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Dear Ms. Van Gerpen: 

Enclosed you will find two Petitions. Both Petitions seek arbitration and request consolidations 
of the two actions. These Petitions are being filed on behalf of Sprint Communications 
Company, L.P. 

I have only faxed the Petitions, given the voluminous nature of the exhibits. The exhibits will 
accompany the original Petition to be placed in the file. I have also e-filed the Petitions and the 
exhibits today. The original Petitions and exhibits will be mailed to you. 

Pursuant to instructions of staff, I will not be providing ten copies because I have e-filed the 
entire Petitions and all exhibits. 
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If you need anything additional from me for these filings, please Jct me know immediately. 
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c: Mary Sisak 

Meredith Moore 
Clients 

Sincerely, 
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PETITION FOR ARBITRATION 
AND REQUEST FOR CONSOLIDATION 

Sprint Communications Company L. P. ("Sprint"), by and through its attorneys, 

hereby petitions the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission ("Commission") to 

arbitrate, pursuant to SDCL 49-31-81 and ARSD 20: 10:32:29-32, and Section 252(b) of 

the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, 

Pub. L. No. 104-104, 110 Stat. 56 (1996) (the"Act"), certain terms and conditions of a 

proposed Interconnection Agreement between Sprint and [nterstate Telecommunications 

Coop. ("Interstate" or "ILEC") (hereafter, Sprint and Interstate are collectively referred to 

as the "Parties") for the State of South Dakota. Sprint is also filing a separate arbitration 

petition between Sprint and City of Brookings Utilities d/b/a Swiftcl ("Swiftel") 

contemporaneously with this filing. Sprint, Interstate and Swiftel were involved in 

collective negotiations with several other South Dakota ILECs before these petitions 

were filed. Sprint, however, is only filing arbitration petitions against Interstate and 

Swiftel. Since the petitions contain many issues that are identical which could be 

addressed at the same time, thus limiting the burden on the Commission, Sprint 

respectfully requests the Commission to consolidate the petitions into one proceeding. 

This Petition includes background information on the Parties, the history of 

Sprint's interconnection negotiations with Interstate, the Commission's jurisdiction and 

applicable legal standards, a comprehensive presentation of the unresolved issues 

including the positions of both Parties on all of the major issues, and each of the 

requirements set forth in ARSD 20: I 0:32:29. The Exhibits to the Petition set forth the 

following additional information: (1) the letters indicating the dates on which Sprint 
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requested negotiation of interconnection agreements under Sections 251 and 252' of the 

Act with each I LEC, triggering the arbitration schedule associated with this Petition, 

(attached hereto as Exhibit A); (2) documents indicating the Parties' agreed upon 

arbitration "window" under the Act (attached hereto as Exhibit B); (3) a Disputed Points 

List ("DPL") (attached hereto as Exhibit C); (4) the proposed Interconnection Agreement 

with Sprint's proposed language in bold underline format and lntcrstate's proposed 

language in bold italic format, and the agreed to language in nonrntlized text (the 

"Proposed Interconnection Agreement") (attached hereto as Exhibit D); and, additional 

documentation pursuant to A.R.S.D. 20: l 0:32:29(7) (attached hereto as Exhibit EJ. 

Sprint respectfully requests the Commission to resolve each of the issues 

identified in Section IX of this Petition by ordering the Parties to incorporate Sprint's 

proposed language and positions into the Interconnection Agreements that will result 

from this arbitration. 

I. APPLICABLE LEGAL STANDARDS. 

l. This Commission has jurisdiction over this Petition for Arbitration pursuant 

to Section 252(b)(l) of the Act.2 Under the Act, Parties negotiating for interconnection or 

resale of services within a particular state may petition the state commission for arbitration 

of any unresolved issues during the 135th to the 160th day of such negotiation. 3 

Accordingly, Sprint files this Petition with the Commission on this date to preserve its 

rights under Section 252(b) of the Act and to seek relief from the Commission in resolving 

the outstanding disputes. 

1 47 U.S.C §§ 251 and 252. 
2 47 u.s.c. § 25l(b)(l). 
3 47 U.S.C. § 252(b). 
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2. Pursuant to Section 252(b)(4)(C) of the Act,4 this arbitration is to be 

concluded not later than nine months after date the !LEC received a request for 

negotiations, which in this case was November I 0, 2005. The Parties extended the 

arbitration window April 10, 2006, May 15, 2006, June 9, 2006, July 11, 2006 and 

August I 0, 2006. Therefore, the date applicable to Sprint's request for negotiation is 

May I 0, 2006. By statute, the arbitration shall be concluded on or before February l 0, 

2007. 

3. This arbitration must be resolved under the standards established in 

Sections 251 and 252 of the Act, the rules adopted and orders issued by the Federal 

Communications Commission ("FCC") in implementing the Act, and the applicable rules 

and orders of this Commission. Section 252 of the Act requires that a state commission 

resolve open issues through arbitration to: 

(I) ensure that such resolution and conditions meet the requirements 
of section 251, including the regulations prescribed by the [FCC] 
pursuant to section 251; [ and] 

(2) establish any rates for interconnection, services, or network 
elements according to subsection (d) [of section 252).5 

4. The Commission may, under its own state law authority, impose additional 

requirements pursuant to Section 252(e)(3) of the Act, as long as such requirements are 

consistent with the Act and the FCC's regulations. 6 

4 47 U.S.C. § 252(b)(4)(C). 
5 47 U.S.C. § 252(c). 
6 47 U.S.C. § 252(e); Implementation of the local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act 
of 1996, CC Docket No. 96-98, First Report and Order, 11 FCC Red. 13042, ,r,r 233,244 (1996) (local 
Competition Order). See Also 47 U.S.C. § 251(d)(3) (contemplating that states may impose additional 
"access and interconnection obligations It over and above those required by federal law). 
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5. The Commission should make an affirmative finding that the rates, terms, 

and conditions that it prescribes in this proceeding are consistent with the requirements of 

Sections 25l(a) and (b), and 252(d) of the Act 

6. Although Sprint has attempted to identify lnterstate's position with respect 

to the issues contained herein, the position statements are by no means exhaustive and 

represent Sprint's best efforts to accurately identify the areas of disagreement between 

the Parties and to accurately reflect lnterstate's positions as Sprint understands them as of 

the time of this filing. Sprint reserves its rights to address any ILEC position that may be 

presented in response to this Petition. Sprint also respectfully requests a reasonable 

opportunity to supplement this Petition to provide any additional information deemed 

necessary by the Commission. In the event the Parties are able to resolve additional 

issues after Sprint files this Petition, Sprint will file an amended DPL along with any 

other relevant documentation, prior to the hearing on this matter. 

II. NAME, ADDRESS, TELEPHONE AND FACSIMILE NUMBERS OF THE 
PETITIONER AND ITS COUNSEL. 

7. Sprint is a Delaware limited partnership with its principal place of business 

at 6200 Sprint Parkway, Overland Park, Kansas 66251. Sprint is a telecommunications 

carrier providing interexchange telecommunications services in South Dakota pursuant to 

Certificates of Service Authority issued by this Commission. Sprint maintains tariffs on 

file with the Commission describing the rates, terms, and conditions for its services, and 

files annual reports on its operations. The Commission also entered its Order Granting 

Amended Certificate of Authority, Docket No. TC96-156 authorizing Sprint to offer local 
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exchange telecommunications services "statewide throughout South Dakota"' ("CLEC 

certificate"). Sprint's CLEC certificate also states that "with respect to rural telephone 

companies, Sprint will have to come before the Commission in another proceeding before 

being able to provide service in that rural service area ..... " 

8. Contemporaneously herewith, or shortly after this Petition, Sprint intends to 

file an application seeking authority to operate in lnterstate's territory. Specifically, Sprint 

is seeking authority to operate in the following South Dakota exchanges for Interstate: 

Castlewood, Elkton, Estelline, Hayti, Lakenorden and White. 

9. The names, addresses and contact information for Sprint's representatives in 

this proceeding are as follows: 

Talbot J. Wieczorek 
Gunderson, Palmer, Goodsell & Nelson, LLP 
PO Box 8045 
Rapid City SD 57709 
Phone: 605-342-1078 Ext 139 
Fax: 605-342-0480 
Email: tjw@gpgnlaw.com 

Diane C. Browning 
Attorney, State Regulatory Affairs 
Mailstop: KSOPHN0212-2A41 l 
6450 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, Kansas 66251 
Voice: 913-315-9284 
Fax: 913-523-0571 
Email: diane.c.browning@sprint.com 

Monica M. Barone 
Senior Counsel 
6450 Sprint Parkway 
Mailstop: KSOPHN0212-2A521 
Overland Park, Kansas 66251 
Voice: 913-315-9134 
Fax: 913-523-2738 
Email: monica.barone@sprint.com 

CLEC Certificate, p. l, ,r 5. 
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Ill. NAME, ADDRESS AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF ILEC AND ITS 
COUNSEL. 

10. Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative's principal place of business is 

located at 312 Fourth Street West, Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226. Interstate is an 

Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers in this state within the meaning of Section 251 (h) of 

the Act. Within its respective operating territories, ILEC has been the incumbent provider 

of telephone exchange service during all relevant times. 

11. The names, addresses and contact information for ILECs' representatives 

during the negotiations with Sprint are as follows: 

Interstate 
Telecommunications 
Cooperative 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donohoe, LLP 
100 North Phillips Avenue, 9th Floor 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57104 
Voice: (605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 

Jerry Heilberger 
General Manager 
312 Fourth Street West 
Clear Lake South Dakota 5 7226 

IV. BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE NEGOTIATION HISTORY. 

12. On November 10, 2005, Interstate received Sprint's request to negotiate an 

interconnection agreement ("RFN") pursuant to Sections 251 and 252 of the Act. Sprint 

included a proposed interconnection agreement with the RFN as a starting point for 

negotiations. Copies of Sprint's RFNs to Interstate, along with evidence of receipt of such 

RFN by Interstate, are attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A to the Petition. 
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13. On February 27, 2006, Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone 

Company ("Bridgewater-Canistota") and Vivian Telephone Company ("Vivian") sent 

Sprint an entirely new proposed interconnection agreement. During a joint call with Sprint 

and the other South Dakota incumbent local exchange companies on March 3, 2006, 

Interstate agreed to use the agreement proposed by Vivian and Bridgewater-Canistota in 

the forthcoming negotiations. In an effort to precede with substantive negotiations with all 

of the incumbent local exchange companies, including Interstate, Sprint red-lined the new 

proposed agreement and sent it back to lLECs on March 9, 2006. Sprint and ILECs then 

began negotiations toward an interconnection agreement. On April I 0, 2006, the Parties 

agreed to an extension of the arbitration window. On May 15, 2006, the Parties agreed to 

an additional extension of the arbitration window. On June 9, 2006, the Parties agreed to 

an additional extension of the arbitration window. The Parties agreed to additional 

extensions on July 11, 2006 and August 10, 2006. Interstate and Sprint have met with the 

intent to either come to agreement, or identify for the Commission those issues that remain 

in dispute between the Parties. The negotiations resolved a number of issues; however, 

the Parties have not resolved differences over contract language and policy issues that are 

substantial and critical to Sprint's business plans. Attached as Exhibit C is the Disputed 

Points List detailing the remaining disputes. Sprint asks the Commission to arbitrate each 

of these remaining disputes, to find in Sprint's favor, and to adopt Sprint's Interconnection 

Agreement. Sprint is willing to continue negotiating with Interstate in good faith after this 

Petition is filed, and hopes to resolve issues prior to any arbitration hearing. 
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V. DATE OF INITIAL REQUEST FOR NEGOTIATION, AND DAY 135, 
DAY 160 AND NINE MONTHS AFTER THAT DATE. 

14. Interstate received Sprint's request to negotiate on November l 0, 2005. 

Snbsequent to the initial request, Sprint and Interstate agreed to a thirty clay extension of 

the arbitration window on April l 0, 2006. On May 15, 2006, by joint extension of the 

Parties, the arbitration window was extended. The Parties agreed to extend the arbitration 

window again on June 9, 2006, July 11, 2006 and August JO, 2006. The date 135 days 

after receipt of Sprint's request is September 21, 2006; the 160th day thereafter is October 

16, 2006. Accordingly, pursuant to Act, the arbitration shall be concluded on or before 

February 10, 2007, nine months after ILEC's received Sprint's request for negotiation. 

VI. ISSUES RESOLVED BY THE PARTIES. 

15. The Parties have resolved many issues and negotiated contract language to 

govern the Parties' relationship, which is reflected in the proposed Interconnection 

Agreement in Exhibit D. These negotiated portions of the Agreement are shown in normal 

type. To the extent Interstate asserts that any of these provisions remain in dispute, Sprint 

reserves the right to present evidence and argument on why they should be resolved in the 

manner shown in Exhibit D. 

VII. UNRESOLVED ISSUES THAT ARE NOT BEING SUBMITTED FOR 
ARBITRATION 

16. There are no unresolved issues that are not being submitted for arbitration. 

VIII. UNRESOLVED ISSUES SUBMITTED FOR ARBITRATION. 

17. The primary issues in dispute are (1) the definition of End User for which 

traffic will be exchanged under the terms and conditions of the Agreement; (2) the method 
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of interconnection for the exchange of traffic between the Parties' End Users; (3) whether 

the interconnection trunks can he used for muti-use and multi-jurisdictional purposes; (4) 

compensation for tem1inating traffic subject to section 251 (b )(5) of the Act; ( 5) whether 

Interstate is responsible for any facility or transit charges associated with their originated 

traffic; (6) the rates for direct interconnection facilities; and, (7) Local Number Portability. 

18. The unresolved issues are set forth in the Disputed Points List, which is 

attached as Exhibit C. The DPL assigns each issue a number, identifies the section(s) of 

the Proposed Interconnection Agreement that is (arc) affected by the issue, and sets forth 

the positions and the proposed language for the interconnection agreement of the Parties 

on each issue. As described in the DPL, tenns and conditions to which the Parties have 

agreed are in normal text. Sprint's contract terms that Interstate opposes appear in bold 

underline text. Interstate's proposed terms that Sprint opposes appear in bold it:1/ic text. 

19. The attached DPL organizes the list of issues according to how they are 

presented in this Petition. The proposed language of the actual agreement, which contains 

all tem1s, disputed and agreed upon, is attached as Exhibit D. 

IX. ISSUES TO BE ARBITRATED 

Issue No. 1: 

20. Should the definition of End User in this Agreement include end users of a 

service provider for which Sprint provides interconnection, telecommunications services 

or other telephone exchange services? 

Related Agreement Provisons: Scope of the Agreement, Sections 1.1 and 1.2; 
Definition of End User, Section 2.5, and as the term is used throughout the document; 
Interco1111ection, Section 3.5. 
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Sprint's Position: 

21. Yes. The definition of End User in the Interconnection Agreement should 

include end users of a service provider for which Sprint provides interconnection, 

telecommunications services or other telephone exchange services. 

22. Neither the Act nor the FCC's implementing rules or orders limit a 

Telecommunications Carrier's ability to interconnect to those situations where the 

Telecommnnications Carrier has a retail relationship with the end user customer. Indeed, 

the FCC has recognized the existence of a wholesale or third-party market for various 

network functions or elements by including their existence in its impaim1ent criteria for 

ILEC unbundling rules. 8 Furthermore, the FCC has interpreted the will of Congress to 

mean it should look for innovative ways to encourage the development of facilities-based 

local competition by removing regulatory barriers to market entry.' More specifically, the 

FCC has recognized and endorsed the need for cooperative relationships among service 

providers whereby one provides a retail service and another provides PSTN 

interconnectivity. 10 Together Congress and the FCC recognize the importance of providing 

competitive carriers flexibility in how they deploy their services. This flexibility provides 

an environment in which communications services can be made available at just, 

reasonable and affordable rates from a variety of providers. And it is this flexibility that 

has enabled Sprint to partner with other competitive providers in bringing a competitive 

voice offering to consumers throughout the United States. 

8 In the Matter of Unbundled Access to Network Elements, FCC Docket No. 04-290, Order on Remand, 
Feb. 4, 2005, including, but not limited to ,r,r 113, 114, 116, 117, 122, 126, 127, and 134. 
9 In re Vonage Holdings Corporation Petition /Or Declaratory Ruling Concerning an Order of the 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, WC Docket No. 03-211, FCC 04-267, rel. November 12, 2004, t 
2 ("Yonage") and In the Matter of Administration of the North American Numbering Plan, CC Docket 
No. 99-200, FCC 05-20, rel. February 1, 2005, ,r 6 ("SBCIS Order"). 
10 Vonage at 18. 
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23. In this Arbitration, Sprint is seeking to interconnect with [nterstate to offer 

competitive alternatives for voice services to consumers in South Dakota through a 

business model m which Sprint, together with other competitive service providers, 

provides local voice service to those consumers. Specifically, in South Dakota, Sprint has 

entered into a business arrangement with MCC Telephony, Inc. to support its South 

Dakota affiliate's (MCC Telephony of the Midwest, Inc.) (''MCC") offering of local and 

long distance voice services to the general public in the service territories of [nterstate. 

This relationship enables MCC to enter and compete in the local and long distance voice 

market without having to "build" a complete telephone company. [t allows Sprint to enter 

and compete in the local and long distance voice markets in Interstate' s exchanges without 

having to lease last mile loops or unbundled network elements from Interstate. 

24. While MCC will provide the "last mile" portion of the network which 

includes the MCC hybrid fiber coax facilities, the same facilities it uses to provide video 

and broadband Internet access, Sprint will provide all public switched telephone network 

(PSTN) interconnection utilizing Sprint's switchll (MCC does not own or provide its own 

switching) and the interconnection agreements Sprint has or will be negotiating with the 

rural incumbent local exchange carriers. Retail service will be provided in MCC's name 

and MCC will be responsible for its local network, marketing and sales, end-user billing, 

customer service and installation. Sprint will provide all number acquisition by using 

existing numbers or acquiring new numbers and will provide all number administration 

functions including the filing of number utilization reports (NRUF) with the North 

American Numbering Plan Administrator (NANP A). Sprint will perform the porting 

11 Sprint will directly bill interexchange carriers for the any traffic carried to and from the proposed end 
users. 
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function, whether the port is from Interstate or a Competitive Local Exchange Carrier 

("CLEC") to Sprint or vice versa. Sprint will also be responsible for all inter-carrier 

compensation, including interstate and intrastate access and reciprocal compensation. 

Sprint will be responsible for such direct end-user services as operator services, directory 

assistance, and directory assistance call completion. Sprint will also provision 911 circuits 

to the appropriate Public Safety Answering Points (PSAP) through Interstatc's selective 

routers, perfonn 911 database administration, and negotiate contracts with PSAPs where 

necessary. Additionally, Sprint will place directory listings, on behalf of end-user 

customers, in the Interstate or third-party directories. In this business model, Sprint is a 

telecommunications carrier as defined in Section 153(44) of the Act, and Sprint offers its 

interconnection and other services indiscriminately to all carriers who desire Sprint's 

services and who have comparable last-mile facilities to the cable companies. 

25. Finally, it should be noted that Sprint already has existing interconnection 

agreements in place with incumbent local exchange carriers in several other states for the 

same business model that is the subject of this proceeding. Those agreements encompass 

the end users of a service provider for which Sprint provides interconnection, 

telecommunications services or other telephone exchange services. In these other states, 

Sprint is providing various telecommunications services ( among other things, 

interconnection to the PSTN) to competing service providers and not directly to the retail 

end users. The states in which Sprint currently has such agreements with ILECs are 

Missouri, Minnesota, Kansas, Nebraska, Mississippi, Louisiana, Wisconsin, Ohio, 

Michigan, Illinois, Texas, New York, New Jersey, Georgia, Florida, Pennsylvania, 

Arizona, Iowa, Washington, Alabama, California and Massachusetts. In addition, the 
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Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission (''[URC") recently issued its arbitration decision in 

Cause No. 43051-INT-Ol, consolidated with 43053-JNT-01 and 43055-INT-1 on 

September 6, 2006. Therein, the [URC ruled in Sprint's fovor on this issue. Sprint and the 

relevant ILECs must submit a conforming agreement within thirty calendar days of the 

issuance of the TURC's order. Sprint is simply requesting au end user definition to 

facilitate the same arrangement with Interstate that Sprint has successfully negotiated or 

arbitrated with these other ILECs. 

