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BEFORE THE ‘“‘W
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST
OF THREE RIVER TELCO FOR

) DOCKET NO.
)
CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS )
)
)

{8E OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL
SERVICE SUPPORT.

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

Three River Telco (the “Company™), by and through its attorney, hereby submits a
Request for Certification to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“Commission™)
seeking certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 CFR. § 34314, In support of this
Request, the Company offers the following:

I On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an
Order relative to the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.! This Order
(hereafter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order”), in part, codifies at 47 CF.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 areas. Pursuant to such rule, states
that desire rural carriers within their junisdiction 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 facilitics and services

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

fad

federal universal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.FR. §§ 54

301,

' 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
% Mmelst N 002256 FOCON1.187 Releaged Mav 71 2001




54.305, and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost lecop support, local
switching support, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Suppert provided
under these FCC rule provisions will only in the future be made available if the Staie

e

Commission files the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.
2. The certification required for rural carriers 1o receive federal universal service
support for all four quarters during calendar year 2002 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 certity 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. The Company is a rural telephone company that has previously been designated
by this Commission as an eligible telecommunications carrier. The Company provides focal
exchange telephone services, including all of the essential services that are inciuded in the
federal definition of universal service, to approximately eight (R} access lines within s
gstablished rural service area in South Dakota.

4. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over the Company and s
provisioning of local exchange services. Under SDCL § 49-31-5.1, the local exchange servics
rates charged by telecommunications cooperatives, municipal telephone systems, and
independent telephone companies serving less than fifty thousand local exchange subseribers aes
ot subject to the Commission’s ratemaking authority.  In cases where State Commssions 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 s
intended. Based on this filed plan, it is anticipated that the State Commission may make the
appropriate certification to the FCC.*
5, The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting the Company’s
plan for the use of its federal universal service support and o otherwise verify that the 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.

6. In the process of determining whether federal universal service support is used in
a manncr consistent with the Federal Communications Act, the “universal service principley”
gstablished in Section 254(b) are instructive. That Section states that the FCU shall base
“policies for the preservation and advancement of universal service” on certain, speciiically
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.

(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 mforma’uon 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. . . .

* 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 FOC has stated:

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

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

service support to high cost rural areas . . ..

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

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

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
pringiples contained in Section 254,

9. The Company, as a designated eligible telecommunications carrier, has received
faderal universal service support in the past and expects to receive support during calendar year
3002, 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 estimates

congerning the support it expects to receive’:

High-Cost Loop Support $ 345.168
Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) $ 215,628
Safety Net Additive Support $ N/A
Safety Valve Support 5 N/A

' Ninth Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No 96-45 (In the Matter of the
Frderal-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 FCC has indicated that it will
deal with certification under 47 USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. See Fourteenth Report and Order footnote
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i, For calendar year 2002, the Company intends to make the following network
factity and equipment investments: Exchange plant facility and equipment improvements,
including fiber and clectronics for the provisioning of DLCs (digital loop carrier) to rural areas.

11, In providing local exchange telecommunications services, the Company will also
mear other costs. In 2002, these costs will include: Plant and equipment maintenance expenses,
pther expenses associated with facility and equipment upgrades, general and administrative
wepenses and other typical operating expenses.

12, The Company estimates that the total costs described above relating to its pianned
petwork facitity and equipment investments and other expenses to be incurred in providing local
exchange telecommunications services to its customers in both Nebraska and South Dakota will
esceed 31,165,000,

13 Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and
whso the recent FOC orders referenced herein, the Company will use federal universal service
gmopnts received in 2002 (estimated in paragraph 9 herein) to offset a portion of these total
cosis, This use of federal umiversal service support will enable the Company to: (1) maintain
rates Tor #ts 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 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. Bascd on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Thomas
attached as Exhibit A, the Company requests that this Commission issue an appropriate
certification to the FOC and USAC indicating that the Company is in compliance with 47 U.S.C.

& rarer and should receive all federal universal service support determined for distribution to

o



the Company in 2002, In order to ensure that this certification is issued to the FCC prior to
£xetober 1, 2001, the Company would further ask the Commission to expedite the process that is

wnthrted bazed on this filing.

Diated this 7tnday of September 2001.

