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BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF EEEIRE
ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION AND
RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR CERTKF!LAT[ON DOCKET NG, __
REGARDING ITS USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL

SERVICE SUPPORT

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION
Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC Communications. I, by
and through its attorney hereby submits a Request for Certification to the South Daketa Public
Utilities Commission (“Commission™) seeking certification from the Commission pursuant to 47
C.F.R. § 54.314. This certification request is for the two companies because for federal purposes

they comprise one study area. In support of this Request, Roberis County Telephone Coeoperative

Association and RC Communications, Inc. offers the following:

1. 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
(hereafier 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 service
support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers andfor other eligible
telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service arcas. Pursuant to such rule. siates
that desire rural carriers within their 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. §§ 54,301,
54,305, and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop suppori, local
switching support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided
under these FCC rule provisions will enly 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 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. Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC Communications. Ine. are
rural telephone companies that have previously been designated by this Commission as an
eligible telecommunications carrier. The Companies provide locai exchange telephone services,
including all of the essential services that are included in the federal definition ol universal
service, to approximately 2133 access lines within its established rural service area i South
Dakota,

4. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over Roberts Couniy Telephone
Cooperative Association and RC Communications, Inc. and their provisioning of local exchange

services.  Under SDCL § 49-31-5.1. the local exchange service rates charged by

L 0C 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 Order in C4




telecommunications cooperatives, municipal telephone systems, and independent telephone
companies serving less than fifty thousand local exchange subscribers are not subject to the
Commiission’s ratemaking 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
FCe?

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Roberts Cownty
Telephone Cooperative Association and RC Communicatz;cms, Ine. plans for the use of their
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Roberts Countv Telephone
Cooperative Association and RC Communications, Inc. will use all federal universal service
support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of47
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, specifically
identified 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.

Docket No, 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001.
* Fourteenth Report and Order, § 188.



(3) Consumers in all regions of the Nation, including low-income consumers and
those in rural, insular, and high-cost areas, should have access 1o
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 . ...

(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
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 federai support to upgrade facilities

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. Roherts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC Commurications, Inc.. as

designated eligible telecommunications carriers have received federal universal service support

in the past and expect to receive support during calendar year 2002. As of this time, specitic

* Ninth Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96-45 (In the Maiter of the
Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service), FCC 99-306, § 96. November 2., 1999.



support amounts the Companies should receive in 2002 have not yet been identified by USAC.

The Companies, however, offer the following estimates concerning the support they expect to

receive’:
High-Cost Loop Support $129,500.00
L.ocal Switching Support (DEM Weighting) $182.300.00
Safety Net Additive Support $0
Safety Valve Support $0

10. For calendar year 2002, Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC
Communications, Inc. intend to make the following network facility and equipment investments:

The additions for 2002 and 2001 will be more routine in nature after the Corpany

has added OVER $2,100,000 during 2000. The Company’s average investment over the

past five years has averaged over $1,400,060. The Company will be evaluating its

deployment of DSL services and any substantial investments will probably relate to DSL.

11, In providing local exchange telecommunications services, Roberis County Telephone
Cooperative Association and RC Communications, Inc. will also incur other costs. In 2000, the
Company spent $300.734 on plant specific expenses, $120,762 on plant support, $152,157 on
customer expenses and $443,602 on corporate operations. The depreciation relating to prior
additions equaled $815,228. The Company expects the 2002 level of expenses to be slightly

ntgher than the year 2000.

* ¥ shonld be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FCC has indicated that it will
deat with certification under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. See 14th Report and Order footnote number



¥3. Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC Communications, [nc.
estimate that the total costs described above relating to its planned network facility and
gquipment investments and other expenses to be incurred in providing local exchange

telecommunications services will exceed $2,800,000.

14. Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and also
the recent FCC orders referenced herein, Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association
and RC Communications, Inc. will use federal universal service amounts received in 2002
{ustimated in paragraph 9 herein) to offset a portion of these total costs. This use of federal
universal service support will enable Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC
Communications, Inc. 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 facilities and equipment as necessary to meet evolving service
requiremnents and maintain high quality service. The use of federal universal service support for
these purposes is clearly consistent with the federal universal service provisions.

15. Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Pamela
Harrington attached as Exhibit A, Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC
Communications, fnc. requests that this Commission issue an appropriate certification to the
FCC and USAC indicating that Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC
Communications, Inc. are 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, Roberts County Telephone

446,



Canperative Association and RC Communications, Inc. would further ask the Commission to
expedite the process that is initiated based on this filing.
Dated this _ H D e day of August, 2001.