Interstate Position: 

26. No. The interconnection agreement between Sprint and Interstate should be 

limited to the provision of service to benefit Sprint retail end users only and should not be 

used by Sprint to serve its wholesale customer's end users. 

Issue No. 2: 

27. Should the Interconnection Agreement permit the Parties to combine 

wireless and wireliue traffic on interconnection trunks? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Scope of the Agreement, Section 1. I; Definition 
of Local Traffic, Section 2. 16, and as used the term is used throughout the document; 
Definition of Telecomunications Traffic, Section 2.24, and as the tennis used throughout 
the document; Definition of Percent Local Usage (PLU), Section 2. 19, and as the tem1 is 
used in Section 8.2.2; Interconnection, Section 3.5; and, Interconnection Facility, Section 
5.5. 

Sprint's Position: 

28. Yes. The proposed Interconnection Agreement should allow the Parties to 

combine wireless and wireline traffic onto interconnection trunks. Multi-use (i.e., wireless 

and wireline) trunking is the most efficient way to interconnect and also eliminates the 

need to negotiate separate interconnection agreements. There is no technical reason why 
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wireless and wirelinc traffic should be segregated onto different interconnection trunks. 

Interstate can benefit from this more efficient form of interconnection because muti-use 

trunking will require fewer ports to be used on Interstate's switches, fewer trunks will have 

to be provisioned, and fewer orders will have to be processed. 

29. Sprint has agreed to be responsihle for compensation for all traffic that is 

terminated over the interconnection facilities. Moreover, Sprint will provide industry 

standard call records that can be used for billing purposes. Sprint also agrees to provide 

the necessary records for audit purposes to ensure accurate billing. All 251 (b )(5) traffic, 

whether wireline or wireless, is subject to reciprocal compensation. Under these 

circumstances, there is minimal exposure to Interstate for lost compensation due to 

inaccurate identification and billing of traffic. Accordingly, the Commission should 

approve Sprint's proposed multi-use trunking language. 

Interstate Position: 

30. Although Interstate's position to exclude the Sprint multi-use trunking 

language and related definitions in this Agreement 1s not entirely clear, apparently 

Interstate fears it will not be compensated appropriately (i.e. reciprocal compensation for 

wire line and wireless traffic) for traffic which is tem1inated onto the interconnection 

trunks. 

Issue No. 3: 

31. Should the Interconnection Agreement permit the Parties to combine all 

traffic subject to reciprocal compensation charges and traffic subject to access charges 

onto interconnection trunks? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Scope of the Agreement, Sections 1.1 and 1.2; 
Definition of Traffic, Section 2.25 and as the term is used throughout the document; 
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Definition of Percent Local Usage (PLU), Section 2.19, and as the term is used in Section 
8.2.2; Interconnection, Sections 3.4 and 3.6; and, lntercarrier Compensation, Sections 
8.2.1 and 8.2.2. 

Sprint's Position: 

32. Yes. The proposed Interconnection Agreement should allow the Parties lo 

combine all traffic subject to reciprocal compensation charges and all traffic suhjeet to 

access charges onto interconnection trunks. Multi-jurisdictional (i.e., reciprocal 

compensation and access) trunking is the most efficient way to interconnect. 

33. Sprint has agreed to be responsible for compensation for all traffic that is 

terminated over the interconnection facilities. Moreover, Sprint will provide industry 

standard call records that can he used for direct billing or development of factors (percent 

interstate usage ("PIU") and percent local usage ("PLU")). Sprint also agrees to provide 

the necessary records for audit purposes to ensure accurate billing. Under these 

circumstances, there is minimal exposure to Interstate for lost compensation due to 

inaccurate identification and billing of traffic. Accordingly, the Commission should 

approve Sprint's proposed multi-jurisdictional trunking language. 

lllterstate Position: 

34. Although lnterstate's position to exclude the Sprint multi-jurisdictional 

language and related definitions in this Agreement 1s not entirely clear, apparently 

Interstate fears it will not be compensated appropriately (i.e. reciprocal compensation rates 

versus switched access rates) for traffic that is tem1inated onto the interconnection trunks. 

Issue No. 4: 

35. Should the Interconnection Agreement contain prov1s10ns for indirect 

interconnection consistent with Section 25l(a) of the Act? 

17 



Related Agreement Provisions: Definition of Interconnection, Section 2. IO; 
Indirect Traffic Interconnection, Sections 6.1 and 6.2; and, Dialing Parity, Section 9.1. 

Sprint's Position: 

36. Yes. Section 251(a) of the Act requires each telecommunications carrier to 

interconnect directly or indirectly with the facilities and equipment of other 

telecommunications carriers. 

37. The plain language and the structure of section 25 l(a) establish that all 

telecommunications caiTiers, including Interstate, have an independent and ongoing 

obligation to interconnect directly or indirectly with other telecommunications carriers. To 

find otherwise would render section 25 l(a) moot. Interstate cannot dictate that Sprint 

interconnect with it directly. 

Interstate Position: 

38. Although lnterstate's position on excluding indirect interconnection 

provisions in the Agreement is not entirely clear, apparently Interstate does not believe that 

it should be required to pay transit fees for ILEC-originated wireline traffic when 

interconnection is accomplished indirectly. 

Issue No. 5: 

39. In an indirect interconnection scenano, is the ILEC responsible for any 

facility or transit charges related to delivering its originating traffic to Sprint outside of its 

exchange boundaries? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Indirect Traffic Interconnection, Sections 6.3 
and 6A. 
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Sprint's Position: 

40. Y cs. Interstate, as the originating party, is responsible to pay transit charges 

related to the delivery of Interstate-originated traffic to Sprint outside of Interstate's 

exchange boundaries. Under the FCC's Calling Party Network Pays ("CPNP") regime, the 

originating party is responsible for payment of reciprocal compensation to the tenninating 

network party and is responsible for all costs associated with the delivery of its originated 

telecommunications traffic to the terminating party. As the FCC stated in its lntercarricr 

Compensation Reform Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, ''[uJnder current Commission 

rules interpreting the reciprocal compensation obligations of incumbent LECs, the calling 

party's LEC must compensate the called party's LEC for the additional costs associated 

with transporting the call from the carriers' interconnection point to the called party's end 

office, and for the additional costs of terminating the call to the called party"" ( emphasis 

in original). 

41. In addition, 47 CFR § 51.703(b) states: 

"ALEC may not assess charges on any other telecommunications 
carrier for telecommunications traffic that originates on the LEC's 
network." 

This rule makes it clear that the terminating party cannot be assessed charges for traffic it 

receives from the originating party. This issue of the originating party being responsible 

for transit has been favorably decided by multiple state commissions including Illinois, 

Pennsylvania, Georgia, Tennessee, Iowa, and most recently, Indiana. Accordingly, 

Sprint's proposed language regarding Interstate's responsibility to pay transit charges 

12 In the Matter of Developing a Unified lntercarrier Compensation Regime, FCC-01-132, CC 
Docket No. 01-92, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, rel. April 27, 2001, at ,s (emphasis in original). 
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related to the delivery of [ntcrstalc-originated traffic to Sprint outside of Sprint exchange 

boundaries should be adopted. 

luterstate Position: 

42. Sprint must pay for the delivery of Interstate's-originatcd traffic outside of 

its exchange boundary area. 

Issue No. 6: 

43. What Direct Interconnection Terms should be contained ll1 the 

Interconnection Agreement? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Interconnection Sections 3, 3.1, 3.1.1, 3.1.1.1, 
3.1.1.2, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, Interconnection Facility, Sections 5.1, 5.1.l, 5.1.2, 5.1.3, 5.1.4, 
5.1.5, 5.1.6, 5.2, 5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.2.3, 5.2.4, 5.2.5. 

Sprint's Position: 

44. Sprint agrees with Interstate that each party is responsible for the costs and 

any requirements on its side of the point of interconnection ("POI"). Sprint, however, 

disagrees with Interstate on the location and number of POis. Sprint proposes to establish 

a POI on lnterstate's network to deliver Sprint-originated traffic and for Interstate to 

establish a POI on Sprint's network to deliver Interstate-originated traffic. Additionally, if 

the parties were to agree or the Commission was to order the parties to share the cost of a 

two-way interconnection facility as discussed in Issue 8, Sprint would agree to establish a 

POI on lnterstate's network for the mutual exchange of traffic. 

Interstate Position: 

45. The parties will mutually agree to a POI within Interstate's local exchange 

area. 
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Issue No. 7: 

46. What are the appropriate rates for direct interconnection facilities·> 

Related Agreement Provisions: Interconnection Facility, Sections 5.3 and 5.4. 

Sprint's Position: 

47. A forward-looking pricing methodology is appropriate to determine a just 

and reasonable rate for the interconnection facilities provided by Interstate to Sprint. In 

fact, 47 U.S.C. 20l(b) requires that all charges related to communication services, 

including interconnection facilities, provided under the Act be "just and reasonable." 

Both Congress and the FCC recognized that interconnection is fundamental to competition 

and that the imposition of uneconomic interconnection costs would pose a barrier to 

competition. Specifically, 47 U.S.C. § 252(d)(l) sets out the pricing standard for 

interconnection, stating: 

"Determinations by a State commission of the just and reasonable 
rate for the interconnection of facilities and equipment for 
purposes of subsection c(2) of section 251 ... shall be based on the 
cost (determined without reference to a rale-o.freturn or other 
rate-based proceeding) of providing the interconnection ... , 
nondiscriminatory, and may include a reasonable profit." 
(Emphasis supplied.) 

As the Supreme Court noted: 

As to pricing, the Act provides that when incumbent and 
requesting carriers fail to agree, state commissions will set a "just 
and reasonable" and "nondiscriminatory" rate for interconnection 
or the lease of network elements based on "the cost of providing 
the ... network element," which "may include a reasonable 
profit." n 15 § 252( d)( 1 ). In setting these rates, the state 
commissions are, however, subject to that important limitation 
previously unknown to utility regulation: the rate must be 
"determined without reference to a rate-o.freturn or other rate­
based proceeding." Ibid. In AT&T Corp. v. Iowa Utilities Bel., 
525 U.S. 366, 384-385, 142 L. Ed. 2d 834, 119 S. Ct. 721 (1999), 
this Court upheld the FCC's jurisdiction to impose a new 
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methodology on the States when setting these rates. ( Emphasis 
supplied.) 11 

48. The implementing regulations for the Act require that when dctcrn1ining the 

LEC's cost pursuant to Section 252(d)(l)(A)(l), a state commission must employ a 

"forward-looking cost methodology." See 47 C.F.R § 51.505 (setting forth the total 

element long run incremental cost methodology (TELRIC) as the appropriate forward­

looking methodology)." By adopting TELRIC, the FCC specifically rejected ILEC 

arguments to base rates on embedded costs or other historical rate-setting methodologies. 

The FCC clearly understood, as Congress understood, that the imposition of high 

interconnection costs is a barrier to competition. The FCC concluded that ILEC rates for 

interconnection must be based on efficient forward-looking costs to be consistent with the 

Act and lo "prevent incumbent LECs from inefficiently raising costs in order to deter 

entry."" The FCC last year reaffirmed that ILEC interconnection facility rates should be 

cost-based."' Consistent with the intent of Congress and the FCC that interconnection not 

be permitted to be a banier to competition, the Commission should require ILECs to 

provide direct interconnection facilities at rates based on a forward-looking pricing 

methodology. 

13 Verizon Communications Inc. v. FCC, 535 U.S. 467,493; 152 L.Ed. 2d 701; 726 122 S. Ct. 1646, 1663 
(2002). ("Verizon"). 
14 See Verizon (holding that TELRIC methodology conforms to the requirements of the Act). 
15 lmplementation of the Local Competition Provisions in the Telecommunications Act of 1996, CC Docket 
No. 96-98, First Report and Order, l l FCC Red 15499 at 1743 ( 1996). 
16 In the Matter of Unbundled Access to Network Elements, WC Docket No. 04-313, Order on Remand, 20 
FCC Red 2533 at 1140 (2005) (Triennial Review Remand Order) "We note in addition that our finding of 
non-impairment with respect to entrance facilities does not alter the right of competitive LECs to obtain 
interconnection facilities pursuant to section 251 ( c )(2) for the transmission and routing of telephone 
exchange service and exchange access service. Thus competitive LECs will have access to these facilities 
at cost-based rates to the extent they require them to interconnect with the incumbent LEC's network." 
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Interstate Position: 

49. Interstate believes that special access rates should apply to direct 

interconnection facilities. 

Issue No. 8: 

50. When a two-way interconnection facility is used, should Sprint and 

Interstate share the cost of the Interconnection Facility between their networks based on 

their respective percentages of originated traffic? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Interconnection Facility, Sections 5.2, Schedule 
1, 5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.2.3, 5.2.4, 5.2.5 and 5.4. 

Sprint's Position: 

51. Yes. Sprint and Interstate are required to share the cost of the 

[nterconnection Facility between their networks based on their respective percentages of 

originated traffic. 

52. 47 C.F.R. §51.709(b) states "the rate of a carrier providing transmission 

facilities dedicated to the transmission of traffic between two carriers' networks shall 

recover only the costs of the proportion of the trunk capacity used by an interconnecting 

carrier to send traffic that will terrninate on the providing carrier's network."' 7 In addition, 

47 C.F.R §51.703(b) states that "a LEC may not assess charges on any other telecom 

carrier for the telecom traffic that originated on the LEC's network." 18 Together, these 

rules dictate that both carriers bear a responsibility for the cost of the interconnection 

facility because each party is using the interconnection facility to deliver traffic to the 

other party. Sprint's proposed language is consistent with the applicable law, and 

therefore the Commission should adopt it. 

17 47 CFR §51.709(b). 
18 47 CFR §51.703(b). 
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53. Further, the FCC has found that an [LEC may not limit its responsibility 

even though it cannot control the distance over which it may be required to purchase 

transport to deliver its originating traffic to the competing carrier's network. 19 Sprint's 

proposed language allocates the cost of the facility used for interconnection by the 

application of a credit based on the portion of the traffic originated by Interstate when the 

facility is leased from Interstate. If Interstate is unable to apply a credit or if Sprint 

provides the facility (e.g. self-provisioned or leased from a third party), Sprint will bill 

Interstate for a portion of the facility based on the percentage of traffic originated by 

Interstate."' 

Interstate Position: 

54. lnterstate's position rs that it should not share the cost of the 

Interconnection Facility between Sprint's and Interstate's networks based on each party's 

respective percentage of originated traffic. 

Issue No. 9: 

55. What is the appropriate reciprocal compensation rate for the tennination of 

Telecommunications Traffic, as defined by Sprint in the Agreement? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Intercarrier Compensation, Section 8.1.1 and 
Schedule 1. 

Sprint's Position: 

56. To date, Interstate has not proposed a reciprocal compensation rate for the 

termination of Telecommunications Traffic (251 (b )(5) wireless and wire line traffic). 

19 Verizon Virginia Order at 166 ("We also will not prohibit distance-sensitive rates when Verizon uses 
petitioners' facilities to transport traffic originating on its network to petitioners' networks.'') and , 68 
(recognizing that because the rules allow the competing carrier to choose the POI between the two carriers 
networks, the ILEC "cannot control the distance over which it may be required to purchase transport."). 
20 Burt 2006 Rebuttal Testimony, p. 27, Sections 19.9.5 and 19.9.6. 
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Therefore, Sprint proposes that the Parties exchange Telccommllnications Traffic on a bill 

and keep basis until such time as the traffic is significantly out of balance. Once the traffic 

is significantly out of balance. the Parties should compensate each other for terminating 

traffic at a rate that has been developed using a forward-looking pricing methodology. 

Interstate Position: 

57. lnterstatc's position is that a reciprocal compensation rate shot!ld be 

established for intercarrier compensation purposes, but Interstate has not provided a 

proposed rate as of the time of this filing. 

Issue No. 10: 

58. Should Sprint's proposed language regarding Local Number Portability be 

adopted and incorporated into the Interconnection Agreement? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Local Number Portability, Sections I 0.1, l 0.2, 
10.3, 10.4, 10.5, 10.6, 10.7, and 10.8. 

Sprint's Position: 

59. Yes. Interstate has an obligation to provide Number Portability to Sprint. 

Sprint submitted two bona fide requests to Interstate; one elated March 6, 2006 covering 

one set of rate centers and the other dated March 20, 2006 covering another set of rate 

centers.21 Interstate acknowledged receipt of both letters" According to 47 C.F.R. § 

52.23( c ), Interstate was required to make number portability available within six months of 

Sprint's request. The six month deadline has now passed and Interstate should have LNP 

capability. Accordingly, the Commission should adopt Sprint's language to be 

incorporated into the Agreement as it fully complies with all applicable federal and state 

laws, rules and regulations related to number portability. Even if Interstate has not 

21 See Exhibit F. 
22 Id. 
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implemented LNP as required by law, the language should he adopted into the agreement 

to address LNP when Interstate becomes LNP compliant 

Interstate Position: 

60. Interstate believes that since it has not yet operationalized Number 

Portability, the language should not be included in the Agreement 

Issue No. 11: 

61. Should the Interstate-proposed Directory Listing provisions, as modified by 

Sprint, be adopted and incorporated into the Interconnection Agreement? 

Related Agreement Provisions: Directory Listings and Distribution Services, 
Sections 15.2 and 15.3. 

Sprint's Position: 

62. Yes. The Interstate proposed Directory Listing provisions, as modified by 

Sprint, should be adopted and incorporated into the Interconnection Agreement. Sprint's 

language is more relevant as to how the Parties will actually address the Directory Listing 

aspects of the business between them and therefore should be adopted by the Commission. 

Interstate Position: 

63. Sprint does not know lnterstate's position for excluding the Sprint 

modifications to the Interstate language. 

X. CONCLUSION 

64. Sprint respectfully requests the Commission to arbitrate each of the 

remaining disputes between Sprint and Interstate, to find in Sprint's favor and to adopt 

Sprint's proposed contract language. 
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Respectfully submitted this~- day of October 2006. 

Talbot J. Wieczorek 
Gunderson, Palmer, Goodsell & Nelson, LLP 
PO Box 8045 
Rapid City SD 57709 
Phone: 605-342-1078 Ext. 139 
Fax: 605-342-0480 
Email: tjw(filgpgnlaw.corn 

Diane C. Browning 
Attorney, State Regulatory Affairs 
Mailstop: KSOPHN0212-2A41 I 
6450 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, Kansas 66251 
Voice: 913-315-9284 
Fax: 913-523-0571 
Email: diane.c. browning(fDspri nt.com 

Monica M. Barone 
Senior Counsel 
6450 Sprint Parkway 
Mailstop: KSOPHN0212-2A521 
Overland Park, Kansas 66251 
Voice: 913-315-9134 
Fax: 913-523-2738 
Email: monica.barone@sprint.com 

ATTORNEYS FOR 
SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. 
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CERTFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifes that on this day of October 2006, a copy of Sprint's 

Petition for Arbitration was served via email and first class mail to: 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donohoe, LLP 
100 North Phillips Avenue, 9'11 Floor 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57 l 04 
Voice: (605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
Email: Mercdithm@culterlawfirm.com 

Taffiot J. Wieczorek 
Gunderson, Palmer, Goodsell & Nelson, LLP 
PO Box 8045 
Rapid City SD 57709 
Phone: 605-342-1078 Ext. 139 
Fax: 605-342-0480 
Email: tjw@gpgnlaw.com 
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Sprint> Tvge~iier with NEXTEL 

Via Overnight Courier, Return Receipt Requested 

November 9, 2005 

Jerry Heiberger 
General :vtanagcr 
Interstate Telecommunications Coop 
312 Fourth Street West 
PO Box 920 
Clear Lake, SD 57226 

Jack Wcyforth 
Interconnection Solutions 

6330 Sprint Parkway 
KSOPHAOJ 10- 3B422 

Overland Park. KS 66251 
(913) 762-4340 (W) 
(913) 762-0117 (F) 

Re: Request for Interconnection with Interstate Telecommunications Coop { South 

Dakota) 

Dear Mr.Heiberger: 

This letter is to serve as a request to negotiate an interconnection agreement in the state of 
South Dakota pursuant to Section 25 l and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of l 934 as 
amended (the "Act") between Sprint Communications Company L.P. ("Sprint"), a 
competitive local exchange carrier and Interstate Telecommunications Coop, an 
incumbent local exchange carrier. Sprint requests an interconnection abireement which 
encompasses the carrier duties of: 

251 (a) direct and indirect interconnection, including N 11 
251 (b )5 Reciprocal Compensation 
251 (b )2 Number Portability 
25l(b)3 Dialing Parity 

It is also a request for negotiations as provided for in 47 U.S.C. §252(b) (1) and establishes 
the statutory timclincs as identified in the Act. Should negotiations not be completed 
between the 135'" and 160'" day alter the receipt of this letter, March 24, 2006 and April 
I 8, 2006 respectively, either party may petition the state commission to arbitrate 
unresolved issues. 