Respectfully submitted,

(signed by corporate atiorney)



EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

pRIve

-;\ '
As an authonized corporate officer of the Company, I, ﬁ@mﬁs 69 hereby affirm

thiariy with and an understanding of the requirements of the Federal Communications Act of

al wnversal service funds received as high-cost loop support, lecal switching support, safety
net sikhitive support, and/or safety valve support and hereby affirm that any such support

amuants reveived by the Company will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and

] e

Seciifricy  pries,
/ ( signature c:f}l{lhori zed officer)

Hleb2 )

) ss.
ffﬂ;fo( )
“mbm ribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for said county and state, on

s 2 7 dd\; of ;;):;3,{77‘” 2001.
v

- s, "\‘-. ,:/ - . .
'L*"*'—‘ l_(i‘\’? S\J‘ . ‘AL “*“-l' éi.l( e L‘E"
Notary Public
My Commission Expires.__¢f ~ &= — 2002
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BEFORE THE
SOUTHE DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

MATTER OF THE REQUEST
REE RIVER TELCO FOR

) DOCKET NO.
)

ON REGARDING ITS )
)
)

OF  FEDERAL UNIVERSAL
CE SUPPORT,

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

Theee River Telco (the “Company™), by and through its attomney, hereby submits a

ftewuest for Certification to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (“Commission™)
v certification from the Commission pursuant to 47 CFR. § 54.314  Tn support of this
w51, the Company offers the following;

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

ot relative 1o the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers,! This Order

ter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order™), in part, codifies at 47 CIF.R.
§ %4 314, a requirernent for States to provide a certification regarding federal universal service

support Ut is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or other eligible

sprmunmications carriers providing service in nural service areas. Pursuant to such rule, states
whst 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

. will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and Services

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

federal universal service support, including support provided pursuant to 47 CFR. §§ 54.301,

Yot Pockst No 96-45, CC Docket No., 00256, Fourteenth Report and Order, Twenty Second Qrder_on
teration, and Further Moticg of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No, 96-45, and Report and Order in
Mo, £0-256, FCC 01157, Released May 23, 2001




£4 3% andior 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local

ing suppor, safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided

CC rule provisions will only in the future be made available if the State
Comsmission 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 ¥CC

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

ate nre eligible 1o receive federal support during the 12-month period and must certity that the
earriers histed will only use the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of

fruabivies and services for which the support is intended.
3 The Company is a rural telephone company that has previously been designated

% this Commission as an eligible telecommunications carrier. The Company provides local

mange telephone services, including all of the essential services that are included in the

3

sderal definition of universal service, to approximately eight (8) access lines within its
wstablished rural service area 1n South Dakota.
4. This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over the Company and its

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

pstes charped by telecommunications cooperatives, municipal telephone systerns, and

pendent telephone companies serving Jess than fifty thousand local exchange subscrnibers are
nst subject to the Commission’s ratemaking authority, In cases where State Commissions have
timited regulatory authority over rural carriers, the FCC has indicated that these carriers should

BE R
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ehves initiate the cenification process by presenting a plan to ensure compliance with the

requitement 10 47 US.C § 254(e) that universal service support will only be used for the
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srgwision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support 1s

Bused on this filed plan, 1t 1s anticipated that the State Comunission may make the

yrpate cortiiication to the FCC»

5 The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting the Company’s

w; fior the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that the Company
swill use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the
tederal wimversal service provisions of 47 U.8.C. § 254,

& In the process of determining whether federal universal service support is used i

3 manner consistent with the Federal Communications Act, the “universal service principles”

shed in Section 254(b) are instructive, That Section states that the FCC shall base

“molicies for the preservation and advancement of universal service™ on certain, specifically

i

whontilied principles;

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

() 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
canswmers and those in rural, insular, and high-cost areas, should have access to
welecommurnucations and information services, including interexchange services
and advanced telecommunications and information services, that are reasonably
cormparable to those services provided in urban areas and that are avaiable at
rares that are reasonably comparable to rates charged for similar services in urban

HEiiiacn

(6] Flementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care
sroviders, and  libraries  should have access to [certain}] advanced

e A YR o e e A AR AT g oy

Beport and Drder, § 188



The FCC has dechined to dictate specifically how the states should ensure that

cwrviors are using federal universal service support consistent with the federal law, but has

4 gxamples of how the support can be used to appropriately further universal service goals.
The PO 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 suppoit to high cost rural areas . . ..

