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BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION |

EN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF
MCCOOK COCPERATIVE TELEPHONE COMPANY
FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS DOCKET NO.
USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL
SERVICE SUPPORT

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION
McCook Cooperative Telephone Company by and through its attorney huereby submits o

Request for Certification to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission £'Ceomy

13

seeking certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 34314, In support of Hus
Request, McCook Cooperative Telephone Company offers the following:
1. On May 23, 2001, the Federal Commumications Commission (FCCY¥ released ars Ovder

relative to the federal universal service support mechanism for rurad carrters.”  This Owder

(hereafter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order™), in part, codifies

coat 47 CFR S

W

54.314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federat w

support that is received by rural incumbent local cxchange carriers andlor other el

telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas. Pursuant fo such rule, states
that desire rural carriers within their jurisdiction to receive ‘fumm federat universal service
support must file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Service Administrtive
Company (“USAC™) stating that federal high cost support provided to such carsiers within that
State will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of factlities and services

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

federal universal service support. including support provided pursuant o 47 CFR.




54.305, and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart ¥ (high-cost loop support

~switching support, safety net additive support, and safety valve supporty,  Support p

under these FCC rule provisions will only in the future be made available it the

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 ¥

USAC on or before October 1, 2001. The certification may be presented to these

L‘N

A AdE

form of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers in

are eligible to receive federal support during the 12-month pericd and must corti

carriers listed will only use the support for the provision, maintena

facilities and services for which the support is intended.

3. McCook Cooperative Telephone Company is a wmral el

previously been designated by this Commission as an cligible telecony

Company provides local exchange telephone services, cluding all o

are inchided in the federal definition of universal service, 1o approx

within its established rural service area in South Daketa.

4. This Commission has linuted regulatory oversigh

Telephone Company and its provisioning of local exchange ser

the local exchange service rates charged by

.
vy

telephone systems, and independent telephone compamies serving |

exchange subscribers are not subject to the Commission’s ratemakinge &

State Comnussions have limited regulatory authority over rural curriers, the

that these carriers should themselves initiate the centification process bn




ensure compliance with the requirement in 47 U.S.C. § 254(e) that universal service support wifl
only be used for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilitics and services for which
the support is intended. Based on this filed plan, it is anticipated that the State Commission Ry
make the appropriate certification to the FCC.?

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting McCosk Cooperative
Telephone Company’s plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise
verify that McCook Cooperative Telephone Company will use all federal wniversal service
support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47

US.C. § 254.

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

identified principles:
(1) Quality services should be available at just, reasonable, and affordable ratus.

(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 wrban
areas. . . .

(6) Elementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care providers, and

libraries should have access to [certain] advanced telecommunications services, .

* Fourteenth Report and Order, 9 188,



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 f{acilities

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

9. McCook  Cooperative  Telephone Company as a designated cligihle
telecommunications carrier has received federal universal service support in the past and gRpects
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 Corpuny,

however, offers the following estimates concerning the support it expects to receive®:

High-Cost Loop Support $ 953,724
Local Switching Support (DEM Wei ghting) $ 185,376
safety Net Additive Support S N/A
Safety Valve Support $ N/A

* Ninth Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96-45 (1 the Matter of the
Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service), FCC 99-306, § 96, November 2, 1909,
* It should be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FFCC has indicated that it wilt

deal with certification under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. See 14th Report and Greder footnote nummbier
446,



10. For calendar year 2002, McCook Cooperative Telephone Company
intends to make the following network {acility and equipment investmenis:
Sec EXHIBIT B
I1. In providing local exchange telecommunications services, MeCook Cooparative
Telephone Company will also incur other costs. In 2002, these costs will include:

See EXHIBIT B

12. McCook Cooperative Telephone Company estimates that the tofal costs des

above relating to its planned network facility and equipiment investiments and other ex

be incurred in providing local exchange telecommunications services will excued $1 393 1k

13. Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal e angd b

the recent FCC orders referenced herein, McCook Cooperative Telephone Company will uss

federal universal service amounts received in 2002 (estimated in paragraph @ heg
portion of these total costs. This use of federal universal service support witl e
Cooperative Telephone Company to: (1) maintain rates for its local exchange services thi are
affordable and reasonably comparable to rates being charged for the surm services B uran

areas; and (2) to upgrade its telecommunications facilitics and eqUIpmEnt a5 pecessary o moct

evolving service requirements and maintain high quality service, The use of federal

service support for these purposes is clearly consistent with the federal BEEveT

provisions.

14. Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Bevan 8. R

General Manager of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company, attached a5 Fx

it A, Mg

Cooperative Telephone Company requests that this Conumission jssue att appropeiate

certification to the FCC and USAC indicating that McCook Cooperative Telep

site Lomy




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 October 1, 2001, McCook Cooperative Telephone Company would
further ask the Commission to expedite the process that is initiated based on this filing.

Dated this ) !’day of August, 2001.

Respectfully submitted,

Darla Pollman R%_crs o
MEYER & ROGERS

320 East Capitol Avenug
P.O.Box 1117

Pierre, South Dakota 57501



EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company. I,
Bryan K. Roth, General Manager, 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 io 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
McCook Cooperative 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 UsCog

254(e).