In addition to the dutles listed above, Sprint is also interested in discusslng directory listings 
and directory distribution. 

EXHIBIT A_ 



J 

Sprint also requests, as provided for in 47 lLS.C. §251{b) 2 under the provisions and 
timelincs established in 47 CFR 52.23(b) and (c), a list of Interstate Telecommunications 
Coop switches for which number portability I) is available, 2) bas been requested but is 
not yet available or 3) has not yet requested. This can be sent to me at the address shown 
above. 

Please also provide me with your company's point of contact for negotiations. Sprint 
would like to start discussions using the attached draft interconnection agreement that 
contains Sprint's proposed ten11s and conditions for the ;:ibovc carrier duties, directory 
listings and directory distribution. 

_Srnccrely, 

,_ .. -·'( /\ .. I 

Jick Weyfuyth 
Sprint Conimunications Company LP. 
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·' 

04/10/06 14:43 FAX 605 335 4966 
04/10/2006 MON 14: 58 PAX 913 315 0160 

CUTLER LAW F JRM li1J 002 

_,,,.,,,,...,.,.. 

/ 

April 10, 2006 

Via Overnight and Electronic Mail 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Avenue, 9th Fl. 
Sioux Falls .. SD 57104-6725 

Re: Negotiation Timeframe pursuant to Section 252 of the Telecommunications 
Act of 1934 as amended (the "Act") for Interstate Telecommunications 
Cooperative, Inc. and Sprint Communications Company L.P. ("Sprint") for 
the State of South Dakota 

Dear Ms. Moore: 

This letter memorallzes our agreement regarding the date on which 
Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. ("Interstate") received 
Sprint's request for negotiations of an Interconnection Agreement purusuant 
to §252(b)(1) of the Act. For purposes of §252 of the Act, Sprint and 
Interstate agree that Interstate received Sprint's request far negotiations on 
December 10, 2005. Based on that date, the 135th day (the opening of the 
arbitration window will fall on April 23, 2006, and the 160th day (closing of 
the arbitration window will fall on May 18, 2006). 

Please fax the signed copy to me by close of business today. Should you 
--.,.ave any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Please indicate Interstate's agreement with the above by signing below. 

By: ~.arf9ou 
Meridith Moore 

Printed Name 

Date; 1//{J/o{,p 
cc; Jerry Heiberger 

04/10/2006 03:47PM 

EXHIBIT _8_ _ 



May 15, 2006 

Via Overnight and Electronic Mail 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Dona hoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Avenue, 9th Fl. 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 

Ii!] 004 

Re: Negotiation Ttmeframe pursuant to Section 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1934 
as amended (the "Act") for Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. and Sprint 
Communications Company LP. ("Sprint") for the State of South Dakota 

Dear Ms. Moore: 

Thls letter memoralizes our agreement regarding the date on which Interstate 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. ("Interstate") received Sprint's request for 
negotiations of an Interconnection Agreement purusuant to §252(b)(l) of the Act. For 
purposes of §252 of the Act, Sprint and Interstate agree that Interstate received Sprint's 
request for negotiations on January 9, 2006. Based on that date, the 135'" day (the 
opening of the arbitration window will fall on May 23, 2006, and the 160th day (closing of 
the arbitration window will fall on June 17, 2006). 

Should you· have any 

Please indicate Interstate's agreement with the above by signing below. 

Meridith Moore 
Printed Name 

5 /g;./ ()(_o 
' Date: 

cc: Jerry Heiberger · 

05/15/2006 0~:10PM 



06/09/2006 13·41 FAX 605 335 496! 

Via Overnight and Elcctronic Mail 

Ryan J. Taylor 
Cutler & Donahoo, Ll..P 
100 N. Phillips Avenue, 9th Floor 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 

CUTLER LAW FIRM 

June 9, 2006 

Re, Negotiation Timeframe pursuant to Section 252 of the Telecommunication Act of 
W.l4 a,; amende<! (the "Act'') fo, Interstate Telecommunications Coop,;rative, 
Inc. and Sprint Communications Company L.P. ("Sprint") for the State of South 
Dakota 

Dear Mr. Taylor: 

This letter memorializes our agreement regarding the dale on· which l'.nterstaie 
Teleconununications Cooperative, lnc. ("In1:er$tate") received Sprint's request for 
negotiations of an Interconnection Agreement pursuant to §252(b)(l) of the Act. For 
pu,;poses of §252 u{ the Act, Sprint and Interstate agree that Intemate received Sprint's 
request for negotiations on February 8, 2006. Based on that dare, the 135th day (the 
opening of the arbitration window will fall on June 22, ;l(l()(i, and the 160"' day (closing 
of the arbitration window will fall on July 17, 2006). 

Pl~e fM the signed copy to lllil by close of business today. Should you have any 
-questions, please o not hesitate to contact me. 

:r:~; ~s agreement with above by signing •below,. 

Ryan J. Taylor 
Print«! Name 

!tti .. , q .g "" ,;. 
te: 

cc: Jerry Heiberger 

mmb/slg 

Gl'J 002i004 

06/09/2006 01:41PM 



07/11/06 16:08 FAX 605 335 4966 CUTLER LAW FIRM ' . -------------

Meredith A Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, 

July 11, 2006; 

100 N. PhiJlips Ave ue, 9th Floor 
Sioux Falls. SD 571 6725 

Re. Negotiation imcframe pursuant to Section 252 of the Telecommunication Act of 
1934 as am ded (the "Act") for Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, . 
Inc. and Sp t Communications Company L.P. ("Sprint") for the State of South 
Dakota 

Dear Ms. Moore: 

This letter memo ·alizes our agreement regarding the date on which Interstate 
Telecomrrunicatio s Cooperative, Inc. ("Interstate") received Sprint's request for 
negotiations of an Interconnection Agreement putsuant to §252(b)(l) of the Act. For 
pm:poses r,f §252 the Act, Sprint and Interstate µgree that Interstate received Sprint's 
request for negoti tions on March 10, 2006. Based on that date, the 135th day (the 
opening or the arbi ation window will fall on July 22, 2006, and the 160th day (closing of 
the arbitrai:on win w will fall on Augnst 16, 2006). 

By: 

cc: Jerry Heiberg 
mmb/slg 

ed copy to me by close of business today. Should you have any 
not hesitate to contact me. 

li!J003 

07/11/2006 05:09PM 



08/10/06 13:21 FAX 605 335 4966 

Via Ovemi ght and Electronic Mail 

Meredith A Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, llP 
100 N. Phillips Avenue, 9"' Floor 
Sioux Fall,,, SD 57104-6725 

CUTLER LAW F !RM 

August 10, 2006 

Re. Negotiation Timeframe pursuant to Section 252 of the Telecommunication Act of 
193,, as amended (the "Act") for Interstate Teleconnnunications Cooperative, 
Inc and Sprint Communications Company LP. ("Sprint") for the State of South 
Dakota 

Dear Ms. Moore: 

This letter memorializes. our agreement regarding the date on which futerstate 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. {"Interstate") received Sprint's request for 
negotiations of an Interconnection Agreement pursuant to §252(b)(l) of the Act. For 
pmposes oC §252 of the Act, Sprint and Interstate agree that Interstate received Sprint's 
request for negotiations on May 10, 2006. Based on that date, the 135th day (opening of 
the arbitralion window) will fall on September 21, 2006. Toe 160"' day (closing of the 
arbitration window) will fall on October 16, 2006. 

Please fax the signed copy to me by close of business today. Should you have any 
ns, ple do not hesitate to contact me. 

Please indicate Interstate' s agreement with above by signing below. 

By: _LM,?r;.~ 
Meredith A. Moore 

~ /10/00 Date: , I 

cc: Jerry Heiberger 
. mmblslg 

@002 
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08/10/2006 02:24PM 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ 
!CA Section 
Issue No. 1 

Definitions 
Section 2.5 
Definition of End 
User. And as the term 
appears throughout the 
document: 3"' Recital, 
1.2, 2.15, 3.5, 4.2, 5.6, 
7.1, 9.1, 9.2, 9.3, 10.5 
10.6, 10.7, 10.8, I I.I, 
13.3, 15.1, 15.2, 15.3, 
15.4, 15.5, 15.6, 15.7, 
15.8, 15.10, 15.11, 
15.13, 

Scope of the 
Agreement - Section 
1.1 

Sprint Terms in Bold Underline (Opposed by ILEC) ILEC Terms in Bold Italics (Opposed by Sprint) 
Agreed Terms in Normal Text 

Issues Description Disputed Tenns Sprint Position 

Yes, The definition of End 
Should the definition Sec. 2.5: User should include end 
of End User in this End User means the residential or business users of a service provider 
Agreement include subscriber or other ulymate user of for which Sprint provides 
end users of a service telecommugications services l!rovided by either interconnection, 
provider for which of the Parties or, when Sprint has a business telecommunications 
Sprint provides arrangement with a third l!a!lY last mile services or other telephone 
interconnection, provider for interconnectio!! services, the exchange services. 
telecommunications ultimate user of voice services provided by the 
services or other last mile l!rovider. 
telephone exchanges 
services? 

End User means the residence or business 
subscriber that is the ultimate user of retail 
telecommunications services provided by either 
of the Parties. 

Sec. 1.1: 
This Agreement may be used by Sprint to 
l!rovide retail services or wholesale services to 
third-pam customers. The third-l!a!lY 
Telecommunications Traffic and traffic subject 
to j!Ccess Sl!rint delivers to ILEC, including 
CMRS Traffic, is treated Ul!der this Agreement 
as Sl!rint Traffic, and all billing associate!! with 
th~ Telecommunicatigns Traffic and Traffic 
will be in the name of Snrint sublect to the 

ILEC Position 

No, the End User 
definition should not 
include any end users 
other than Sprint's 
retail customer. 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
!CA Section 

Section 1.2 

Interconnection -
Section 3.5 

SPRINT's Language (bold and nnderlined) 
ILEC 's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

terms and conditions of this Agreement. 

Sec. 1.2 
This Agreement addresses the terms and 
conditions under which Sprint and TELCO agree 
to exchange only Local Traffic between their 
respective networks. End Users, as specified ill 
Schedule I, at the Point of Interconnection 
("POI'J in accordance with this Agreement. All 
traffic that either Party may deliver to the POI 
that falls outside of the definition of Local 
Traffic shall not be subject to the terms and 
conditions of this Agreement (the "Excluded 
Traffic'), but may be subject to other 
arrangements and/or tariffs of the Parties that 
shall govern the intercarrier compensation 
treatment of such Excluded Traffic. The Parties 
further agree to strictly construe the definition of 
Local Traffic and to ensure that each will abide 
by the additional terms and conditions of Section 
_ regarding facilities and traffic as addressed in 
this agreement. 

Sec 3.5: 
This Agreement is applicable only for the 
exchange of Local Traffic. Both Parties agree to 
deliver only traffic within the scope of this 
Agreement over the connecting facilities as 
specified in Schedule I. Neither Party shall 
provide an intermediary or transit traffic 
function for the other Partv 's connection ofits 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ 
Issues Description 

ICA Section 

Issue No. 2 Should the 
Interconnection 

Section 2.16 - agreement permit the 
Definition of Local Parties to combine 
Traffic. And as the wireless and wireline 
tenn appears traffic on 
throughout the interconnection 
document: 3"' Recital, trunks? 
1.2, 1.3, 2.21, 3.2, 3.4, 
3.5, 3.6, 8.1 

Sec. 2.19 Definition of 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined} 
JLEC's Language (bold a11d italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position JLEC Position 

End Users to the users of a third party 
telecommunications carrier, third party 
Information Service Provider, or third party 
cable television service provider unless there are 
agreements in place between and among 
TELCO, CLEC and each third party. This 
Agreement does not obligate either Party to 
utilize any intermediary or transit traffic 
function of either the other Party or any third 
party provider of transit services. This 
Agreement does not obligate either Party to 
provide an intermediary or transit traffic service. 

Yes, the Parties should be No, the agreement 
Sec. 2.16: allowed to combine all should be limited to 
Local Traffic is defined by 47. C.F.R. 51.5, wireless and wireline local wireline traffic 
which provides that telephone exchange service traffic, on the only. 
is (I) A service within a telephone exchange, or interconnection trunks. 
within a connection system of telephone 
exchanges within the same exchange area 
operated to fumish to subscribers 
intercommunicati11g service of the character 
ordi11arily furnished by a single excha11ge, and 
which is covered by the exchange service charge 
or (2) a comparable service provided through a 
system of switched, transmission equipment, or 
other facilities (or combination thereof) by which 
a subscriber can originate a11d termi11ate a 
telecomm1111icatio11s service. 
Sec. 2.19: 
Percent Local Usaae f"PLU"l is a calculation 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
!CA Section 
Percent Local Usage 
And as the term is 
used in 8.2.2 

Definitions 
Section 2.24 -
Definition of 
Telecommunications 
Traffic. And as the 
term is used 
throughout the 
document: 3•d Recital, 
I.I, 1.3, 2.25, 2.21, 
5.4, 5.5.1, 8.1, 8.l.l 

Scope of the 
Agreement - Section 
I.I 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined} 
ILEC's La11guage (bold a11d italic) 
Agreed Language (Nom1al) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

which represents the ratio of the minutes,/al/i11g 
withi11 the defi11itio11 of Local Excha11ge Area, 
subject to reciprocal compensation to the snm of 
those minutes plus all other minutes sent between 
the Parties over Interconnection trunks. 

Sec. 2.24: 
Telecommunications Traffic is !S defined in 47 
C.F.R. 51.70l(b}, subject to 251(b}{5}, and 
includes CMRS Traffic. 

ILEC proposes alternative language in 2.16 -
Definition of Local Traffic. 

Sec. I.I: 
This Agreement male be used bl'. Surint to 
urovide retail services or wholesale services to 
third-uam customers. The third-uartl'. 
Telecommunicatio!!s Traffic and traffic subject 
t2 !,CCess Surint delivers to ILEC, including 
CMRS Traffic, is treated under this Agreement 
as Surint Traffic, and all billing associated with 
the Telecommunications Traffic and Traffic 
will be in the name of Surint subject to the 
terms and conditions of this Agreement. 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

Interconnection 
Section 3.5 

Interconnection 
Facility - Section 5.5 

SPRINT's Language {bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

Sec 3.5: 
3.5 This Agreement is applicable only for the 
exchange of Local Traffic. Both Parties agree to 
deliver only traffic within the scope of this 
Agreemellf over the con11ectillg facilities as 
specified in Schedule I. Neither Party shall 
provide a11 intermediary or transit traffic 
function for the other Party's connection of its 
End Users to the users of a third party 
telecommunications carrier, third party 
Information Service Provider, or third party 
cable television service provider unless there are 
agreements in place between and among 
TEL CO, CLEC and each third party. This 
Agreement does not obligate either Party to 
utilize any intermediary or transit traffic 
fimction of either the other Party or any third 
party provider of transit services. This 
Agreement does not obligate either Party to 
provide an intermediary or transit traffic service. 

Sec. 5.5: 
Sl!rint and ILEC male utilize existing and new 
trunks and interconnection facilities for the 
mutual exchange of Traffic l!Ursuant to the 
following: 

5.5.1 The terminating Partl'. shall measure and 
accnratelv identi"'· the Traffic delivered on 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Nwnber/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

Issue No. 3 Should the 
Interconnection 

The following Agreement pennit the 
definition is used onlv Parties to combine all 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's La11guage (bold a11d italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

combined trunks/facilities as 
Telecommunications Traffic (wireline or 
wireless) or Traffic subject to access charges 
(wireline or wireless). The charges for usage 
and underl1:ing trunks/facilities shall be subject 
to auurouriate comuensation based on 
jurisdiction and the cost sharing urovisions as 
urovided in this Section 5. Neither Part:i; shall 
assess access charges to the other Pam for the 
termination of Telecommunications Traffic. 

5.5.2 If the terminating Part:i; is not able to 
measure and accuratel:i; identif:i; the 
jurisdiction of the Traffii;, the 2ther Pam shall 
urovide factors necessan: to auurouriatel:i; 
jurisdictionalize the Traffic. 

5.5.3 Each Part:i; may audit the deyetoument of 
the other Pari!l'.'s actual usage or the 
develoument of the jurisdictional usage factors, 
as set forth in the audit urovisions, Section 
11.2, of this Agreement. 

ILEC proposes no alternative language to 5.5. 

Yes, all traffic including No, the agreement 
2.13 Local Excha11ge Area mea11s a11y all traffic subject to should be limited to 
geographic area established by a local excha11ge reciprocal compensation or local traffic only. 
carrier as filed with or annroved bv the access, should be 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 
in the ILEC' s disputed traffic subject to 
language: reciprocal 
Sec. 2.13 Definition of compensation 
Local Exchange Area charges and traffic 
And as the term is subject to access 
used throughout the charges onto 
document: 3.2, 3.6 interconnection 

trunks? 

Sec. 2.19 -Definition 
of Percent Local 
Usage. And as the 
term is used 
throughout the 
document; 8.2.2 

Section. 2.25 
Definition of Traffic. 
And as the term 
appears throughout the 
document: 1.1, 3.1.1.2, 
3.6, 5.1, 5.1.5, 5.2.2, 
5.2.3, 5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.5, 
5.5.1, 5.5.2, 6, 6.1, 6.2, 
10.4 

Scope of the 
Agreement 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC 's Language (bold a11d italic) 
Agreed Language (Nonna!) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

commission for the administration of local combined on the same 
telecommunications service which may consist of interconnection facilities to 
one or more central offices or wire ce11ters allow for the most efficient 
together with associated facilities used i11 way to interconnect. 
furnishing telecommunicatio11s service in that 
area. 

Sprint proposes no alternative language for 2.13. 

Sec. 2.19: 
Percent Local Usage ("PLU") is a calculation 
which represents the ratio of the minutes falli11g 
within the deji11ition of Local Exchange Area 
subject to reciprocal compensation to the sum of 
those minutes plus all other minutes sent between 
the Parties over Interconnection trunks. 

Sec. 2.25: 
Traffic includes both Telecommuuic!!tiogs 
Traffic and traffic subject to access charges. 

ILEC proposes no alternative language for 2.25. 

Sec. 1.1 
This Agreement ma:1: be used b:1: Snrint to 
nrovide retail services or wholesale services to 
third-nartv customers. The third-nartv 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 
Section. I.I 

Section 1.2 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC 's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Tenns Sprint Position ILEC Position 

Telecommunications Traffic and traffic subject 
to access S[!rint delivers to ILEC, including 
CMRS Traffic, is treated under this Agreement 
as S[!rint Traffic, and all billing associated with 
the Telecommunications Traffic and Traffic 
will be in the name of S[!rint subject to the 
terms and conditions of this Agreement. 

Sec. 1.2: 
This Agreement addresses the terms and 
conditions under which Sprint and TELCO agree 
to exchange only Local Traffic between their 
respective networks. End users, as specified in 
schedule I, at the point of interconnection 
("POI'') in accordance with this agreement. all 
traffic that either party may deliver to the POI 
that falls outside of the definition of local traffic 
shall not be subject to the terms and conditions 
of this agreement (the "excluded traffic''), but 
may be subject to other arrangements and/or 
tariffs of the parties that shall govern the 
intercarrier compensation treatment of such 
excluded traffic. The parties further agree to 
strictly construe the definition of Local Traffic 
and to ensure that each will abide by the 
additional terms and conditions of Section_ 
regarding facilities and traffic as addressed in 
this agreement. 