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

in rural areas to ensure that services provided in those areas are reasonably
comparable 1o services provided in urban areas of the state.’

% The FCC provided the above examples as illustrative and not exhaustive
gxampios of how support can be used consistent with Section 254(e). Other uses are appropriate
nrevided the Stte Commission believes they are consistent with the federal universal service
principles contained in Section 254.

G, The Company. as a designated eligible telecommunications cartier, has received

ral untversal service support in the past and expects to receive support during calendar year
2607 As of this ime, specific support amounts the Company should receive in 2002 have not
ve! been adentified by USAC.  The Company, however, offers the following estimates

concerning the support it expects to receive’:

High-Cost Loop Support § 345,168
Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) $ 215,628
Safety Net Additive Support § N/A
Sufery Valve Support $ N/A

" imth Hepon and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No 96-45 (In the Matter of the
¥ se Joint Board on Universal Service), FCC 99-306. 9 96, November 2, 1999.

* i1 should be noted that Leng Term Sopport amounts are not referenced because the FCC bas indicated that w will
1 with cortification under 47 UST Section 254(e) for these amounts See Fourteenth Report and Order footnote
of A4




10 For calendar year 2002, the Company intends to make the following network
facility snd equipment investments. Exchange plant facility and equipment improvements,
seluding fiber and electronics for the provisioning of DLCs (digital loop carrier) to tural areas

1. In providing local exchange telecommunications services, the Company will also
imenr other costs. In 2002, these costs will include: Plant and equipment maintenance exXpenses,
sther expenses associated with facility and equipment upgrades, general and administrative
expanses and other typical operating expenses.

12 The Company estimates that the total costs described above relating to its planned
natwark facility and equipment investments and other expenses to be incurred in providing local
gxchange telecommunications services to its customers in both Nebraska and South Dakota will
exceed £1,165,000.

13 Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law end
atso the recent FCC orders referenced herein, the 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 the Company to: (1) maintain

it

s for its local exchange services that are affordable and reasonably comparable to rates bé.ing
charged for the same services in urban areas, and (2) to upgrade its telecommunications facilities
and equipment as necessary to meet evolving service requirements and maintain high quality
corvice, The use of federal universal service support for these purposes is clearly consistent with
the federal universal service provisions,

14 Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of [company

2fficer] attached as Exhibit A, the Company requests that this Commission issue an appropriate
cortification to the FCC and USAC indicating that the Company is in compliance wath 47 U.S.C.

&

§ 2%4(g) and should receive all federal universal service support determined for distribution 10

5



the Company 1n 2002, In order to ensure that this certification is issued to the FCC prior to
October 1, 2001, the Company would further ask the Commission to expedite the process that s
indtiated based on this filing.

Dated this 7t hday of September 2001.

Respectfully submitted,

o aE——

(signed by corparate attorney)
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ExmisitT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of the Company, I, [company officer] 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 umiversal 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 suppost
smounts received by the Company will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and
upprading of facilities and services for which the support is intended consistent with 47 U.8.C.

§ 254(e).

e e

Ul Ay e O
&'/‘ (signature of autiprized a/?:n*r,z
¥

STATE OF __ Nebe )
= ) ss.
COUNTY OF ijf £ \

Subseribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for said county and state, on
. « : -
this /7 dayof ,»_Dﬁlj_ex/; 2001,

<
O 3, ne
/ . 2 e O R TR R A

Notary Public
My Commission Expires: G - lp -~ D005




South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of September 6, 2001 through September 12, 2004

If you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, piease contact
Delaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605-773-3809

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

CTO-038 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Denise Haerter, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, against
Midcontinent Communications, Inc. and Qwest Corporation Regarding Unauthorized
Switching of Services.

Lomplainant alleges that she had no instate or out of state long distance service between July 20, 2001 and
August 27, 2001, because her service was switched without her consent. The complainant wants an answer in
wity this was done and which company is responsible. The complainant is seeking a letter of apalogy from the
company responsible and a check for $1000.00 for the violation.

Btafl Analyst Charlere Lund
Biaf! Attorney Karen E. Cremer
sae Docketed: 09/07/01
svenhon Deadline: NJA

CHOT-002 In the Matter of the Complaint filed by Veda J. Boxwell, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, against

MidAmerican Energy Company Regarding Refusal to Accept a Reasonable Payment Plan
and Disconnection of Services.

