universai Service Support.

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

universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions ¢f
47 U.8.C. Section 254.

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

TC21-119 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 Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use of its
federal 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 U.8.C. Section 254.

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

TC01-120 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 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 verily that
Mt Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will use all federal universal service

support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions 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

TCO1-121 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 purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc./Sancom,
Inc.'s plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sanborn Telaphone



Cooperative will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the faderal
universal service provisions 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

TC01-126 in the Matter of the Request of West River Telecommunications 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 Cooperative'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 in a manner
that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions 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

TC01-127 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 e use of
its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, Inc. will use af federy!
universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
47 U1.8.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention 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 s
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Tri-County Telecom, inc. will use all federal univarsal
service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universat service provisions of 47 US ¢
Section 254.

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

TC01-129 in the Matter of the Request of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company for Certificatian
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

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



The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sioux Valley Telephone Compary's plan for e use
of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sioux Valiey Telaphone Company will use a9
federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal univarsal serace
provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

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

TC01-134 In the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative for Ceriification
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 wil
use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universat sesvice
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

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

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rurat Communications, Inc.'s plan far the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communizations, Ine. will use
all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal servige
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

TC01-136 In the Matter of the Request of Farmers Mutual Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Farmers Mutual Telephona Company's olan for the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual Telephane Company wift
use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal servies
provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Marlan 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 Cortification 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 use of it

& g 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 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
BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT ) CERTIFICATION
TELEFHONE COMPANY FOR CERTIFICATION )
REGARDING ITS USE OF FEDERAL ) TCO01-124

)

UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT

On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an
Qrder concerning the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.! This
Qrder {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
uriiversal service support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers
andfor 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 federal 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. §§ 54.30%, 54.305, and/or
54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local switching
support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided under
these FCC rule provisions will only be made available in the future if the State Commission
fitas 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
LUSAC 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 Bridgewater-Canistota Independent 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

‘CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Repor:
and Order, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Furthey
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report
and Order in CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23,

2001




for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Company
will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with
the: federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254. As a part of its plan, Company
listed estimates of the support it expected to receive from USAC as well as its estimated
casts for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services. An Affidavit
was attached to the Request for Certification.

On August 23, 2001, the Commissicon electronically transmitted notice of the filing

and the intervention deadline of August 31, 2001, to interested individuals and entities.
No parties sought intervention.

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

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-28,
49-31, and 47 U.S.C. § 254. The Commission found that the Company is eligible to
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 Request for Certification
Regarding Its Use of Federal Universal Service Support. It is therefore

ORDERED, that the Company is eligible to receive federal support as it states it will

only use the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and
saervices for which the support is intended. It is

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

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this z}"’é/’%‘ day of September, 2001.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE (‘OMM!SS!ON‘

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 / %/ / ﬂ
fist, by facsimile or by first class mail, in properly / 7/W é / /(’/{f

addt essed envesopcs with charges prepald thereon }MES A. BURG, CHairman

| 8y ”/ ff// / Dl \4 ) . /\; — L

Date (7?;/ L;?g// 2/ V"PA/M{NE}LS‘OI\S, \:ngr{rlnisbsjloner
(OFFICIAL SEAL)
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September 25, 2001

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th 8t. S.W.

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
Order, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration. and Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45_and Report and Qrder in
CC 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 that the
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or eligible telecommunizations
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant to 47
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 36, subpart F. The carriers listed
below filed requests for certification with the Commissicn which support their
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used only for
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the
support is intended. The Commission has granted certification to the fallowing
companies:

Armour independent Telephone Company

Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains 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