Sec. 3.4: 
The Parties will use the trunk group(s) 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
!CA Section 
Sec. 3.4 

Sec. 3.6 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Tenns Sprint Position ILEC Position 

established at the POI to route Local Traffic to 
one another pursuant to the terms and 
conditions of this Section 3 of the Agreement. 

Sec. 3.6 
Each Party warrants and represents that it will 
not provision any of its services or exchange any 
traffic hereunder in a manner that permits the 
unlawful avoidance of the application of 
intrastate or interstate access charges (such as, 
but not limited to, through the unlawful resale or 
bridging of Local Traffic) by any other entity 
including, but not limited to, third party carriers, 
aggregators, resellers, and the Commission-
defined unlawful resale or bridging of Local 
Traffic. Each Party also agrees to take all 
reasonable steps to terminate any service to one 
of its users that permits that user to unlawfully 
avoid the application of access charges by the 
other Party. Telecommunications traffic to or 
from users that originate or terminate in areas 
other than the TEL CO Local Exchange Area are 
subject to intrastate or interstate access charges 
regardless of whether the traffic may have been 
converted to Internet Protocol or any other 
transmission protocol during the routing and 
transmission of the call. 

Sec. 8.2.1. 
Coml!ensation for the termination of toll traffic 

and the orioination of 800 traffic between the 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 
Sec. 8.2. 

Intercarrier 
Compensation -
Sec. 8.2. 

Issue No. 4 Should the 
Interconnection 

Definition Agreement contain 
Section 2.10 - provisions for 
Definition of indirect 
Interconnection. And interconnection 
as the term is used consistent with 
throughout the Section 251(a) of the 
document: Act? 

Indirect Traffic 
Interconnection -

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Tem1s Sprint Position ILEC Position 

Parties shall be based on a1mlicable tariff 
access charges in accordance with FCC and 
Commission Rules and Regulations and 
consistent with the l!rovisions of this 
Agreement. 

Sec. 8.2.2: 
If a Party sends Telecommunications Traffic over 
the interconnection arrangement, and if the 
terminating Party is unable to measure the 
jurisdiction of the traffic, the other !!arty will 
l!rovide the termination l!art:i: a PLU and PIU 
to determine the al!l!rOl!riate intercarrier 
coml!ensation subject to section 5.5. then such 
traffic will e billed by the terminating party in 
accordance with SDCL § 49-31-I I I. 

Sprint proposes the accepted language in Section 
1.6 as the alternative language to the ILEC's 
pronosed last nhrase in Section 8.2.2. 

Yes, Section 251(a) of the No, the agreement 
Act requires each should be limited to 

2.10 Interconnection means the direct or indirect telecommunications carrier only allow for direct 
physical linking of the Parties two networks for to interconnect directly or interconnection. 

the mutual exchange of traffic. indirectly. 

Sec. 6: 
6.1 The Parties ai!ree to exchanoe Traffic 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
!CA Section 
Section 6. 

Dialing Parity 
Section 9 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined} 
ILEC 's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

indirectly through oue or more third-uart:y 
networks {"Intermediary Entitl:''}. In an 
indirect interconnection arrangement there is 
no POI directly linking the two llarties' 
networks. 

6.2 Once an Indirect Traffic arrangement 
between Sl!rint and ILEC's network is no 
longer considered by an originating Party to be 
an economically ureferred method of 
interconnection, the Parties agree that the 
originating Party may llrovision a one-way 
Interconnection Facilin: at its own cost to 
deliver its Traffic to the terminating Pam's 
network. If, l!owever, the Parties m!!tually 
agree that the Indirect Traffic arrangement is 
no longer !he ~conomjcally l!referred method 
of interconnecti2n fo[ both P!!.rties and the 
Pa[!ies have !!greed to use ii m;o-way 
interconnection facjli!x, ~llrint will establish a 
direct intersogn~ction with ILEC as set forth 
in this Agreement. 

ILEC proposes no alternative language to 6.1 or 
6.2. 

Sec. 9: 
9.1 Regardless of the tl'.I!e of 
Interconnection with ILEC's network, ILEC 
shall permit its End Users End Users within a 
given Rate Center to dial the same number of 
digits to call a Snrint NP A-NXX in the same Rate 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Nwnber/ 
Issues Description 

ICA Section 

Issue No. 5 In an indirect 
interconnection 

Indirect Traffic scenario, is the ILEC 
Interconnection responsible for any 
Section 6.3 facility or transit 

charges related to 
delivering its 

Section 6.4 originating traffic to 
Sprint outside of its 
exchange 
boundaries? 

Issue No. 6 What Direct 
Interconnection 

Interconnection Terms should be 
Section 3 contained in the 

Interconnection 
Agreement? 

Section 3.1 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined} 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

Center that would be required of the same End 
User End User to call a landline end-user in the 
same Rate Center as the Snrint NPA-NXX 

Yes, the ILEC as the No, the ILEC is not 
6.3 Each Part:1: acknowledges that it is the originating Party is responsible for the 
originating Pam's res(!onsibili!l: to enter into responsible for paying the transit charges 
transiting arrangements with the Intermediaa transit charges related to associated with 
Entin:. the deliver of the ILEC delivering the ILEC 

originated traffic to Sprint originated traffic to 
6.4 Each Pam is reS(!Onsible for the outside of the ILEC Sprint outside of the 
trans(!ort of originating calls f[om its network exchange boundaries. ILEC exchange 
to the Intermediaa Entit:1: and for the (!a;1:ment boundaries. 
of transit charges assessed b:1: the Intermediary 
Entify. 

ILEC proposes no alternative language to 6.3 or 
6.4. 

Sprint's Direct The ILECs' language 
Interconnection language should be adopted. 

Sec. 3: should be adopted. 
For Interconnection under 251{a} of the Act 
the following terms a(!(!l;i:: 

3.1 Points of Interconnection 

3.1.1 :For direct interconne£tion, S(!rint will 
establish a minimum of one POI at an:1: 
technicall:1: feasible (!Oint on the ILEC's 
network. 

3.1.1.1 S(!rint will be res(!onsible for 
en°•neerin<> and maintainin<> its network on its 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ 
Issues Description ICA Section 

Section 3.2 

Section 3.3 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC 's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

side of the POI and ILEC will be res[!onsible 
for engineering and maintaining its network on 
its side of the PO I. 

3.1.1.2 Regardless of how interconnection 
facilities are [!rovisioned ( e.g., owned, leased or 
obtained (!Ursuant to tariff, etc.) each Partr is 
individuall:1; res[!onsible to [!rovide facilities to 
the POI that are necessan: for routing, 
trans(!orting, measuring, and billing Traffic 
from the other Part:i:'s network and for 
delivering Traffic to the other Partfs network 
in a mutuall:1; acce[!table format and in a 
manner that neither destro:i:s nor degrades the 
normal qualify of service. 

3.2 Each Party shall be responsible for the 
cost and any requirements associated with the 
establishment, including but not limited to, if 
applicable, ordering processes and access service 
request processes of providing trunks to the POI 
for Local Traffic which that Party originates. 
The mutually agreed upon POI must be at or 
within TELCO's Local Exchange Area. Each 
Party will be solely responsible for the costs and 
operation of its portion of the construction of 
facilities to the POI. 

3.3. The Parties will interconnect their 
networks as specified in the terms and conditions 
contained in Schedule I hereto and incorporated 
b.v reference. A new POI can be established, or 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

Section 3 .4 

Intercotmection 
Facility 
Section 5.1 

SPRINT's Language {bold and nnderlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position JLEC Position 

the existing POI moved, only with the consent of 
both Parties; provided, however, that where one 
Party requests that the POI be moved, the Party 
requesting such move may be required to pay, at 
the request of the other Party, the costs of the 
other Party associated with the move. 

3.4 The Parties will use the trunk group(s) 
established at the POI to route Local Traffic to 
one another pursuant to the terms and 
conditions of this Section 3 of the Agreeme1tf. 

Sprint's proposed language for ILEC's 3.2, 3.3 
and 3 .4 is reflected in 3. I. 

Sec. 5.1: 
Ei!ch mirt:1: n;ill l!rovision a one-wa:1; 
interconnection facilin: for the deliveo: of its 
Traffic to the other oart:1;'s network excel!t 
where the llarties agree to nse two-wa:1; 
facilities. 

5.1.l For direct interconnection, Sl!rint will 
establish a minimnm of one POI within the 
LATA at an:1; technicall:1; feasible l!Oint on the 
ILEC's network. 

5.1.2 Sl!rint will be resuonsible for 
engineeting a!!d maintajning its network on its 
side of the POI on ILEC's network and ILEC 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

will be resl!onsible for engineering and 
maintaining its network on its side of the POI 
on ILEC's network. 

5.1.3. For direct interconnection, TELCO will 
establish a minimnm of one POI at an:i: 
technicall:i: feasible l!Oint on Sl!rint's network 
within the LAT A. 

5.1.4. TELCO will be reSl!Onsible for 
engineering and maintaining its network on its 
side of the POI on Sl!rint's network and Sl!rint 
will be resl!onsible for engineering and 
maintaining its network on its side of the POI 
on Sl!rint's network. 

5.1.5. Regardless of how interconnection 
facilities ar£ l!rovisioned ( e.g., owned, Jeised or 
obtained l!Ursuant to tariff, et£.) each Part:i: is 
individuall:i: reSl!Ol!Sible to l!rovige facilities to 
the POI that are nece§sar:i: for routing, 
transl!orting, measuring, ind billing Traffic 
from tge other Pam's nern:ork and for 
delivering Traffic to the otherPam's network 
in a mutuall:i: accel!table format and in a 
manner that neither destro:i:s nor degrades the 
normal qualify of service. 

5.1.6 Sl!rint will l!r2vide TELCO a 
technicall:i: feasible POI within Sl!rint's 
network within the LAT A for delivery of 
TELCO-ori<>inated traffic. 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

Section 5.2 

SPRINT's Language {bold and underlined} 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Nonna!) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

ILEC proposed no alternative language for 5.1 

5.2 The l!arties will agree to use a two-Wal: 
interconnection facili!J: subject to the following 

~ 

5.2.1 Sl!rint mal'. l!rovide one-hundred 
l!ercent (100%} of two-Wal: Interconnection 
'Facilitl'. via lease of meet-l!oint circuits between 
ILEC and a third l!artl'., lease of ILEC 
facilities, lease of third-l!arfl: facilities, or use 
of its own facilities. 

5.2.2 When tl!O-W!ll'. Interconnection 
Facilities are utilized, each Pam shall be 
financialll'. resl!onsible for that l!Ortion of the 
Interconnection Facilitl'. used to transmit its 
originating Traffic. 

5.2.3 If Sl!rint leases the two-Wal: 
Interconnection Facili!J: from ILEC, ILEC will 
reduce the recurring and non-recurring facili!J: 
charges and onlx invoice Sl!rint for that 
l!ercentage of the facilitx that carries Sl!rint-
originated Traffic. 

5.2.4 If Sl!rint self-l!rovisions or leases the 
Intei:connection Facilitl'. from a third l!RID, 
Snrint ma" char0 e ILEC for ILEC's 

Page 16 of24 



Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Descriptiou 
ICA Section 

Issue No. 7 What are appropriate 
rates for direct 

Interconnection interconnection 
Facility facilities? 
Section 5.3 

Section 5.4 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Tenns Sprint Position ILEC Position 

proportionate share of the recurring and non-
recurring facilit:i:: charges for the 
Interconnection Facilities based upon that 
percentage of the facili!l: that carries ILEC-
originated Traffic. 

5.2.5 A state-wide shared facilities factor 
ma:i:: be agreed to b:i:: the Parties that represents 
each Pam's pron2rtionate use of all direct 
two-way Interconnection Facilities between the 
Parties. The shared facilities factor ma:i:: be 
updated b:i:: the Parties annually based on 
current Traffic stud:i:: data, if reguested in 
writing. 

A forward looking pricing Special Access rates 
methodology is appropriate should apply for 

Sec. 5.3: for the interconnection direct interconnection 
Interconnection Facilitie~ that are lease!! from facilities provided by the facilities. 
ILEC for iJ!terconnection purposes must be ILEC to Sprint. 
provided to Sprint based on a forward- looking 
pricing methodolog:i::. Notwithstanding an:i:: 
other urovision of this Agreement, if Surint 
elects to order interconnection facilities from 
ILEC's access tariff or uurchases the 
Interconnection Facilit:i:: nuder this Agreement 
section 5 will aupt:i::. 

Sec. 5.4 
Comnensation for Interconnection Facilities is 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

Issue No. 8 When a two-way 
interconnection 

Interc01mection facility is used, 
Facility - Section 5.2; should Sprint and 
Schedule l Interstate share the 

cost of the 
Interconnection 
Facility between their 
networks based on 
their respective 
percentages of 
originated traffic? 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
TLEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position !LEC Position 

sel.!arate and distinct from an:i: trans!.!Qrt and 
termination (!er minnte of use charges or an 
otherwise agreed Ul.!On Bill aud Keel.! 
arrangement. To the extent that one Part:i: 
(!rovides a two-wa:i: Interconnection Facili!l:, 
regardless of who the underl:ijng carrier is, it 
ma:i: charge the other Pam for its 
(!rO(!ortionate share of the recurring charges 
for Interconnection Facilitie§ base!! on the 
other Par!l:'s (!ercentage of the total originated 
Telecommnnications Traffic. 

ILEC proposes no alternative language for Sec. 
5.3 and 5.4. 

Yes, Sprint and the ILECs The ILECs do not 
are required to share the agree to sharing the 

Sec. 5: cost of the Interconnection costs of the 

5.2 The (!arties ma:i: agree to use a two-wa:i: Facility between their Interconnection 
interconnection facili!l: subject to the following networks based on their Facility based on 

~ respective percentage of their respective 
originated traffic. percentage of 

originated traffic. 

5.2.l S!.!rint ma:i: l.!rovide one-hundred 
l.!ercent (100%} of two-wa:i: Interconnection 
Facili!l: via lease of meet-1.!oint circuits between 
ILEC and a third l.!art:i:, lease of JLEC 
facilities, lease of third-1.!am facilities, or use of 
its own facilities. 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

Section 5.4 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Nmn1al) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

5.2.2 When two-way Interconnection 
Facilities are utilized, each Pam shall be 
financially resl!onsible for that l!Ortion of the 
Interconnection Facilit:i: used to transmit its 
originating Traffic. 

5.2.3 If Sl!rint leases the two-way 
Interconnection Facilit:i: from ILEC, ILEC will 
reduce the recurring and non-recurring facilit:i: 
charges and only invoice Sl!rint for that 
l!ercentage of the facility that carries Sl!rint-
originated Traffic. 

5.2.4 If Sl!rint self-l!rovisions or leases the 
Interconnection Facilitl: from a third !!arty, 
Sl!rint may charge ILEC for ILEC's 
l!rOl!O[tionate share of tge recurring and non-
recurring facilit:i: charges f2r the 
Interconnection Facilities l!ased Ul!On that 
l!ercen!age of the facilit:i: that carries ILEC-
originated Traffic. 

5.2.5 A state-wide s!!ared facilities factor 
may be agreed to by £he Parties that rel!resents 
each Party's l!rOl!!!rtionate use of all direct 
two-way Interconne£tion Facilities between the 
Parties. The shared facilities factor may be 
Ul!dated by the Parties annually based on 
current Traffic study data, if reguested in 
writing. 

5.4 Comnensation for Interconnection 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 

Issue No. 9 What is the 
appropriate reeiprocal 

Intercarrier compensation rate for 
Compensation - the termination of 
Section 8.1.1; Telecommunications 
Schedule I Traffic, as defined by 

Sprint in the 
Agreement? 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

Facilities is seuarate and distinct from an:1: 
transuort and termination uer minute of use 
charges or an otherwise agreed uuon Bill and 
Keeu arrangement. To the extent that one 
Pam urovides a two--wa:1: Interconnection 
Facilitt, regardless of who the underlying 
carrier is, it ma:1: charge the other Part:1: for its 
urouortionate share of the recurring charges 
for Interconnection Facilities based on the 
other Pam's uercentage of the total originated 
Telecommunications Traffic. 

ILEC proposes no alternative language to See. 5 .2 
or 5.4. 

Bill and Keep is the The ILECs • proposed 
appropriate reeiprocal using a negotiated 

Sec. 8.1.l compensation rate for the factor reciprocal 

Regardless of l!het!!er the Parties inter£onnect termination of compensation rate 
directI:1: or indirectl:1: reeiprocal compensation Telecommunications until an appropriate 
shall be applicable to the exchange of Traffic. traffic study could be 
Telecommunications Local Traffic as defined in performed. To date, 
Seetion 2.25 above. For the purposes of billing no factor has been 
compensation for Telecommunications Local proposed. 
Traffic, billed minutes will be based upon 
records/reports provided by one or more third 
parties, or actual usage recorded by the Parties, 
where available. Measured usage begins when the 
terminating reeording switch receives answer 
supervision from the called end-user and ends 
when the terminating recording switch reeeives or 
sends disconnect (release message) suoervision 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
!CA Section 

Issue No. 10 Should Sprint's 
proposed language 

Local Number regarding Local 
Portability - Section Number Portability 
10.2 be adopted and 

incorporated into the 
Interconnection 
Agreement? 

Section I 0.3 

SPRINT's Language {bold and ynderlined} 
ILEC 's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

( conversation time). The measured usage is 
aggregated at the end of the measurement cycle 
and rounded to a whole minute. Billing for 
Traffic shall be on a monthly basis and shall be 
based on the aggregated measured usage less any 
traffic identified by the billing Party as non-
Telecommunications Local Traffic. Tire rate for 
Reci11rocal Com11ensation shall be $_~ per 
minute of use Bill and Kee11. 

Yes, the ILECs have an No, since the ILECs 
obligation to provide have not 

10.2 The Parties shall 11rovide LNP gueo:, Number Portability to operationalized 
routing, and trans11ort services in accordance Sprint. Number Portability 
with rules and regulations as 11rescribed b:i: the the language should 
FCC and the gyidelines set forth b:i: the North not be in the 
American Numbering Council {"NANC"}. The agreement. 
a1111Iicable charges for LNP guer:i:, routing, and 
trans11ort services s!!all be billed in accgrdance 
with each Party's a1111Iicable tariff or contract. 

10.3 B2th Parties will l!!lrform testing as 
s11ecified in industr:i: gyjdelints and coo11erate 
in conducti!lg an:i: additional testing to ensure 
intero11erabili!:1: between networks and 
s:i:stems. Each Party shall inform the other 
Part:i: of an:y s:i:stem u11dates that ma:i: affect the 
other Party's network and each Party shall, at 
the other Party's reasonable reguest, 11erform 
tests to validate the 011eration of the network. 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ 
Issues Description 

!CA Section 

Section 10.4 

Section 10.5 

Section 10.6 

Section 10.7 

SPRINT's Language {bold and underlined} 
ILEC 's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

10.4 The Parties ag:ree that Traffic will be 
routed via a Location Routing Number 
{"LRN"} assigned in accordance with iudusto: 
guidelines. 

10.5 Coordinated LNP Activities During 
Non-Business Hours. There will be no 
premium charges between the Parties or 
compensation provided bi:: one Party to the 
other Pam for the coordinated routine LNP 
activities between the normal business hours of 
8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. If an "LNP Date 
Modifications/ End User Not Readv" reguest is 
made outside norm11I b!!siness hours {if 
available} or is made within normal b!!siness 
hours and reg!!ires additional intern!!! or 
outside work force, the Reguesting Pam {i.e. 
the Porting fam or the New Service Provider) 
will be assessed an Expedited Order Charge. 

10.6 Each Pam is responsible for obtaining 
a authoriti:: from each End User initiating LNP 
from one Parti:: to tbe other Partv. The Parties 
agree to follow Federal, and where applicable 
State rules. 

10.7 The Parties al:!:ee to coordinate the 
timing for disconnection from one Parti:: and 
connection with the other Pam when an End 
User norts his or her telenhone number. 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ 
Issues Description 

!CA Section 

Section 10.8 

Section I 0.1 

Issue 11. Should the ILEC-
proposed Directory 

Direetorv Listings and Listing nrovisions, as 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Nonna!) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

10.8 Combined LNP Reguests. Each Parti: 
will acce[!t LNP reguests from the other Parti: 
for one End User that includes multi[!le 
reguests for LNP onli: where the End User will 
retain each of the tele[!hone numbers identified 
in the LNP reguest. 