Complainant alieges that the company refuses to set a reasonable payment plan and threatens to disconnect
services. Complainant requests the company to continue services at 1000 N. Minnesota, Sioux Falls, SD untii the:

msUe s resolved; to negotiate a payment plan that she can keep; separate the two bills: and to set a hearing on
e matter tmmediately.

Stafl Analyst: Charlene Lund
Stafl Atlomey. Karen E. Cremer
Date Docketed: 09/12/01
Intervention Deadline: N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TCO1-148 in the Matter of the Filing for Approval of a Reciprocal Transport and Termination

Agreement and Type 2 Wireless Agreement between Brookings Municipal Utilities d.b.a
Swiftel Communications and Beresford Municipal Telephone Company.

Lan September 10, 2001, the Commission received a request for approval of a Reciprocal Transport and
Termination Agreement and Type 2 Wireless Agreement between Brookings Municipal Utilities d.b.a Swiftel
sommmunications (Swiftel) and Beresford Municipal Telephone Company (Beresford). According tc the
Anresment, the parties agree to establish Type 2 Interconnection arrangements to one another alfowing for the
sport and termination of wireline to wireless and wireless to wireline traffic over each ather's network. The
parties also agree that Beresford will provide tandem and transport arrangements to interconnect Swifiel with
othir carmiers. Any party wishing to comment on the agreement may do so by filing written comments with the
Lmmission and the parties to the agreement no later than October 1, 2001. Parties to the agreament may file
whlten responses to the comments no later than twenty days after the service of the initial comments.

4
1

f Aforney Welly Frazier
Docketed  08/70/01
instigh Comments Due 10/01/01

TEo1-147 In the Matter of the Request of Great Plains Communications, Inc. for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.
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P Box 66
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Dienr Debira,

Please find enclosed the original copy of our request for certification. | believe everything is in order If it
msn, please give me a call

Thank-vou so much for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,
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Weil Classen
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(402} 569- 2666
Fax

{402} 3694455
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) ORDER GRANTING
THREE RIVER TELCO FOR CERTIFICATION ) CERTIFICATION
REGARDING TS USE OF FEDERAL )
UNIVERSAL SERVICE SUPPORT ) TC01-148

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 cadifies at 47
§ CF R 54314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federat
uriversal 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 ard
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.
rnaintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
Thus certification requirement applies to various categories of federal universal sesvice
support, including support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301. 54 305, andfior
24.307, andlor 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
fies the requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.

The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal suppart for
all four quarters during calendar year 2001 is currently due to be filed with the ECC 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
gertify 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 September 11, 2001, the South Dakota Public Utilites Commission
(Commission) received a ﬁlmg from Three River Telco (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 all federal

CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, ouhtmﬁw R
Order, Twenty Second Order on Reconsiderat ion,
s ol Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45. and Do
Qrder in CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Releaserd May 3
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universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universa
sarvice 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 September 13, 2001, the Commission electronically transmitted notice of the
filing and the intervention deadline of September 17, 2001, to interested individuals and
antities. No parties sought intervention.

At its regularly scheduled meeting of September 18, 2001, the Commission
considered this matter.

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26
4%-31, and 47 U.S.C. § 254. The Commission found that the Company is eligible 1o
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 Cammission unanimously voted to approve Company's Request for Certification
Regarding Its Use of Federal Universal Service Support. 1t is therefore

ORDERED, that the Company is eligible to receive federal support as it states it wilt
only use the support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and
services for which the support is intended. [tis

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

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this /.5 - day of September, 2001.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

Tne undersigned hereby certifies that this
dgucument has been served today upon all parties of

L reoond i this docket, as histed on the docket service //‘ /
ast, by facsiie or by first class mail, in properly — /(//?M/} o L/{,M
anressed enn upes ».mh charges prepald thereon MMES A BUR"G Chalm an
//

At st th o
Trates t//)rw /(/7/ LA/

PAM NELSON, Commnssmnur

(OFFICIAL SEAL)




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 Report and
Qrder, Twenty Second Order on Recansideration. 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 telecommunicati
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant to
CFR §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 36, subpart F. The carriers lis
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which support tf
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used only
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which

support is intended. The Commission has granted certification to the follow
companies:

Armour Independent Telephone Company

Battic 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