Respectfully submitted,

Bt fottsrien o,
Darla Pollman Rogers 7
MEYER & ROGERS

320 East Capitol Avenue

P.O.Box 1117

Pierre, SD 57501

Attorney for Roberts County Telephone
Cooperative Association and RC
Communications, Inc.



EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association
and RO Communications, Inc.. 1, Pamela Harrington, 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 salety valve support and hereby affirm that any such support amounts received by Roberts
Caunty Telephone Cooperative Association and RC Communications, Inc. 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).

¥/K /"/ %”éd#’?{’ St

Pamela Harrmgton
)
"iuhwriiwd and Sworn to before me this _ <4 & day of August, 2001.
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{Commission expires 467 -j/ 5_ 0 A




South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

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

¥ wou nemd a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, please contact
Crelaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605-773-3809

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

GEGw002 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riedlinger, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, against
Xeel Energy Regarding Poor Maintenance Service.

giales that on or about May 21, 2001, Xcel Energy had a tree trimming company come to their area
g8 Complanant states that when the company trimmed there tree in the front yard of their

¢ was desyroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complainant states that their are only two customers in
d that do not have bunied cable. Complainant inquired about the line being buried and was told
ve 1o pay $7,500.00. Complainant states that Xcel Energy does not have an easement to have
on his property . Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their lines at no cost or a reasonable
wstomer. Complainant does not feel he should replace his tree because he believes that the problem
# when the tree trimming service happens again,

Hy wq}ﬁ' HE‘QS};
Kaily Frazier
{87 20101
sty Diaartime M/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TEO1-191 In the Matter of the Request of Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, Inc
for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

‘;'ms ‘“ximg; 1$ 1o provide information constituting Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
& plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Baltic
ralive and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universal service support
mner that 1s consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

b Harlan Best
v Karen Cremer
i O$!16i01

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

of thus filing 15 to provide information constituting Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority's
i of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
ity will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the
at service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Harian Bast

Karen Cramer
OBHTHO

Deadine 0B/3101



wial Analest Marlan Best

TEO4-118 In the Matter of the Request of Kadcka Telephone G

ompany for Certification Regarding its
Lse of Federal Universal Service Suppoit.

turpose of this filing 1s to provide information constituting Kadoka Telephone Company's plan for the use of

universal service support and to otherwise verify that Kadoka Telephone Company will use all federal
sl service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universat service provisions of
B U S0 Bection 254

y&t Harlan Best

y. Karen Cremer
chated 08/20/01
santion Deading: 08/31/01
TRO%-11% In the Matter of the Request of Valley Tele

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

# fsrpasg of this filing is to provide information constituting Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use ofits

ersal service support and to otherwise verify that Valley Telephone Company will use all federal
Pal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
VL Bection 254.

R

21l Analvst Harlan Best

it Atorngy. Karen Cremer

w Docketad: 08/20/01
wivention Deadline: 08/31/01

TED1-120 In the Matter of the Request of Mount Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall
Teiephone Company for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service
Support.

purpse of this filing is to provide information constitutin
liil Telephone Company’s plan for the use of its federal
uslinore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Tele
ot receded In @ manner that is consistent with the fe

g Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort
universai service support and to otherwise verify that
phone Company will use all federal universal service
deral universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section

wlyst Harlan Best
Horney. laren Cremer
¢ Docketed: 08/20/01

it D

on Deadline: 08/31/01

TEO1-129 in the Matter of the Request of Sanborm Telephone Cooperative, Inc. and SANCOM, inc. for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.
T purposs

: of this filing is to provide information constituting Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc./Sancom,
lan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sanborn Telephone



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

fut Haran Best
Karan Cremer
QB0
»Lpadine: 08/31/01

TE-178 in the Matter of the Request of West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

se of this filing is to provide information constituting West River Telecommunications Cooperative's

¥ plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that West River
urdcstions Cooperative (Mobridge) will use all federal universal service support received in a manner
itant with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

5 Hartan Bes!

. Karen Crermer
I DBZ0/01

w1 Digadiine: 08/31/01

TEO1127 In the Matter of the Request of Midstate Communications, Inc. for Certification Regarding
its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

= of this filing is to provide information constituting Midstate Communications, Inc.'s pian far the use of
W areversal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, inc. will use all federal

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

st Harlan Best
riry. Karen Cremer
Greted. 0B/20/01

o Deadime. 0B/31/01

Foo1-128 in the Matter of the Request of Tri-County Telecom, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Fedaral Universal Service Support.