ILEC's proposed languagee: 

JO.I The parties will provide LNP in 
accordance with the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the FCC and the South Dakota 
Public Utilities Commission and the South 
Dakota Public Utilities Commission's Final 
Decision and Order in TC04-054, dated 
September 30, 2004. ITC agrees to provide to 
Sprint transitional number portability measures 
(also referred to as transitional LNP and interim 
LNP) as defined in 47 C.F.R. § 52.21 (r) and in 
accordance with the South Dakota Public 
Utilities Commission's Final Decision and Order 
in TC04-05, dated September 30, 2004, within 60 
days of the effective date of this agreement at the 
rates and as specified in Appendix_. Sprint 
will provide transitional LNP to ]TC within 60 
days of the effective date of this agreement at the 
rates and as specified it, Appendix_. 

Yes. The ILEC proposed Sprint does not know 
Directory Listing ILEC's position on 

15.2 TELCO will include Snrint's End Users' provisions, a, modified bv this Issue. 
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Disputed Points List 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. / Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 

Dated: October 11, 2006 

Issues Number/ Issues Description 
ICA Section 
Distribution Services - modified by Sprint, 
Section 15.2 be adopted and 

incorporated into the 
Interconnection 
Agreement? 

Section 15.3 

SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

Disputed Terms Sprint Position ILEC Position 

End Users' primary listings (residence and Sprint, should be adopted 
business) in its White Pages Directory, and if and incorporated into the 
applicable in its Yellow Pages Directory under the Interconnection 
appropriate heading classification as determined Agreement. 
by publisher as well as in any electronic 
directories in which TELCO 's own Customers are 
ordinarily included. Listings of Sprint's .Efil! 
Users End Users will be interfiled with listings 
ofTELCO's End Users End Users and the End 
Users End Users of other LECs, in the local 
section of TELCO's directories. 

15.3 Sprint shall not be required to provide 
TELCO with any information regarding Sprint's 
End User where that End User End User has 
selected "non published" or like status with Sprint. 
If Sl!rint l!rovides "non l!Dhlished" 
information regardigg Sl!rint's End User to 
TELCO, TELCO will not charge Sl!rint. 
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INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

By and Between 

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOP 
And 

SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. 

THIS DOCUMENT IS A DRAFT AND REPRESENTS THE CURRENT POSITIONS OF 
SPRINT WITH RESPECT TO INTERCONNECTION AND RESALE. SPRINT 
RESERVES THE RIGHT TO MODIFY THIS DRAFT AGREEMENT, INCLUDING ANY 
APPENDICES, SCHEDULES AND ATTACHMENTS, AT ANY TIME PRIOR TO THE 
EXECUTION OF A FINAL AGREEMENT BY BOTH PARTIES. THIS DOCUMENT IS 
NOT AN OFFER. ANY PROPOSALS OR AGREEMENTS DURING NEGOTIATIONS 
ARE PROVIDED FOR NEGOTIATION DISCUSSION PURPOSES BASED ON ILEC 
SPECIFIC CIRCUMSTANCES. 

EXHIBIT _D_ 
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This Interconnection Agreement ("Agreement") is entered into the __ day of 

---- 2006 by and between Interstate Telecommunications Coop ("TELCO") and Sprint 
Communications Company L.P. a Delaware limited partnership with offices at 6160 Sprint 
Parkway, Overland Park, Kansas 66251 ("Sprint"). TELCO and Sprint may also be referred to 
herein singularly as a "Party" or collectively as the "Parties." 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, TELCO is an incumbent local exchange carrier ("ILEC") and Sprint is a 
telecommunications carrier certified as a competitive local exchange carrier ("CLEC"); and. 

WHEREAS, Sections 251 and 252 of the Communications Act of 1934 as amended by the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the "Act") have specific requirements for interconnection, and 
the Parties intend to comply with these requirements; and 

WHEREAS, The Parties desire to interconnect their respective networks to allow either 
Party to deliver its originating End User Telecommunications End User Local Traffic to the 
other Party for tennination to the End Users End User of the other Party; and 

WHEREAS the Parties are entering into this Agreement to set forth the respective 
obligations of the Parties and the terms and conditions under which the Parties will interconnect 
their networks and provide other services as required by the Act and applicable law. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual obligations set forth below, the Parties 
agree to the following terms and conditions: 

1. Scope of Agreement 

1.1. This Agreement may be used by Sprint to provide retail services or wholesale 
services to third-party customers. The third-party Telecommunications 
Traffic and traffic subject to access Sprint delivers to ILEC, including CMRS 
Traffic, is treated under this Agreement as Sprint Traffic, and all billing 
associated with the Telecommunications Traffic and Traffic will be in the 
name of Sprint subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement. 

I .2. 1bis Agreement addresses the terms and conditions under which Sprint and TELCO 
agree to exchange only Local Traffic between their respective networks. End 
Users, as specified in Schedule I, at the Point of Interconnection ("POI'? in 
accordance with this Agreement. All traffic that either Party may deliver to the 
POI that falls outside of the definition of Local Traffic shall not be subject to the 
terms and conditions of this Agreement (the "Excluded Traffic'?, but may be 
subject to other arrangements and/or tariffs of the Parties that shall govern the 
intercarrier compensation treatment of such Excluded Traffic. The Parties 
further agree to strictly construe the definition of Local Traffic and to ensure that 
each will abide by the additional terms and conditions of Section_ regarding 
facilities and traffic as addressed in this Agreement 
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J .3. All Telecommunications Local Traffic exchanged between the Parties shall be 
subject to the compensation mechanism provided for in Section 8 below. 

1.4. Each Party agrees that it will not knowingly provision any of its services in a 
mam1er that permits the arbitrage and/or circumvention of the application of 
switched access charges by the other Party. 

1.5. The Parties enter into this Agreement without prejudice to any positions they have 
taken previously, or may take in the future in any legislative, regulatory, judicial or 
other public forum addressing any matters, including matters related specifically to 
this Agreement, or other types of arrangements prescribed in this Agreement. 

1.6. Each Party shall comply with all Federal, State, and local statutes, regulations, 
rules, ordinances, judicial decisions, and administrative rulings applicable to its 
performance under this Agreement. 

l. 7. The Parties agree that this agreement excludes all Internet Service Provider (ISP) 
and ISP bound Traffic, in accordance with the Order on Remand in FCC Docket CC 
96-98, April 27, 2001. 

1.8. The Parties agree to comply with the Communications Assistance for Law 
Enforcement Act ("CALEA"). 

2. Definitions 

Except as otherwise specified herein, the following definitions will apply to all sections 
contained in this Agreement. Additional definitions that are specific to the matters covered 
in a particular section may appear in that section. Any term used in this Agreement that is 
not defined specifically shall have the meaning ascribed to such term in the Act. If no 
specific meaning exists for a specific term used in this Agreement, then normal usage in 
the telecommunications industry shall apply. 

2.1. Act, as used in this Agreement, means the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 
Section 151 et seq.), as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, and as 
from time to time interpreted in the duly authorized rules and regulations of the 
Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") or the Commission. 

2.2. Bill and Keep means that neither of the two intercoooecting carriers charges the 
other for the Telecommunications Traffic. 

2.3. CMRS Traffic means traffic originated by or terminated to a Commercial Mobile 
Radio Service provider, as defined in 47 C.F.R. 20.3. 

2.4. Commission means the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission. 

2.5. End User means the residential or business subscriber or other ultimate user of 
telecommunications services provided by either of the Parties or, when Sprint 
has a business arrangement with a third partv last mile provider for 
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interconnection services, the ultimate user of voice services provided by the last 
mile provider. 

End User means the residence or business subscriber that is the ultimate user of 
telecommunications services provided by either of the Parties. 

2.6. DS] means a transport channel capable of transmitting a digital signal transmission 
rate of 1.544 Megabits per second ("Mbps"). 

2.7. DS3 means a transport channel capable of transmitting at a digital signal rate of 
44.736 Mbps. 

2.8. Extended Area Service or EAS means a telecommunications service that expands a 
local calling area to include another local exchange area as defined in ARSD 
20: I 0:24:01 (7). 

2.9. EAS Traffic means two-way traffic that faUs within the definition of"EAS" that is 
exchanged between the Parties. 

2.10. Interconnection means the direct or indirect physical linking of the Parties two 
networks for the mutual exchange of traffic. 

2.11. Interconnection Facility is a dedicated transport facility used to connect two 
carriers' networks. 

2.12. Local Access and Transport Area ("LATA") has the same meaning as that 
contained in the Act. 

2. 13 Local Exchange Area means any geographic area established by a local 
exchange carrier as filed with or approved by the commission for the 
administration of local telecommunications service which may consist of one or 
more central offices or wire centers together with associated facilities used in 
furnishing telecommunications service in that area. 

2.14 Local Exchange Carrier or LEC means any common carrier authorized to provide 
exchange and exchange access services as defined in 47. U.S.C. 153 (26). 

2.15 Local Number Portability (LNP) provides an End User End User of 
telecommunications service the ability to retain its existing telephone number 
when changing from one telecommunications carrier to another. The Parties 
recognize that some of the Traffic to be exchanged under this Agreement may be 
destined for telephone numbers that have been ported. (Definition only agreed 
upon if Interstate 's definition of End User is accepted) 

2.16. Local Traffic is defined by 47. C.F.R. 51.5, which provides that telephone 
exchange service is (I) A service within a telephone exchange, or within a 
connected system of telephone exchanges within the same exchange area 
operated to furnish to subscribers intercommunicating service of the character 
ordinarily furnished by a single exchange, and which is covered by the exchange 
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service charge or (2) a comparable service provided through a system of 
switched, transmission equipment, or other facilities (or combination thereof) by 
which a subscriber can originate and terminate a telecommunications service. 

2.17 NPA-NXX means the first six digits of a ten-digit telephone number, which denote 
a consecutive I 0,000 number block within the North American Numbering Plan. 
As used in the Agreement, the term refers exclusively to geographic NP As 
associated with Rate Center areas and excludes Service Access Codes ( e.g., 8XX, 
900, 555, etc.), unless otherwise specifically noted. 

2.18 Percent Interstate Usage ("PIU") is a calculation which represents the ratio of 
minutes subject to access to the sum of those minutes plus all other minutes sent 
between the parties over Interconnection trunks. 

2.19 Percent Local Usage ("PLU") is a calculation which represents the ratio of the 
minutes falling within the definition of Local Exchange Area subject to 
reciprocal compensation to the sum of those minutes plus all other minutes sent 
between the Parties over Interconnection trunks. 

2.20 Point oflnterconnection ("POI") means the physical location(s) at which the 
Parties' networks meet for the purpose of exchanging Traffic. 

2.21. Reciprocal Compensation means a compensation arrangement between two 
carriers in which each of the two carriers receives compensation from the other 
carrier for the Transport and Termination on each carrier's network facilities of 
Telecommunicatious Local Traffic that originates on the network facilities of the 
other carrier. 47 C.F.R. § 51.70l(e). 

2.22 Rate Center means a geographic area used as a metric in rating wireline calls. The 
geographic area (a.k.a. as an "Exchange") coincides with the wire center(s) 
boundaries of the TELCO. The size/number of rate centers are regulated by the 
state Commission. Rate Centers are used by LECs in conjunction with rating local 
and intra-LAT A calls. 

2.23 SS7 means Signaling System 7, the common channel out-of-band signaling 
protocol developed by the Consultative Committee for International Telephone and 
Telegraph (CCITT) and the American National Standards Institute (ANSI). 

2.24 Telecommunications Traffic is as defined in 47 C.F.R. 51.70Hb), subject to 
25Hb)(5), aud includes CMRS Traffic. 

2.25 Traffic includes both Telecommunications Traffic aud traffic subject to access 
charges. 

3. Interconnection 
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For Interconnection under 251(a) of the Act the following terms apply: 

3.1 Points oflnterconnectiou 

3.1.1 For direct interconnection. Sprint will establish a minimum of one POI 
at any technically feasible point on the ILEC's network. 

3.1.1.1 Sprint will he responsible for engineering and maintaining its 
network on its side of the POI and JI.EC will be responsible for 
engineering and maintaining its network on its side of the POI. 

3.1.1.2 Regardless of how interconnection facilities are provisioned (e.g., 
owned, leased or obtained pursuant to tariff, etc.) each Party is 
individually responsible to provide facilities to the POI that are 
necessarv for routing, transporting, measuring, and billing 
Traffic from the other Party's network and for delivering Traffic 
to the other Partv's network in a mutually acceptable format and 
in a manner that neither destrovs nor degrades the normal 
quality of service. 

3.2. Each Party shall be responsible for the cost and any requirements associated 
with the establishment, including but not limited to, if applicable, ordering 
processes and access service request processes of providing trunks to the POI for 
Local Traffic which that Party originates. The mutually agreed upon POI must 
be at or within TELCO's Local Exchange Area. Each Party will be solely 
responsible for the costs and operation of its portion of the construction of 
facilities to the POI. 

3.3. The Parties will interconnect their networks as specified in the terms and 
conditions contained in Schedule I hereto and incorporated by reference. A new 
POI can be established, or the existing POI moved, only with the consent of both 
Parties; provided, however, that where one Party requests that the POI be 
moved, the Party requesting such move may be required to pay, at the request of 
the other Party, the costs of the other Party associated with the move. 

3.4. The Parties will use the trunk group(s) established at the POI to route Local 
Traffic to one another pursuant to the terms and conditions of this Section 3 of 
the Agreement. 

3.5. This Agreement is applicable only for the exchange of Local Traffic. Both 
Parties agree to deliver only traffic within the scope of this Agreement over the 
connecting facilities as specified in Schedule I. Neither Party shall provide an 
intermediary or transit traffic function for the other Party's connection of its 
End Users to the users of a third party telecommunications carrier, third party 
Information Service Provider, or third party cable television service provider 
unless there are agreements in place between and among TELCO, CLEC and 
each third party. This Agreement does not obligate either Party to utilize any 
intermediary or transit traffic function of either the other Party or any third 
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party provider of transit services. This Agreement does not obligate either Party 
to provide an intermediary or transit traffic service. 

3.6. Each Party warrants and represents that it will not provision any of its services 
or exchange any traffic hereunder in a manner that permits the 
unlawful avoidance of the application of intrastate or interstate access 
charges (such as, but not limited to, through the unlawful resale or bridging of 
Local Traffic) by any other entity including, but not limited to, third party 
carriers, aggregators, resellers, and the Commission-defined unlawful resale or 
bridging of Local Traffic. Each Party also agrees to take all reasonable steps to 
terminate any service to one of its users that permits that user to unla,efully 
avoid the application of access charges by the other Party. Telecommunications 
traffic to or from users that originate or terminate in areas other than the 
TELCO Local Exchange Area are subject to intrastate or 
interstate access charges regardless of whether the traffic may have been 
converted to Internet Protocol or any other transmission protocol during the 
routing and transmission of the call. 

4 Technical Requirements for Interconnection 

4.1. Each party will deliver its Traffic to the POI. 

4.2. The Parties agree to utilize SS7 Common Channel Signaling ("CCS") between 
their respective networks. Both Parties will provide CCS connectivity in 
accordance with accepted industry practice and standard technical specifications. 
For all traffic, exchanged, the Parties agree to cooperate with one another on the 
exchange of all appropriate unaltered CCS messages for call set-up, including 
without limitation ISDN User Part ("!SUP") and Transaction Capability User Part 
("TCAP") messages to facilitate interoperability of CCS-based features and 
functions between their respective networks, including CLASS features and 
functions. All CCS signaling parameters, including, but not limited to, the 
originating End User End User telephone number, will be provided by each Party 
in conjunction with all traffic it exchanges to the extent required by industry 
standards. 

4.3. The Parties will provide Calling Party Number ("CPN") and/or Automatic Number 
Identification ("AN!") on at least ninety-five percent (95%) of all traffic delivered 
to the POI. Where CPN and/or AN! is not provided, the Parties agree that the Party 
receiving such traffic shall assess, and the delivering Party shall pay to the 
receiving Party, the applicable intrastate terminating access charges. 

5. Interconnection Facility 
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5.1. Each partv will provision a one-way interconnection facility for the deliverv of 
its Traffic to the other party's network except where the parties agree to use 
two-way facilities. 

5.1.1. For direct interconnection, Sprint will establish a minimum of one 
POI within the LAT A at any technically feasible point on the ILEC's 
network. 

5.1.2. Sprint will he responsible for engineering and maintaining its network 
on its side of the POI on ILEC's network and ILEC will be 
responsible for engineering and maintaining its network on its side of 
the POI on ILEC's network. 

5.1.3. For direct interconnection, TELCO will establish a minimum of one 
POI at any technically feasible point on Sprint's network within the 
LATA. 

5.1.4. TELCO will be responsible for engineering and maintaining its 
network on its side of the POI on Sprint's network and Sprint will be 
responsible for engineering and maintaining its network on its side of 
the POI on Sprint's network. 

5.1.5. Regardless of how interconnection facilities are provisioned (e.g., 
owned, leased or obtained pursuant to tariff, etc.) each Party is 
individually responsible to provide facilities to the POI that are 
necessary for routing, transporting, measuring, and billing Traffic 
from the other Party's network and for delivering Traffic to the other 
Party's network in a mutually acceptable format and in a manner that 
neither destroys nor degrades the normal quality of service. 

5.1.6. Sprint will provide TELCO a technically feasible POI within Sprint's 
network within the LAT A for delivery of TELCO-originated traffic. 

5.2. The parties will agree to use a two-way interconnection facility subject to the 
following terms. 

5.2.1. 

5.2.2. 

Sprint may provide one-hundred percent (100%) of two-way 
Interconnection Facilitv via lease of meet-point circuits between ILEC 
and a third partv, lease ofILEC facilities, lease of third-party 
facilities, or use of its own facilities. 

When two-way Interconnection Facilities are utilized, each Party shall 
be financially responsible for that portion of the Interconnection 
Facility used to transmit its originating Traffic. 
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5.2.3. 

5.2.4. 

5.2.5. 

If Sprint leases the two-way Interconnection Facility from ILEC, 
ILEC will reduce the recurring and non-recurring facilitv charges and 
only invoice Sprint for that percentage of the facility that carries 
Sprint-originated Traffic. 

If Sprint self-provisions or leases the Interconnection Facility from a 
third partv, Sprint may charge ILEC for ILEC's proportionate share 
of the recurring and non-recurring facility charges for the 
Interconnection Facilities based upon that percentage of the facility 
that carries ILEC-originated Traffic. 

A state-wide shared facilities factor may be agreed to by the Parties 
that represents each Partv's proportionate use of all direct two-wav 
Interconnection Facilities between the Parties. The shared facilities 
factor may be updated by the Parties annuallv based on current 
Traffic study data, if requested in writing. 

5.3. Interconnection Facilities that are leased from ILEC for interconnection 
purposes must be provided to Sprint based on a forward- looking pricing 
methodology. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, if 
Sprint elects to order interconnection facilities from ILEC's access tariff or 
purchases the Interconnection Facility under this Agreement section 5 will 

5.4. 

5.5. 

!P1llY, 

Compensation for Interconnection Facilities is separate and distinct from any 
transport and termination per minute of use charges or an otherwise agreed 
upon Bill and Keep arrangement. To the extent that one Party provides a 
two-way Interconnection Facility, regardless of who the underlving carrier is, 
it mav charge the other Party for its proportionate share of the recurring 
charges for Interconnection Facilities based on the other Party's percentage 
of the total originated Telecommunications Traffic. 

Sprint and ILEC may utilize existing and new trunks and interconnection 
facilities for the mutual exchange of Traffic pursuant to the following: 

5.5.1. The terminating Party shall measure and accuratelv identify the 

5.5.2. 

Traffic delivered on combined trunks/facilities as Telecommunications 
Traffic (wireline or wireless) or traffic subject to access charges 
(wireline or wireless). The charges for usage and underlving 
trunks/facilities shall be subject to appropriate compensation based on 
jurisdiction and the cost sharing provisions as provided in this Section 
5 and Schedule I. Neither Party shall assess access charges to the other 
Party for the termination of Telecommunications Traffic. 