— l'

Bryan K. Roth

9

Subscribed and Swom to before me lhis.z?(} day of August, 2001.
]
NOTARY PUBLIC )Z Ma’f ,27/}/M/
)

o . Lo
Comimission expires X502




EXHIBIT B

Equipment and Expenses

McCook Cooperative Telephone Co. expects to upgrade its existing network facility and

equipment by making the following investments:

Fiber in the Loop electronics $150,000
Fiber Cable : 100,000
Copper Exchange Cable 75,000
Switch Upgrades 200,000
General Support Equipment 130,000

Total $655,000

The following provisioning and maintenance expenses are expected:

Plant Specific

Cable, switching, and general maintenance $460,000
Plant Nonspecific

Network Operations 45,000
Corporate

General administrative, miscellaneous 433,000

Total $938,000



\ South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of August 16, 2001 through August 22, 2601

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

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

CEQ1-002 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riediinger, 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 to their area
of town and trim trees. Complainant states that when the company trimmed there tree in the front yard of their
horne, the tree was destroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complainant states that their are only two customers in
his neighborhgod that do not have buried cable. Complainant inquired ahout the line being buried and was loid
that he would have to pay $7,500.00. Complainant states that Xcel Energy does not have an easement lo have
the utility pole on his property. Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their lines at no cost or & reasonable

nst 1o the customer. Complainant does net fee! he should replace his tree because he believes that the probiem
will occur again when the tree trimming service happens again.

Staff Analyst. Mary Healy
Staff Attorney. Kelly Frazier
Date Docketed: 08/ 20/01
intarvention Deadline: N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

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

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
Piains Telecom, Inc.'s plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Baltic
Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universat service support
recetved in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U 8.C. Section 254,

Biaif Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Pate Docketed: 08/16/01
Intervention Deadiine: 08/31/01

TCO1-112 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 Telephone Authority's
plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
Talephone Authority 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: 08/17/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01



4arian Best
Kdmn Cramer

TLH1-118 in the Matter of the Request of Kadoka Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

BB *‘ f Of t“ns ﬁhnq is fo provide information cons ttutlng Kadoka Telephone Company's pian for the use of

a6t »s*%famr&y Karw Cremer

Dacketed: 08/20/01
interwantinn Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-149 in the Maiter of the Request of Valley Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

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

Al service suppert received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
&7 EC Bection 254

it Anglyst HMarlan Best

Attarney. Karen Cremer
w*m%m 08/20/01

deresntion Deadline; 08/31/01

TEOT-120 In the Matter of the Request of Mount Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randail
Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its ise of Federal Universal Service
Support.

et .fz::«i:mwd in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.8.C. Section

1 Aralyst Harlan Best
Homsy  Karen Cremer

kited. 08/20/01

won Deadline 08/31/01

OG-t 2Y it the Matier of the Request of Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc. and SANCOM. Inc. {or
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

s of thig Bhing 15 (o provide information constituting Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc./Sancom,
1 ior 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 federal
universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

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

TCO1-126 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
Telacommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) will use all federal universal service support received in a mannar
Inal is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Stalf Analyst. Harlan Best
Stalf 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 pian for the use of
its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, Inc. 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. Bection 254.

Htaff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
(ate 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 its
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Tri-County Teiecom, Inc. 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.
Saction 254,

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

FE01-129 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 plan
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 all
faderal 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
Drate Docketed: 08/21/01
interventiori Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-134 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 service
provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

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

TCO1-138 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
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. will use

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

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

TCO-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 Telephone Company's plan for the
use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual 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,

Biaft Analyst: Harlan Best
Gialf Allorney. Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
Intervention Deadiine: 08/31/01

TLO137 in the Matter of the Request of RT Communications, inc. for Certification Regarding its Us
of Federal Universal Service Support.

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




Staff Anatyst: Harlan Best
Stalf Attorngy: Karen Cremer
ate Docketad: 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:/lwww .state.sd.us/puc/




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) ORDER GRANTING
MCCOOK COOPERATIVE  TELEPHONE ) CERTIFICATION
COMPANY FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING )

ITS USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SERVICE ) TC01-129
SUPPORT )

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
§ CF R 54314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal
uriversal service support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers
andior 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,
maintenarce, 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
&4 307, andlor 47 C.F.R Part 38, 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
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 Octaber 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)
raceived a filing from McCook Cooperative 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

~
;o —
J

" Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report
., Twentyv Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further
: of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-4%5, and Reporl
Grdey in CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23,




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 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 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 aver this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26.
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 faciities and
services for which the support is intended. Itis

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 =77 f/bday of September, 2001.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:
The undersigned hereby certifies that this L . ) "')7
document has been served today upon all parties of /’% /f’ -~
record in this docket, as hsted on the docket service v v e
#st, by facsimile or by first class mail, in properly ( 5y VJ::Z/] } /é/ / ,4/ ./ LAAATT
atdressed envelopes, with charges prepaid thereon , NT=Y, e Ve
| e ey %;M“Eb A. BURG, Chairman  ,/
By J.r.f/ﬂl?(,r xf Vo \ AL — i
[P VR S e 5oy
& - ) v il S A S
T “b/ ] PAM NELSON, Commissioner
{OFFICIAL SEAL)




Liapliod Dffien
Feleplne (B08Y713.3201
FAN BR300

Tramaportation!
Wigrihmoe Divizion
Fedephore (G05)773-5280
AN (6057132225

Limmsmer Hotline
-BOGII-1 782

TTY Throngh
Reluy South Dakots
1-806.877-1113

Intasmst Website
swneweattesd o pued
%

S Burg

Harlss Best
Sartin £ Hettmann

Helty 5.
ML%! Cinsidin 3
Laxg Healy

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 600
Washington, DC 20037

RE:  CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Renort and
Order, Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45_and Report and Order i
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
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or eligible telecommunicat
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 38, subpart F. The carriers i
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which support |
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used onl
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which

support is intended. The Commission has granted certification to the folloy
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