2 of this filing is to provide information constituting Tri-County Telecom, Inc.'s plan for the use of its
Hregrsal service support and to otherwise verify that Tri-County Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universal
wort received in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C.

U Marlan Best

vy Karen Cremer
sied 08/20/01
Deadlinre: 08/31/01

TEO-178 I the Matter of the Request of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.
ling is to provide information constituting McCook Cooperative Telephone Company’s plan

: 0of this i
erat universal service support and to otherwise verify that McCoaok Cooperative Telephone




oase of this filing is to provide information constituting Sioux Valley Telephone Company's pian for the use
it universal service support and to atherwise verify that Sioux Valley Telephone Company will use all
rearaal service support received in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service

11.8.C. Section 254,

Harlan Best
gy Karen Cremer

. stad: Q82101
ndian Deadiine: 08/31/01

TCO-13 in the #Matier of the Request of Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

@ of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative's plan for the
% tederal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative will
arat umversal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
nf 47 U 5.C. Section 254,

¢50 Harlan Best
ey Karen Cremer
cheted: 08/22/01

fon Deadine: 08/31/01

THO1-138 in the WMatter of the Request of Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

e oof this filing 1s to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Communications, Inc.'s plan for the
deral universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. will use
uriversal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service

i 47 (1.5.C. Section 254.

Arntyst Harlan Best
summey. Karen Cremer

woketod: 08/22/01
sritton Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-1386 in the Matter of the Request of Farmers Mutual Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

i@ of this filing is 1o provide information constituting Farmers Mutual Telephone Company's plan far the
 fedmral universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual Telephone Company will
srat universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service

<aren Cremer
A4 OB22104

TRt ATT n the Matlter of the Request of RT Communications, Inc. for Certification Regardihg its Use
of Federal Unjversal Service Support.

z of thig filing 18 1o provide information constituting RT Communications, Inc.'s plan for the use of its




gy recelive this listing and other PUC publications via our website or via internet e-mail.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

i THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF
ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COUPERATIVE ASSOCIATION AND RC

) ORDER GRANTING
)
)
COMMURNICATIONS, INC. FOR ) TC01-130
)
)

CERTIFICATION

CERTIFICATION REGARDING THEIR USE OF
FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT

O May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an
~grming the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.’ This
reafter referenced as the "Fourteenth Report and Order"), in part, codifies at 47
F 54 314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal
regl service support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers
elimble telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas.
1o such rule, a state that desires rural carriers within its jurisdiction tc receive
deral universal service support must file an annual certification with the FCC and
mevarsal Service Administrative Company (USAC) stating that federal high cost
rport provided to such carriers within that State will be used only for the provision,
ance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
rification requirement applies to various categories of federal universal service
sort, neluding support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or
Candior 47 C F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local switching
wort, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided under
sa FCC rule provisions will only be made available in the future if the State Commission
s the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.

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

On August 20, 2001, the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission)
yveed a filing from Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association and RC
Comrenications, Inc. (Company) regarding their Request for Certification Regarding their

C Dmmelet No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report
o Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further
roposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report
a0 Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23,




Use of Federal Universal Service Support. The purpose of this filing was to provide
mformation constituting Company's plan for the use of its federal universal service support
and to otherwise verify that Company will use all federal universal service support received
in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. §
284, 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.
Mo parties sought intervention.

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

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26,
489-31 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
services for which the support is intended. ltis

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

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this c;,fé/%’day of September, 2001.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:
The undersigned hereby certifies that this "
gincument has been served today upon all parties of // /6
L renord in this docket, as listed on the docket service ) 4
u5d, by facsimie or by fust class mail, in properly CJ/W W . :'/47 ’W/
widressed ;};ft‘ya!mpes, with charges prepaid thereon MES A BURG Chairma /
/A ;7 . ' ! y
& AT TS
By /. i ’f<} /éi/é/% [ .
/ I T ! o
Ty PAM NELSON, Commissioner
o {OFFICIAL SEAL)
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State Capitol Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070

September 25, 2001

Me. 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. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and
Order. Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report and Order 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 th
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or eligible telecommunication:
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant to 4
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 36, subpart F. The carriers liste
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which support thei
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used only fo
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the

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

Consclidated Telcom

Dakota Community Telephone