If the terminating Partv is not able to measure and accurately identifv 
the jurisdiction of the Traffic, the other Party shall provide factors 
necessary to appropriately jurisdictionalize the Traffic. 
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6. 

5.5.3. Each Party may audit the developmeut of the other Party's actual 
usage or the development of the jurisdictional usage factors, as set 
forth in the audit provisions, Section 11.2, of this Agreement. 

5.6. The Parties will mutually agree on the appropriate sizing for two-way facilities. 
The capacity of Interconnection facilities provided by each Party will be based on 
mutual forecasts and sound engineering practice, as mutually agreed to by the 
Parties. The Interconnection facilities provided by each Party shall, where 
technically available, be formatted using Bipolar 8 Zero Substitution ("B8ZS"). 
The Grade of Service for all facilities between the Parties will be engineered and 
provisioned to achieve P .0 I Grade of Service. Each Party shall make available to 
the other Party trunks over which the originating Party can terminate Traffic of the 
End Users End User of the originating Party to the End Users End User of the 
tenninating Party, provided, however, that each Party retains the right to modify 
the trunk facilities it provides to its side of the POI. 

5.7. The electrical interface at the POI will be for a DS1 level. If any other electrical 
interface is mutually agreed to by the Parties, then each Party shall provide any 
required multiplexing to a DS 1 level 

5.8. Prior to the establishment of a direct connection of the parties' networks, each 
Party will provide the other with a point of contact for escalation for ordering and 
provisioning related matters and, if a two-way interconnection facility is used, the 
reconciliation of trunk forecasts. 

Indirect Traffic Interconnection 

6.1. The Parties agree to exchange Traffic indirectly through one or more third­
party networks ("Intermediary Entity"). In an indirect interconnection 
arrangement there is no POI directlv linking the two parties' networks. 

6.2. Once an indirect Traffic arrangement between Sprint and ILEC's network is 
no longer considered by an originating Party to be an economically preferred 
method of interconnection, tbe Parties agree that tbe originating Party may 
provision a one-way Interconnection Facilitv at its own cost to deliver its 
Traffic to the terminating Party's network. If. however. the Parties mutuallv 
agree that tbe indirect Traffic arrangement is no longer the economically 
preferred method of interconnection for both Parties and the Parties have 
agreed to nse a two-way interconnection facilitv. Sprint will establish a direct 
interconnection with JLEC as set forth in this Agreement. 

6.3. 

6.4. 

Each Party acknowledges that it is tbe originating Partv's responsibilitv to 
enter into transiting arrangements with the Intermediary Entity. 

Each Party is responsible for tbe transport of originating calls from its 
network to tbe Intermediary Entity and for tbe payment of transit charges 
assessed bv the Intermediary Entity. 
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7. Transit Traffic ( only when ILEC has a Tandem). 

7.1. Transit Traffic means the delivery of Traffic by ILEC originated or terminated by 
the End User End User of Sprint and originated or terminated to a third party 
LEC, ILEC, or CMRS provider of the interconnection trunks. 

7.2. ILEC will use reasonable effort to deliver each call it transits to Sprint's network 
with all SS7 Common Channel Interoffice Signaling (CCJS) and other appropriate 
messages ILEC receives from the third-party originating carrier in order to 
facilitate full interoperability and billing function. ILEC agrees to send all 
message indicators according to industry standards and to provide the terminating 
party information on traffic originated by a third-party CLEC, ILEC or CMRS 
provider. To the extent that the industry adopts a standard record format for 
recording originating and/or tenninating transit calls, ILEC agrees to comply with 
the industry-adopted format to exchange records. 

8. lntercarrier Compensation 

8.1. Compensation for Telecommunications Local Traffic 

8.1.1. Regardless of whether the Parties interconnect directly or indirectlv 
reciprocal compensation shall be applicable to the exchange of 
Telecommunications Local Traffic as defined in Section 2.24 above. For 
the purposes of billing compensation for Telecommunications Local 
Traffic, billed minutes will be based upon records/reports provided by one 
or more third parties, or actual usage recorded by the Parties, where 
available. Measured usage begins when the terminating recording switch 
receives answer supervision from the called end-user and ends when the 
terminating recording switch receives or sends disconnect (release 
message) supervision ( conversation time). The measured usage is 
aggregated at the end of the measurement cycle and rounded to a whole 
minute. Billing for traffic shall be on a monthly basis and shall be based 
on the aggregated measured usage Jess any traffic identified by the billing 
Party as non- Local Telecommunications Traffic. The rate for 
Reciprocal Compensation shall be per minute of use Bill and 
Keep. 

8.2. Compensation for Toll Traffic (non-47 C.F.R. 5I.701(b) Traffic) 

8.2.1. Compensation for the termination of toll traffic and the origination of 
800 traffic between the Parties shall be based on applicable tariff 
access charges in accordance with FCC and Commission Rules and 
Regulations and consistent with the provisions of this Agreement. 

8.2.2. If a Party sends Telecommunications Traffic over the interconnection 
arrangement, and if the terminating Party is unable to measure the 
jurisdiction of the traffic, the other partv will provide the termination 
partv a PLU and PIU to determine the appropriate intercarrier 
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compensation snbject to section 5.5. then such traffic will be billed by 
the terminating party in accordance with SDCL § 49-31-111. 

8.2.3. Calling Party Nwnber. Each Party will transmit calling party nwnber 
(CPN) as required by FCC rules (47 C.F.R. 64.1601). 

9. Dialing Parity 

9.1. Regardless of the type of Interconnection with ILEC's network, ILEC shall 
pennit its End Users End User within a given Rate Center to dial the same 
number of digits to call a Sprint NPA-NXX in the same Rate Center that would be 
required of the same End User End User to call a landline End User End User in 
the same Rate Center as the Sprint NPA-NXX. 

9 .2. Sprint shall pennit its End Users End Users within a given Rate Center to dial the 
same number of digits to call a Sprint NPA-NXX in the same Rate Center that 
would be required of the same End User End User to call a landline end-user in 
the same Rate Center as the ILEC NP A-NXX. 

9 .3. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to alter or otherwise affect in any 
manner the local calling areas offered by either Party to its End Users End Users .. 

10. Local Number Portability 

10.J. The Parties will provide LNP in accordance with the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the FCC and the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission and 
the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission's Final Decision and Order in 
TC04-454, dated September 30, 2004. ITC agrees to provide to Sprint 
transitional number portability measures (also referred to as transitional LNP 
and Interim LNP) as defined in 47 C.F.R. § 52.21(r) and in accordance with the 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission's Final Decision and Order in TC 04-
05, dated September 30, 2004, within 60 days of the effective date of the 
agreement at a rate and as specified in Appendix_. Sprint will provide 
transitional LNP to ITC within 60 days of the effective date of this agreement at 
the rates and as specified in Appendix_. 

10.2. The Parties shall provide LNP query, routing. and transport services in 
accordance with mies and regnlations as prescribed by the FCC and the 
guidelines set forth by the North American Numbering Council ("NANC"). 
The applicable charges for LNP guerv, rooting. and transport services shall 
be billed in accordance with each Party's applicable tariff or contract. 
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10.3. 

10.4. 

10.5. 

Both Parties will perform testing as specified in indnstrv guidelines and 
cooperate in conducting any additional testing to ensnre interoperability 
between networks and systems. Each Party shall inform the other Partv of 
anv svstem updates that may affect the other Party's network and each Party 
shall, at the other Party's reasonable request, perform tests to validate the 
operation of the network. 

The Parties agree that Traffic will be routed via a Location Routing Number 
("LRN") assigned in accordance with industry guidelines 

Coordinated LNP Activities During Non-Business Hours. There will be no 
premium charges between the Parties or compensation provided bv one Party 
to the other Party for the coordinated routine LNP activities between the 
normal business hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. If an "LNP Date 
Modifications/ End User Not Ready" request is made outside normal business 
hours (if available) or is made within normal business hours and requires 
additional internal or ontside work force, the Requesting Party (i.e. the 
Porting Party or the New Service Provider) will he assessed an Expedited 
Order Charge. 

10.6. Each Party is responsible for obtaining a authoritv from each End User 
initiating LNP from one Party to the other Partv. The Parties agree to follow 
Federal, and where applicable State rules. 

10. 7. The Parties agree to coordinate the timing for disconnection from one Party 
and connection with the other Partv when an End User ports his or her 
telephone number. 

10.8. Combined LNP Requests. Each Partv will accept LNP requests from the 
other Partv for one End User that includes multiple requests for LNP only 
where the End User will retain each of the telephone numbers identified in the 
LNP request. 
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11. Traffic Identifiers and Audits 

11.1. On all traffic exchanged pursuant to this A!,>reement, neither Party shall 
intentionally substitute nor implement any arrangement within its switch( es) that 
generates an incorrect AN!, CPN, or other SS7 parameters then those associated 
with the originating End User End User. Where a Party becomes aware of an 
arrangement ( or through reasonable diligence should have become aware of such 
an arrangement) being used by one of its End Users End Users that generates an 
incorrect AN!, CPN, or other SS7 parameters then those associated with the 
originating End User End User, that Party shall inform the other Party of the 
arrangement and shall take all necessary steps (including, but not limited to, 
regulatory or judicial action) required to terminate the use of such arrangement. 
Upon determination that a Party has intentionally substituted or generated such 
incorrect parameters on traffic exchanged pursuant to this Agreement or did not 
disclose the existence of such an arrangement associated with one of its End Users 
End Users, the offending Party shall pay the other Party the difference between 
compensation paid (if any) and applicable access charges, plus interest due under 
the terms of the applicable access tariff from the date the traffic would have been 
billed if such parameters had been passed unaltered. The intentional substitution 
or generation of incorrect parameters shall constitute a default of this Agreement. 

11.2. Either Party may conduct an audit of the other Party's books and records pertaining 
to the Services provided under this Agreement, no more frequently than once per 
twelve (12) month period, to evaluate the other Party's accuracy of billing, data and 
invoicing in accordance with this Agreement. Any audit will be performed as 
follows: (i) following at least thirty (30) Business Days' prior written notice to the 
audited Party; (ii) subject to the reasonable scheduling requirements and 
limitations of the audited Party; (iii) at the auditing Party's sole cost and expense; 
(iv) of a reasonable scope and duration; (v) in a manner so as not to interfere with 
the andited Party's business operations; and (vi) in compliance with the audited 
Party's security rules. Adjustments, credits or payments shall be made and any 
corrective action shall commence within thirty (30) Days from the requesting 
Party's receipt of the final audit report to compensate for any errors or omissions 
which are disclosed by such audit and are agreed to by the Parties. Sprint will 
maintain the relevant data for eighteen (18) months. 

12. Trunk Forecasting 

12.1. The Parties will work towards the development of joint forecasting responsibilities 
if a two-way Interconnection Facility is used. Parties will make all reasonable 
efforts and cooperate in good faith to develop alternative solutions to 
accommodate orders when facilities are not available. Inter-company forecast 
information must be provided by the Parties to each other upon reasonable request, 
per Section 5 .8 above. 
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13. Network Management 

13. I . Either Party may use protective network traffic management controls as available 
in their networks such as, but not limited to, 7-digit and I 0-digit code gaps, on 
traffic toward each other's network, when required to protect the public switched 
network from congestion due to facility failures, switch congestion or failure or 
focused overload. Sprint and TELCO will immediately notify each other of any 
protective control action planned or executed. 

13.2. Sprint and TELCO will cooperate and share pre-planning information regarding 
cross-network mass call-ins expected to generate large or focused temporary 
increases in call volumes. Both Parties will work cooperatively to reduce network 
congestion caused by such cross-network mass call-ins. 

13 .3. Neither Party will use any service related to or using any of the services provided 
in this Agreement in any manner that impairs the quality of service to either Party's 
End Users End Users, causes electrical hazards to either Party's personnel, 
damage to either Party's equipment or malfunction of either Party's billing 
equipment (individually and collectively, "Network Harm"). If a Network Harm 
occurs or if a Party reasonably determines that a Network Harm is imminent, then 
such Party will, where practicable, notify the other Party that temporary 
discontinuance or refusal of service may be required; provided, however, wherever 
prior notice is not practicable, such Party may temporarily discontinue or refuse 
service forthwith, if such action is reasonable under the circumstances. In case of 
such temporary discontinuance or refusal, such Party shall: 

13 .3.1. Promptly notify the other Party of such temporary discontinuance or 
refusal; 

13.3.2. Afford the other Party the opportunity to correct the situation which gave 
rise to such temporary discontinuance or refusal. 

13.4. The Parties agree to: 

13.4.1. cooperatively plan and implement coordinated repair procedures for the 
meet point and local interconnection trunks and facilities to ensure trouble 
reports are resolved in a timely and appropriate manner; 

13.4.2. provide trained personnel with adequate and compatible test equipment to 
work with each other's technicians; 

13.4.3. promptly notify each other when there is any change affecting the service 
requested, including the date service is to be started; 

13.4.4. coordinate and schedule testing activities of their own personnel, and 
others as applicable, to ensure its interconnection trunks/trunk groups are 
installed per the interconnection order, meet agreed upon acceptance test 
requirements, and are placed in service by the due date; 

SPRINT's Language {bold and underlined) 
ILEC's Language (hold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 

15 



13.4.5. perform sectionalization to determine if a trouble condition is located in its 
facility or its portion of the interconnection trunks prior to referring any 
trouble to each other; 

l 3.4.6. provide each other with a trouble reporting number to a work center; 

13.4.7. where reasonably practical, immediately report to each other any 
equipment failure which may affect the interconnection trunks; 

13.4.8. provide, based on the trunking architecture, for mutual tests for system 
assurance for the proper recording of AMA records in each Party's switch. 
(where such tests are repeatable on demand by either Party upon 
reasonable notice). 

13.5. A maintenance service charge applies per the TELCO 's applicable Tariff, 
whenever either Party requests the dispatch of the other Party's personnel for the 
purpose of perfonning maintenance activity on the interconnection trunks, and any 
of, but not limited to, the following conditions exist: 

13 .5.1. No trouble is found in the interconnection trunks; 

13.5.2. The trouble condition results from equipment, facilities or systems not 
provided by the Party whose personnel were dispatched; or 

13.5.3. Trouble clearance did not otherwise require a dispatch, and upon dispatch 
requested for repair verification, the interconnection trunk does not exceed 
maintenance limits. 

13.6. If a maintenance service charge has been applied and trouble is subsequently found 
in the facilities of the Party whose personnel were dispatched, then the charge will 
be canceled. Billing for maintenance service by either Party is based on each half­
hour or fraction thereof expended to perform the work requested. The time worked 
is categorized and billed at one of the following three rates:(!) basic time; (2) 
overtime; or (3) premium time as defined in the billing Party's approved intrastate 
access tariff. The maintenance service charge shall be those contained in a Party's 
interstate exchange access tariff applicable to engineering technicians. 

14. Office Code Translations 

14.1. It shall be the responsibility of each Party to program and update its own switches 
and network systems in accordance with the Local Exchange Routing Guide 
("LERG") in order to recognize and route Traffic to the other Party's assigned 
NXX codes at all times. 
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14.2. When more than one earrier is involved in completing that traffic, the N-1 carrier 
has the responsibility to detennine if a qnery is required, to launch the query, and 
to route the call to the appropriate switch or network in which the telephone 
number resides. For Traffic exchanged under this Agreement the N-1 is the 
originating carrier (i.e. ILEC or Sprint). 

14.3. If a Party does not fulfill its N-1 carrier responsibility shall perform queries on 
calls to telephone numbers with portable NXXs received from the N-1 carrier and 
route the call to the appropriate switch or network in which the telephone number 
resides. The N-1 carrier shall be responsible for payment of charges to the other 
Party for any queries, routing, and transport functions made on its behalf, including 
any reciprocal compensation assessed by the tenninating carrier or transit charges 
assessed by a tandem provider. 

15, Directory Listings and Distribution Services 

15. I. Sprint agrees to provide to TELCO or its publisher, as specified by ILEC, all 
subscriber list information (including additions, changes and deletions) for its End 
Users End Users physically located within TELCO's operating areas. It is the 
responsibility of Sprint to snbmit directory listings in the prescribed manner to 
TELCO, prior to the directory listing publication cut-off date, which will be 
provided by TELCO to Sprint upon Sprint's request. 

15.2. TELCO will include Sprint's End Users' End Users' primary listings (residence 
and business) in its White Pages Directory, and if applicable in its Yell ow Pages 
Directory under the appropriate heading classification as determined by publisher 
as well as in any electronic directories in which TELCO's own Customers are 
ordinarily included. Listings of Sprint's End Users End Users will be interfiled 
with listings ofTELCO's End Users End Users and the End Users End Users of 
other LECs, in the local section of TELCO's directories. 

15.3. Sprint shall not be required to provide TELCO with any information regarding 
Sprint's End User End User where that End User End User has selected "non 
published" or like status with Sprint. If Sprint provides "non published" 
information regarding Sprint's End User to TELCO, TELCO will not charge 
Sprint. 

15.4. Sprint's End User's End User primary listing information in the telephone 
directories will be provided at no charge. Sprint will pay TELCO's tariffed 
charges for additional and foreign telephone directory listings. 

15.5. TELCO will distribute its telephone directories to Sprint's End User's End User's 
in the same manner it provides those functions for its own End User's End User's. 

15.6. Sprint will provide TELCO with the directory information for all its End Users 
End Users in the format specified by the TELCO or its publisher. Subscriber list 
information will include customer name, address, telephone number, appropriate 
classified heading and all other pertinent data elements as requested by TELCO, as 
appropriate with each order, to provide TELCO the ability to identify listing 
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ownership. Sprint will provide all End User End User listings at no charge to 
TELCO or its publisher. 

15.7. Sprint's End Users' End Users' standard primary listing information in the 
telephone directories will be provided at no charge. Sprint will pay TELCO"s 
charges as contained in TELCO's general subscriber service tariff, [INSERT CITE 
TO TELCO"s STATE TARIFF OR LIKE MECHANISM], for additional and 
foreign telephone directory listings that may be assessed to its End Users End 
Users. No other charges will apply to directory listings. 

15.8. Both Parties will use their best efforts to ensure the accurate listing of Sprint's End 
User End User listings. Sprint is responsible for all listing questions and contacts 
with its End Users End Users including but not limited to queries, complaints, 
account maintenance, privacy requirements and services. Sprint will provide 
TELCO with appropriate internal contact information to fulfill these requirements. 

15.9. TELCO will accord Sprint directory listing information the same level of 
confidentiality which TELCO accords its own directory listing information. Sprint 
l,>Tants TELCO full authority to provide Sprint subscriber listings, excluding non­
published telephone numbers, to other directory publishers and, in addition to all 
other releases and indemnities in this Agreement, Sprint fully releases and agrees 
to indemnify TELCO and its publisher from any alleged or proven liability 
resulting from the provisioning of such listings. 

15.10. Sprint is responsible for sending to TELCO by the date specified by TELCO an 
approximate directory count for Sprint's End Users End Users for the purpose of 
ensuring an adequate quantity ofTELCO"s directories is printed. Sprint shall not 
alter or otherwise change any aspect of the directory that TELCO provides. 
TELCO shall provide to Sprint the quantity of directories that Sprint previously 
specified .. 

15.11. Sprint shall pay TELCO both the rate per directory listed in Schedule II hereto and 
the cost TELCO incurs in complying with the requirements of Section 15.9. 
TELCO will place the same restrictions on the Sprint's End Users End Users as it 
does for itself when assigning book quantities. 

15.12. Sprint agrees to release, defend, hold hannless and indemnify TELCO and/or 
TELCO's directory publisher from and against any and all claims, losses, damages, 
suits, or other actions, or any liability whatsoever ( except as may be provided for 
in Section 16 following) or, suffered, made, instituted, or asserted by any person 
arising out ofTELCO"s listing of the information provided by Sprint. 

15 .13. Nothing in this Section 15 shall require or obligate TELCO to provide a greater 
degree of service to a Sprint End User End User with respect to directory listings 
and publishing than those that TELCO provides to its End Users End User. 

16. 911 Requirements 
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16. 1. Each Party is solely responsible for the receipt and transmission of 
911 /E9 l J traffic originated by users of its Telephone Exchange Services. The 
Parties agree that 911/E911 traffic will not usually be routed over the 
interconnection trunk group(s) identified in and required by this Section. To the 
extent that a Party routes such traffic over such arrangements, that Party shall fully 
indenmify and hold harmless the other Party for any claims, including claims of 
third parties, related to such calls, to the extent liability is not limited under federal 
or state law. 

17. Term of Agreement, Regulatory Approvals and Filing 

I 7. I. This Agreement, and any amendment or modification hereof, will be submitted to 
the Commission for approval within ten (10) calendar days after obtaining the last 
required Agreement signature unless otherwise provided by the Commission. The 
Parties shall use their best efforts to obtain approval of this Agreement by any 
regulatory body having jurisdiction over this Agreement. In the event any 
governmental authority or agency rejects any provision hereof, the Parties shall 
negotiate promptly and in good faith such revisions as may reasonably be required 
to achieve approval. Where this Agreement (or any provision therefore) is subject 
to arbitration, the Parties will undertake reasonable, good faith efforts to agree to 
such language requires to conform this Agreement with the Commission's 
arbitration decision; provided, however, that both Parties agree and recognize that 
such actions are without waiver of their rights with respect to and positions taken 
in such arbitration and without prejudice to any positions they have taken 
previously, or may take in the future in any legislative, regulatory, judicial or other 
public forum addressing any matters, including matters related specifically to this 
Agreement, or other types of arrangements prescribed in this Agreement. 

17 .2. This Agreement shall commence when fully executed approved by the 
Commission and have an initial term of one (1) year from the date of that 
Commission approval. The Parties agree that they can begin the implementation 
activity upon signature of both parties, if Sprint has obtained the requisite authority 
to operate in TELCO's territory. This Agreement shall automatically renew for 
successive one (I) year periods, unless either Party gives written notice at least 
sixty ( 60) days prior to the expiration of the initial, or any renewal term, of its 
desire not to renew. 

17.3. Either party may seek to terminate this Agreement by providing written notice to 
the other Party at least sixty (60) days prior to expiration of the initial term or any 
succeeding term. If ILEC sends a timely notice to terminate and Sprint replies with 
a timely notice for re-negotiation under section 1 7.2, this Agreement will continue 
in full force and effect until a new Agreement is effective through either 
negotiation, mediation or arbitration under 47 U.S.C. 252. 

1 7.4. The filing of this Agreement does not create obligations for either Party under the 
Act that do not otherwise apply. 
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18. Limitation of Liability 
18. J. Except in the instance of harm resulting from an intentional or b>Tossly negligent 

action or willful misconduct of one Party, the liability of either Party to the other 
Party for damages arising out of (I) failure to comply with a direction to install, 
restore or terminate facilities, or (2) out of failures, mistakes, omissions, 
interruptions, delays, errors, or defects occurring in the course of furnishing any 
services, arrangements, or facilities hereunder shall be determined in accordance 
with the terms of the applicable tariff(s) of the providing Party. In the event no 
tariff(s) apply, the providing Party's liability shall not exceed an amount equal to 
the pro rata monthly charge for the period in which such failures, mistakes, 
omissions, interruptions, delays, errors or defects occur. Recovery of said amount 
shall be the injured Party's sole and exclusive remedy against the providing Party 
for such failures, mistakes, omissions, interruptions, delays, errors or defects. 
Because of the mutual nature of the exchange of traffic arrangement between the 
Parties pursuant to this Agreement, the Parties acknowledge that the amount of 
liability incurred under this Section 18.1 may be zero. 

18.2. In no event shall either Party be liable to the other in connection with the provision 
or use of services offered under this Agreement for indirect, incidental, 
consequential, reliance or special damages, including (without limitation) damages 
for Jost profits ( collectively, "Consequential Damages"), regardless of the form of 
action, whether in contract, warranty, strict liability, or tort, including, without 
limitation, negligence of any kind, even if the other Party has been advised of the 
possibility of such damages; provided, that the foregoing shall not limit a Party's 
obligation under Section 16. 

18.3. Except in the instance of harm resulting from an intentional or grossly negligent 
action or willful misconduct, the Parties agree that neither Party shall be liable to 
the customers of the other Party in connection with its provision of services to the 
other Party under this Agreement. Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to 
create a third party beneficiary relationship between the Party providing the service 
and the Customers of the Party purchasing the service. In the event of a dispute 
involving both Parties with a Customer of one Party, both Parties shall assert the 
applicability of any limitations on liability to customers that may be contained in 
either Party's applicable tariff(s). 

19. Indemnification 

19.1. Each Party agrees to release, indemnify, defend and hold harmless the other Party 
from and against all losses, claims, demands, damages, expenses, suits or other 
actions, or any liability whatsoever related to the subject matter of this Agreement, 
including, but not limited to, reasonable costs and attorneys' fees (collectively, a 
"Loss"), (a) whether suffered, made, instituted, or asserted by any other party or 
person, relating to personal injury to or death of any person, or for loss, damage to, 
or destruction of real and/or personal property, whether or not owned by others, 
incurred during the term of this Agreement and to the extent proximately caused 
by the acts or omissions of the indemnifying Party, regardless of the form of 
action, or (b) suffered, made, instituted, or asserted by its own customer(s) against 
the other Party arising out of the other Party's provision of services to the 
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indemnifying Party under this Agreement, except to the extent caused by the 
indemnified Party's intentional or gross negligent acts or willful misconduct. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing indemnification, nothing in this Section 16.0 shall 
affect or limit any claims, remedies, or other actions the indemnifying Party may 
have against the indemnified Party under this Agreement, any other contract, or 
any applicable tariff(s), regulations or laws for the indemnified Party's provision of 
said services. 

19 .2. The indemnification provided herein shall he conditioned upon: 

19 .2.1. The indemnified Party shall promptly notify the indemnifying Party of any 
action taken against the indemnified Party relating to the indemnification. 

19.2.2. The indemnifying Party shall have sole authority to defend any such 
action, including the selection of legal counsel, and the indemnified Party 
may engage separate legal counsel only at its sole cost and expense. Prior 
to retaining legal counsel pursuant to this Section 19 .2.2, the indemnifying 
Party shall seek written assurances from the legal counsel chosen that such 
counsel does not have any conflict of interest with the indemnified Party. 

19.2.3. In no event shall the indemnifying Party settle or consent to any judgment 
pertaining to any such action without the prior written consent of the 
indemnified Party, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld. 

19.2.4. The indemnified Party shall, in all cases, assert any and all provisions in its 
Tariffs that limit liability to third parties as a bar to any recovery by the 
third party claimant in excess of such limitation of liability. 

19 .2.5 The indemnified Party shall offer the indemnifying Party all reasonable 
cooperation and assistance in the defense of any such action. 

19.3. To the extent permitted by Jaw, and in addition to its indemnity obligations under 
Sections 19 .1 and 19 .2, each Party shall provide, in its Tariffs that relate to any 
Telecommunications Service provided or contemplated under this Agreement, that 
in no case shall such Party or any of its agents, contractors or others retained by 
such parties be liable to any Customer or third party for (a) any Loss relating to or 
arising out of this Agreement, whether in contract or tort, that exceeds the amount 
such Party would have charged the applicable Customer for the service(s) or 
function(s) that gave rise to such Loss, or (b) any Consequential Damages (as 
defined in subsection 18.2, above). 

20. Force Majeure 

20. J. Neither Party shall be liable for any delay or failure in performance of any part of 
this Agreement from any cause beyond its control and without its fault or 
negligence, regardless of whether such delays or failures in performance were 
foreseen or foreseeable as of the date of this Agreement, including, without 
limitation, acts of God, acts of civil or military authority, embargoes, epidemics, 
war, terrorist acts, riots, insurrections, fires, explosions, earthquakes, nuclear 
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accidents, floods, power failure or blackouts, or adverse weather conditions, labor 
unrest, including without limitation, strikes, slowdowns, picketing, or boycotts. 

20.2. If a Force Majeure event occurs, the non-performing Party shall give prompt 
notification of its inability to perform to the other Party. During the period that the 
non-performing Party is unable to perform, the other Party shall also be excused 
from performance of its obligations to the extent such obligations are reciprocal to, 
or depend upon, the performance of the non-performing Party that has been 
prevented by the Force Majeure event. The non-performing Party shall use 
commercially reasonable efforts to avoid or remove the cause(s) of its non­
performance and both Parties shall proceed to perform once the cause(s) are 
removed or cease. In the event of any such excused delay in the performance of a 
Party's obligation( s) nnder this Agreement, the due date for the performance of the 
original obligation(s) shall be extended by a term equal to the time lost by reason 
of the delay. In the event of such delay, the delaying Party shall perform its 
obligations at a performance level no less than that which it uses for its own 
operations. 

20.3. Notwithstanding the provisions of Sections 20.1 and 20.2, although a Force 
Majeure event could result in delay of a payment obligation, in no case shall a 
Force Majeure event excuse either Party from an obligation to pay money as 
required by this Agreement. 

20.4. In the event of such delay Party shall perform its obligations at a performance level 
no less than that which is uses for its own operations. IN the event of such 
performance delay or failure by ILEC, ILEC agrees to resume performance in a 
nondiscriminatory manner and not favor its own provision of Telecommunications 
Services above that or Sprint. 

21. Agency 

Nothing contained herein shall constitute the Parties as joint venturers, partners, employees 
or agents of one another, and neither Party shall have the right or power to bind or obligate 
the other. 

22. Nondisclosure of Proprietary Information 

22.1. The Parties agree that it may be necessary to exchange with each other certain 
confidential information during the term of this Agreement including, without 
limitation, technical and business plans, technical information, proposals, 
specifications, drawings, procedures, orders for services, usage information in any 
form, customer account data, call detail records, and Customer Proprietary 
Network Information ("CPNI") and Carrier Proprietary Information as those terms 
are defined by the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, or any obligation 
promulgated thereunder (collectively, "Confidential Information"). Confidential 
Information shall include (a) all information delivered in written form and marked 
"confidential" or "proprietary" or bearing mark of similar import; (b) oral 
information, if identified as confidential or proprietary at the time of disclosure and 
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confirmed by written notification within ten ( 10) days of disclosure; and ( c) 
information derived by the Recipient (as hereinafter defined) from a Disclosing 
Party's (as hereinafter defined) usage of the Recipient's network. The Confidential 
Information shall remain the property of the Disclosing Party and is deemed 
proprietary to the Disclosing Party. Confidential Information shall be protected by 
the Recipient as the Recipient would protect its own proprietary information, 
including hut not limited to protecting the Confidential Information from 
distribution, disclosure, or dissemination to anyone except employees or duly 
authorized agents of the Parties with a need to know such information and which 
the affected employees and agents agree to be bound by the terms of this Section. 
Confidential Information shall not be disclosed or used for any purpose other than 
to provide service as specified in this Agreement, or upon such other terms as may 
be agreed to by the Parties in writing. For purposes of this Section, the Disclosing 
Party shall mean the owner of the Confidential Information, and the Recipient shall 
mean the party to whom Confidential Information is disclosed. 

22.2. Recipient shall have no obligation to safeguard Confidential Information (a) which 
was in the Recipient's possession free of restriction prior to its receipt from the 
Disclosing Party, (b) after it becomes publicly known or available through no 
breach of this Agreement by Recipient, ( c) after it is rightfully acquired by 
Recipient free of restrictions on the Disclosing Party, or ( d) after it is 
independently developed by personnel of Recipient to whom the Disclosing 
Party's Confidential Information had not been previously disclosed. Recipient 
may disclose Confidential Information if required by law, a court, or governmental 
agency or to enforce or defend its actions under this Agreement, provided that the 
Disclosing Party has been notified of the requirement promptly after Recipient 
becomes aware of the requirement, and provided that Recipient undertakes all 
reasonable lawful measures to avoid disclosing such information until the 
Disclosing Party has had reasonable time to obtain a protective order. Recipient 
agrees to comply with any protective order that covers the Confidential 
Information to be disclosed. 

22.3. Each Party agrees that the Disclosing Party would be irreparably injured by a 
breach of this Section 22 by Recipient or its representatives and that the Disclosing 
Party shall be entitled to seek equitable relief, including injunctive relief and 
specific performance, in the event of any breach of this paragraph. Such remedies 
shall not be exclusive, but shall be in addition to all other remedies available at law 
or in equity. 

23. Notices 

Notices given by one Party to the other under this Agreement shall be in writing and 
delivered by hand, overnight courier or pre-paid first class mail certified U.S mail, return 
receipt requested, to the following addresses of the Parties: 

For Sprint: 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. 
Director Network Access 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
KSOPHAO! !O-IB271 
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Overland Park, KS 66251-6102 

With a copy to: 
Legal I Telecom Management Privacy Group 
6391 Sprint Parkway 
KSOPHT0101-Z2060 
Overland Park, KS 66251-2060 

ForTELCO: 

Business Name: 
Mailing Address: 
City/State/Zip Code : 
Attention: 
Contact Phone Number: 
Fax: 

With a copy to: 

or to such other location as the receiving Party may direct in writing. Notices will be 
deemed given as of (a) the next business day when notice is sent via express delivery 
service or personal delivery, or (b) three (3) days after mailing in the case of first class or 
certified U.S. mail. 

24. Payments and Dne Dates 

24.1. The Parties will bill each other for all charges due on a monthly basis and all such 
charges, except those in dispute, are payable within thirty days of the bill date but 
no Jess than twenty days after receipt of the bill. Any amounts not paid when due 
accrue interest from the date such amounts were due at the highest rate of interest 
that may be charged under applicable law. 

24.2. Billed amounts for which written, itemized disputes or claims have been filed are 
not due for payment until such disputes or claims have been resolved in 
accordance with the dispute resolution provisions of this Agreement. 

25. Severability 

If any part of this Agreement is held to be unenforceable or invalid in any respect under 
Jaw or regulation, such unenforceability or invalidity shall affect only the portion of the 
Agreement which is unenforceable or invalid. In all other respects this Agreement shall 
stand as if such invalid provision had not been a part thereof, and the remainder of the 
Agreement shall remain in invalid provision had not been a part thereof, and the remainder 
of the Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, unless removal of that provision 
results in a material change to this Agreement. In such a case, the Parties shall negotiate in 
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good faith for replacement language. If replacement language cannot be agreed upon, 
either Party may request dispute resolution pursuant to Section 29. 

26. Assignment 

This Agreement shall be binding upon, and inure to the benefit of, the Parties hereto and 
their respective successors and permitted assigns. Any assignment or transfer (whether by 
operation of law or otherwise) by either Party of any right. obligation, or duty, in whole or 
in part, or of any interest, without the written consent of the other Party shall be void ab 
initio, provided however that such consent shall not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned 
or delayed and shall not be required if such assignment is to a corporate affiliate or an 
entity nnder common control or an entity acquiring all or substantially all of its assets or 
equity, whether by sale, merger, consolidation or otherwise or in connection with a 
financing transaction . 

27. Entire Agreement 

This Agreement, including all attachments and subordinate documents attached hereto or 
referenced herein, all of which are hereby incorporated by reference herein, constitute the 
entire matter thereof, and supersede all prior oral or written agreements, representations, 
statements, negotiations, understandings, proposals, and undertakings with respect to the 
subject matter thereof. 

28. Mnltiple Connterparts 

This Agreement may be executed in counterparts and each of which shall be an original 
and all of which shall constitute one and the same instrument and such counterparts shall 
together constitute one and the same instrument. 

29. Dispute Resolution 

29 .1. No claims will be brought for disputes arising from this Agreement more than 
twenty-four (24) months from the date of occurrence that gives rise to the dispute. 

29 .2. The Parties desire to resolve disputes arising out of this Agreement without 
litigation. Accordingly, except for action seeking a temporary restraining order or 
an injunction related to the purposes of this Agreement, or suit to compel 
compliance with this dispute resolution process, the Parties agree to use the dispute 
resolution procedure set forth in this Section with respect to any controversy or 
claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement or its breach. except to the extent 
the dispute is service affecting. Either party may seek immediate resolution of a 
service affecting dispute. 

29.3. At the written request of a Party, each Party will appoint a good faith 
representative having the authority to resolve such dispute arising under this 
Agreement. The location, form, frequency, duration and conclusion of these 

25 
SPRINT's Language (bold and underlined) 
JLEC's Language (bold and italic) 
Agreed Language (Normal) 



discussions will be left to the discretion of tbe representatives. Upon agreement, 
the representatives may utilize other alternative dispute resolution procedures such 
as mediation to assist in the negotiations. Discussions and correspondence among 
the representatives for purposes of settlement are exempt from discovery and 
production and shall not be admissible in the arbitration described below or in any 
lawsuit without the concurrence of all Parties. Documents identified in or provided 
with such communications, which are not prepared for purposes of the 
negotiations, are not so exempted and, if otherwise admissible, may be admitted as 
evidence in the arbitration or lawsuit. 

29.4. If the negotiations do not resolve the dispute within sixty (60) days of the initial 
written request, either Party may submit the dispute to either the Commission, 
judicial forum of competent jurisdiction, or upon mutual agreement to the 
American Arbitration Association ("AAA") for binding arbitration pursuant to 
their respective rules and practices of the entity to which the dispute is submitted 
for handling such. 

29 .5. Each Party shall bear its own costs associated with its activities taken pursuant to 
this Section 29. 

30. Governing Law 

To the extent not governed by, and construed in accordance with, the laws and regulations 
of the United States, this Agreement shall be governed by, and construed in accordance 
with, the laws and regulations of(a) the laws of the United States of America, including 
but not limited to the Act, the rules, regulations and orders of the FCC and (b) the laws of 
the State of South Dakota, without regard to its conflicts of laws principles, and ( c) any 
orders and decisions of a court of competent jurisdiction . All disputes relating to this 
Agreement shall be resolved through the application of such laws. 

31. Joint Work Product 

This Agreement is the joint work product of the Parties and has been negotiated by the 
Parties and shall be fairly interpreted in accordance with its terms and, in the event of any 
ambiguities, no inferences shall be drawn against either Party. 

32. Taxes 

Each Party shall be responsible for any and all taxes and surcharges arising from its 
conduct under this Agreement (the "Taxed Party") and, consistent with Section 16, the 
Taxed Party shall indemnify and hold harmless the other Party for the Taxed Party's failure 
to pay and/or report any applicable taxes and surcharges. Sprint is not required to pay any 
tax or surcharge for which it provides an exemption certificate or other proof of exemption 
to ILEC. 
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33. Survival 

The Parties· obligations uoder this Agreement which by their nature are intended to 
continue beyond the termination or expiration of this Agreement shall survive the 
termination or expiration of this Agreement. 

34. Publicity 

Neither Party nor its subcontractors or agents shall use the other Party"s trademarks. 
service marks, logos, company name or other proprietary trade dress in any advertising, 
press releases, publicity matters or other promotional materials without such Party"s prior 
written consent. 

35. Miscellaneous 

35 .1. TELCO does not waive, nor shall it be estopped from asserting, any rights it may 
have pursuant to 47 U.S.C. Section 25l(f). 

35 .2. Amendments. This Agreement may not be amended, modified, or supplemented, 
except by written instrument signed by both Parties. 

35.3. No License. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as the grant of a 
license, either express or implied, with respect to any patent, copyright, trademark, 
trade name, trade secret or any other proprietary or intellectual property now or 
hereafter owned, controlled or licensable by either Party. Neither Party may use 
any patent, copyrightable materials, trademark, trade name, trade secret or other 
intellectual property right of the other Party except in accordance with the terms of 
a separate license agreement between the Parties granting such rights. 

35.4. Independent Contractors. The Parties to this Agreement are independent 
contractors. Neither Party is an agent, representative, or partner of the other Party. 
Neither Party will have any right, power or authority to enter into any agreement 
for, or on behalf of, or incur any obligation or liability of, or to otherwise bind, the 
other Party. This Agreement will not be interpreted or construed to create an 
association, agency, joint venture or partnership between the Parties or to impose 
any liability attributable to such a relationship upon either Party. 

35.5. No Warranties. 

35.5.1. EXCEPT AS EXPRESSLY SET FORTH IN THIS AGREEMENT, 
NEITHER PARTY MAKES, AND EACH PARTY HEREBY 
SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS, ANY REPRESENTATIONS OR 
WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, REGARDING ANY 
MATTER SUBJECT TO THIS AGREEMENT, INCLUDING ANY 
IMPLIED WARRANTY OF MERCHANT ABILITY OR FITNESS FOR 
AP ARTICULAR PURPOSE OR IMPLIED WARRANTIES ARISING 
FROM COURSE OF DEALING OR COURSE OF PERFORMANCE. 
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35.5.2. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY OTHER PROVISION OF THIS 
AGREEMENT, THE PARTIES AGREE THAT NEITHER PARTY HAS 
MADE, AND THAT THERE DOES NOT EXIST, ANY WARRANTY, 
EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, THAT THE USE BY THE PARTIES OF THE 
OTHER'S FACILITIES, ARRANGEMENTS, OR SERVICES 
PROVIDED UNDER THIS AGREEMENT SHALL NOT GIVE RISE TO 
A CLAIM BY ANY THIRD PARTY OF INFRINGEMENT, MISUSE, 
OR MISAPPROPRIATION OF ANY INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 
RIGHT OF SUCH THIRD PARTY. 

35.6. Default. If either Party believes the other is in breach of this Agreement or 
otherwise in violation of!aw, it will first give thirty (30) days notice of such breach 
or violation and an opportunity for the allegedly defaulting Party to cure. 
Thereafter, the Parties will employ the dispute resolution procedures set forth in 
this Agreement. 

35.7. Waiver. Any failure on the part of a Party hereto to comply with any of its 
obligations, agreements or conditions hereunder may be waived by written 
documentation by the other Party to whom such compliance is owed. No waiver 
of any provision of this Agreement shall be deemed, or shall constitute, a waiver of 
any other provision, nor shall any waiver constitute a continuing waiver. 

35.8. Regulatory Changes. If a Federal or State regulatory agency or a court of 
competent jurisdiction issues a rule, regulation, Jaw or order ( collectively, 
"Regulatory Requirement") which has the effect of canceling, changing, or 
superseding any material term or provision of this Agreement then the Parties shall 
negotiate in good faith to modify this Agreement in a manner consistent with the 
form, intent and purpose of this Agreement and as necessary to comply with such 
Regulatory Requirement. Should the Parties be unable to reach agreement with 
respect to the applicability of such order or the resulting appropriate modifications 
to this Agreement, either party may invoke the Dispute Resolution provisions of 
this Agreement, it being the intent of the parties that this Agreement shall be 
brought into conformity with the then current obligations under the Act as 
determined by the change in Jaw. 

35.9. No Third Party Beneficiaries. This Agreement shall not be deemed to provide any 
third party with any benefit, remedy, claim, right of action or other right. 

3 5 .1 0. Headings. The headings contained in this Agreement are for reference purposes 
only and shall not affect in any way the meaning or interpretation ofthis 
Agreement. 

35. I 1. Authorization. TELCO is a corporation duly organized, validly existing and in 
good standing under the laws of the State of South Dakota and has full power and 
authority to execute and deliver this Agreement and to perform the obligations 
hereunder. Sprint Communications Company, L.P. is a limited liability company 
duly organized, validly existing and in good standing under the laws of the State of 
Delaware and has full power and authority to execute and deliver this Agreement 
and to perform the obligations hereunder. 
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JN WITNESS WHEREOJ<', the Parties agree that the effeetive date ofthis Agreement is 
the date first written above, and each Party warrants that it has caused this Agreement to be signed 
and delivered by its duly authorized representative. 

Sprint Communications Company L.P. 

By:--------------

Type or Print Name 

Title 

Date 
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TELCO 

By: ------------

Type or Print Name 

Title 

Date 
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Schedule I 

Priciug 

SERVICE 

RECIPROCAL COMPENSATION 

TANDEM TRANSIT 

END OFFICE TERMINATION 

TRANSIT 

DIRECTORY DISTRIBUTION CHARGES 
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BILL AND KEEP (ILEC Conducting Flex 
studv) 

$xx.xx 

$xx.x..: 

$TBD 

To be determined at time of the request 
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SD ICAs Page 1 of3 

Karen Webb 

From: Meredith Moore [meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2006 3 27 PM 

To: Barone, Monica [LEG] 

Cc: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] 

Subject: RE: SD ICAs 

Monica, 

My recollection from my notes is that we may have addressed discussions between the parties that could occur between the 
parties before implementation, but "implementation activity" raises concerns for me in that I am unsure as to exactly what the 
concept entails, i.e., whether it is construction, incurring expenses, time-consuming technical endeavors, etc. My clients have 
indicated that they are not willing to take any affirmative steps such as those without Sprint obtaining proper certification from the 
PUC. As such, I would not agree with the proposed language, but would agree to the following language: 

"The Parties agree that they can begin implementation activity upon signature of both Parties if Sprint has obtained the 
requisite authority to operate in TELCO's territory." 

The use of your language would eliminate the need for two separate sentences, and more specifically our proposed italicized 
language, and would instead indicate a dispute only of "or is in the process of obtaining" the requisite authority. 

Thank you. 

Meredith 
Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LL!' 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th Fl. 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: ( 605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
n1eredith n1_@i::,11 t,l~_rla_vyf.i.r_in_.,i::on_1 

CONfIDENTIAX.J'lY,,$TATEM_f:N_IftNOTICE: 

[his E-mail (including aftaclurlt.'1115) i5 COPC/"~'ti b}t the Flcctronic Commu11icatiu11s f)rivacy Act, 18 U.S.C §§ 2510~2S21, ic, cmtfidential, and may be legally privileged. {fyuu arc nnt //tc 
intended recipient, you are hcrchy twfijkd tliat any retention, disscmi1wfit,n1 distri/i11tio11. or copying of th/5 com1111111icatio11 is strictly proiii/!itnl. Pkasc reply to t}w >1.:11der that you /woe 
received the message in error, t/Jcn delete it. 

Any files and dornme11ts attached to t/1is E-mail that /1m>e been prcpart'd by Cutler {i Donahoe, UP arc icgal document:;. These fil('s and documents have /iee11 prepared as drafts ur final 
exl'Cuta/,k versions and s!wuld only be printed forfurtlwr review or execution as instructed. Any altcniti/ln, modification, addition, deletion or other ch1111ge::; to t/1ese documents may result 
in changes fl, the legal cffi:ct of these documents imd the rig/its and rc111t:dics ,;( parties ilwolvcd. Cutler & Don,1/wc, I.LP ha.~ 110 responsibility under any circumslt111ccs fi 1r any dwngcs 
made to the attached files and dornments tltal have 110! b,xn reviewed 1111d approved by Cutler & Donahoe, I.LP. 

!RS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: "]his 1wtice is reqllired by IRS Circular 230, which regulates Il'ritlcn twnmunicati;,ns ahout federal tax 111atkrs bctzueen tax advisors and their clients. T11 
the extent the preceding correspondence 1mdjor any 11tfochment is a written tax advice com1tumicatio111 it is not aj/1/1 "nwercd ('pinion''. 1\ccordingly, this advice i;-; not intended and c11111wt 
lie used for t/i,: f!Uff'O&' ufrwoiding penalties that may be impo;.,;cd by the IRS. T/Jank you. Cutler fr Donaho,;;, U..P. 

From: Barone, Monica [LEG] [mailto:monica.barone@sprint.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2006 2:38 PM 
To: Meredith Moore 
Cc: Cronenwett, Sheryl (NTK] 
Subject: SD ICAs 

Good afternoon Meredith (It used to say Good morning, but I got pulled away on other issues 
times since starting this). 

I have a couple of clean up items to run by you on the interconnection agreement. First, I 
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wanted to thank you for clarifying your position on 17.2 of the agreement. I do not have the 
email that you sent Sheryl, but here is the note you sent on this item. 

We would agree to implementation of any Agreement reached or arbitrated at the time the PUC certifies Sprint to provide 
services in rural areas, as expressed in its previous rulings, or upon PUC approval of the ICA. Again, I'm sorry for any confusion. 
However, I think our clients' positions need to be consistent with the previous language which we have advocated for which 
references obtaining all necessary certifications for operation and I do not believe that implementation upon signature would be 
consistent with our previous statements" 

I understood that you did not object to the parties starting preliminary discussions before the 
PSC approved the agreement. I also understand that Sprint needs to address the certification 
issue. I think the language as it is a bit confusing. What do you think about the language in 
bold underline below? This simply gives the parties an opportunity to talk if it looks like 
everything is a go. No traffic would be delivered until the agreement is approved and Sprint is 
authorized to operate in the ILEC territories. 

] 7 .2 This Agreement shall commence when fully executed approved by the Commission and have an initial term of 
one (I) year from the date of that Commission approval. The Parties, however, agree that they can begin 
implcmentationactivitynponsignaJYreofJ.iothl'art.ics if Sprint has obtained or is in the process of obtaining 
the requisite authority to operate in TELCO's territory. The Parties agree that they can begin the 
implementation activity upon satisfaction of all conditions precedent as established by the Condition. This 
Agreement shall automatically renew for successive one (I) year periods. unless either Party gives written notice at 
least sixty (60) days prior to the expiration of the iuitial, or any renewal term, of its desire not to renew. If such notice 
is given, this Agreement shall not renew subject to section 17.3 below. 

17 .3 Either party may seek to terminate this Agreement by providing written notice to the other Party at 
least sixty (60) days prior to expiration of the initial term or any succeeding term. IfILEC sends a timely notice 
to terminate and Sprint replies with a timely notice for re-negotiation under section 18.2, this Agreement will 
continue in full force and effect until a new Agreement is effective through either negotiation, mediation or 
arbitration under 47 U.S.C.§ 252. 

Also, when I was reviewing this language I realized that we probably need the clarifying 
language in 17.2 highlighted in yellow above. 

Please let me know your thoughts on these two edits and whether we can make these changes 
in the ICAs for all three companies. 

Thank you. 

Monica 

Monica M. Barone 

Sprint Nextel 

6450 Sprint Parkway 

Overland Park, KS 66251 
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SD ICAs 

913-315-9134 (Voice) 

913-523-2738 (Fax) 

913-908-2444 (PCS) 

monica.barone@sprint.com 
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IMPORTANT NOTICE: This e-mail message is from a Sprint lawyer and is intended to be 
delivered only to persons entitled to receive the private information it may contain. Please do 
not read, copy, forward or store this message unless you are an intended recipient of it. If 
you have received this message in error, please forward it back to the initial sender and delete 
it completely from your computer system. 
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RE: Question on Sprint/ITC. McCook, Santel 

Karen Webb 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Meredith Moore [meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com] 

Wednesday, May 10, 2006 3 07 PM 

Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] 

Subject: RE Question on Sprint/ITC, McCook, Santel 

Sheryl, 
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We will stand by use of the word "transitional" for now. It is our understanding from reviewing the LNP dockets in South Dakota. 
some of which were still in play in 2005, that our Commission used the word transitional with regard to LNP in its Orders and has 
continued to use the phrase. Section 10.2., as proposed by ITC, has been used in another agreement to which ITC is a party. I 
appreciate that may not be quite in keeping with the current state of the law, but for purposes of our Commission we would prefer 
to keep the language. If the Commission indicates otherwise or no longer uses the word, we'll obviously make the change 
accordingly. Depending upon what decisions are made with regard to the exact provisioning of LNP by the Commission, I would 
anticipate that we will have to change or add to the provision which we have currently proposed. As such, I do not want to make 
any changes to our current language or propose different language. 

Thank you. 

Meredith 
Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th FL 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: (605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
mered_ithn1-®t::1,1tl.~xI~1}Yfit:tAJ:gm 

(QNFlDENTJA/.fn'.STATfMJ:NTfr.NQJICE; 

Thi,; !->mail (including 11ttac!1111ents) i,, r\nwred hy the Flectnmic (i,1111nH11icatio11s PriNIC,1/ Act, '18 USC§§ 2510-2521, is confidential, and may bt legally privileged. Jfyou arc not t!w 
intended recipient, you are lwrcby notified tl111t a11y relmtion, dissemination, distribution, or c,1pyi11g of t!ti.~ rnmmtmirntion is strictly pm/1i/Jitnl. Please reply to the sender t/wf you liavc 
receh1cd tile mc%age in error, then delete it. 

Any files 1111d docrm1c11ts attac/ted to thi::. E-mail tlwt fume hem prcp,rn:d by Cutler & Donahoe, / .I.P ,ire legal documents. Tf1;,'sefilcs am/ documents h11vc been prepared 11;; drafts orfi11al 
cxccufilhic 't'c1,;1011s and should only he printed for further rcviCiV or exernfi()II as instmctci/, Any alteration, 11wdifiwtim1, addition, ddction or otha changes to t/11:sc docume11/s may result 
in changes to t/u' li.:gal effi:ct rf these d1>c11mcnts and tile rig!lls and remedies r!f partics involved. Cutler & Donahue, UP /ws no rc.~p(l11Sibility tmdcr 1111y circumstann'sfiH r111y d11111:,;es 
m,ulc to the 11ttacheJ filr:s and dornmcnts that have not been reviewed and appmvc'd hy Cutler & Dona/Joe, UY. 

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: This notice is required by IRS Circular 230, which regulates written co111111w1irntiuns about jcdcra/ tax matters bctm:cn tax advisors ,mil fhcir clients. To 
th,: c:rfrnt the preceding wrrcspondt'no: and/or any ,1t/ac/1111e11t is a cvrittrn tii.-r advice 0111111/unirntion, it is not a full "covered opinion". !\ccurdingly, f/Jis advice is not intended anti cannot 
be used Ji1r the purpose c?f at1oiding penalties that may be imposed by tile IJ<S. Thank you. Cutler & Donahoe, LLP, 

From: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] [mailto:Sheryl.M.Cronenwett@sprint.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2006 10:19 AM 
To: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK]; Meredith Moore 
Subject: RE: Question on Sprint/ITC, McCook, Santel 

Aslo-

I believe we struck the word "transitional" in Section 10.2 (LNP)? We discussed and if lnterestate doesn't want to strike, l guess 
that would be a dispute. Just let me know -- Thanks. 

-~···Original Message-----

From: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK} 

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2006 10:04 AM 

To: 'meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com' 

Subject: Question on Sprint/ITC, McCook, Santel 
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RE: Question on Sprint/ITC, McCook, Santel Page 2 of2 

Importance: High 

Meredith -

I have a question on the Agreement (Sections 5.6, 5. 7 and 5.8). I have in my notes that we discussed this section was 
brought over from the previous Section 12 and was underlined in Section 12 -- but no longer underlined in Sections 5.6, 5.7 
and 5.8. I am showing that you accepted. I apologize if I have already asked I am working on several documents and 
want this to be right. · 

5.6. The Parties will mutually agree on the appropriate sizing for two-way facilities. The capacity of 
Interconnection facilities provided by each Party will be based on mutual forecasts and sound engineering 
practice, as mutually agreed to by the Parties. The Interconnection facilities provided by each Party shall, 
where technically available, be formatted using Bipolar 8 Zero Substitution ("B8ZS"). The Grade of 
Service for all facilities between the Parties will be engineered and provisioned to achieve P.01 Grade of 
Service. Each Party shall make available to the other Party trunks over which the originating Party can 
terminate Traffic of the End Users of the originating Party to the End Users of the terminating Party, 
provided, however, that each Party retains the right to modify the trunk facilities it provides to its side of 
the POL 

5. 7. The electrical interface at the POI will be for a OS I level. If any other electrical interface is 
mutually agreed to by the Parties, then each Party shall provide any required multiplexing to a OS I level 

5.8. Prior to the establishment ofa direct connection of the parties' networks, each Party will provide the 
other with a point of contact for escalation for ordering and provisioning related matters and, if a two-way 
interconnection facility is used, the reconciliation of trunk forecasts. 

Sheryl Cronenwett 
Sprint Nextel Interconnection Services 
Voice: 913-762-4288 
Fax: 913-762-0117 
sheryl.m.cronenwett@sprint.com 
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Question on 2 more sections of the Sprint & Interstate/McCook/Santel Agreement 

Karen Webb 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Meredith Moore [meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com] 

Wednesday, May 03, 2006 10:56 AM 

Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] 

Subject: RE: Question on 2 more sections of the Sprint & lnterstate/McCook/Santel Agreement 

Sheryl. 

As far as 16.1. we are in agreement with the way in which you worded it in your e-mail dated May 1, which provided: 
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16.1 Each Party is solely responsible for the receipt and transmission of91 l/E911 traffic originated by users of its 
Telephone Exchange Services. The Parties agree that 9I l/E91 l traffic will not usually be routed traffic over the 
interconnection trunk group(s) identified in and required by this Section. To the extent that a Party routes such traffic 
over such arrangements, that Party shall fully indemnify and hold harmless the other Party for any claims, including 
claims of third parties, related to such calls, to the extent liability is not limited under federal or state law. 

We would agree with 16. l as now worded. 

I'll look at 8.2.2 and get back to you. 

Meredith 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th FL 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: ( 605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
n1 e_r_ed i th_n_1 _@<::.\JJJg r la.w f i_r 111. co 111 

C0Nfl_DE:N1_'IA!,ITY STATEMENT & NOTICE: 

'!his E-mail (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC. §§ 2510-2521, is confidential, and may be legally privill'gcd. If you arc not the 
intended recipient, you arc hereby nvtijied that any retention, disse111i11ation, di::;tribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. Please reply to the sender that you have 
received the nu:ssagc in error, then delete it. 

Any files and don1111cnts attached to this E-mail that have been prepared by Cutler & Donahoe, LLP an: legal documents. These files and documents fliwe been prepared as dn;ft,:; or final 
executable versions and should only he printed forJiirthcr review or execution as instructed. Any alteration, mudification, addition, deletion or other c/wngcs to tlu:se documents may result 
in dumges to the legal effect of thc;:;e documtnts and the rights and remedies ()f parties involved, Cutler & Donahoe, LLP has no responsibility under any circumstances for any dw11ges 
made to the attached files and documents that /uwe n,1t been revieivcd mu/ approved by Cutler & Donahoe, LLP. 

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: This notice is required by IRS Circular 230, which regulates written communications about federal tax matters behvcrn tax advisors and their clients. Tu 
the extent thc preceding com:spondcncc and/or any affac/mu:nt is a written tax advice communication, it is nut a }/ill "covered opinion"_ Accordingly, this advice is 11ot intrndcd and cannot 
be used for the purpose of avoiding penalties that may he imposed by the !RS. Tliank you. Cutler & Donahoe, LLP. 

From: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] [mailto:Sheryl.M.Cronenwett@sprint.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2006 11:13 AM 
To: Meredith Moore 
Subject: Question on 2 more sections of the Sprint & lnterstate/McCook/Santel Agreement 

Meredith - Thank you for your updated information on the MSAG. Could you also address the sections below? 

Is this how you want Section 8.2.2. to be shown? 
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8.2.2. If a Party sends Telecommunications Traffic over the interconnection arrangement, and 
if the terminating Party is unable to measure the jurisdiction of the traffic. the other party 
will provide the termination party a PLU and PIU to determine the appropriate 
intcrcarrier compensation subject to section S.S. then such traffic will he hilled by the 
terminating party in accordance with SDCL § 49-31-11 I. 

How do you want your language reflected in the below section? This is the one that was 
worded funny, due to several redlines and I need lo get your preferences. 

16. l Each Party is solely responsible for the receipt and transmission of 9 l l/E9 l l traffic originated by 
users of its Telephone Exchange Services. The Parties acknowledge and affirm that calls to 911/£911 services 
shall NOT agree that 91l/E911 traffic will not usually be routed the extent that a Party incorrectly routes such 
traffic over the interconnection trunk group(s) identified in and required by this Section. To the extent that a 
Party routes such traffic over such arrangements, that Party shall fully indemnify and hold harmless the other 
Party for any claims, including claims of third parties, related to such calls, to the extent liability is not limited 
under federal or state law. 

Sheryl Cronenwett 
Sprint Nextel Interconnection Services 
Voice: 913· 762-4288 
Fax: 913-762-0117 
sheryl.m.cronenwett@sprint.com 

10/13/2006 



Clarif1cation -- Sections of Sprint agreement 

Karen Webb 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Meredith Moore [meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com] 

Monday, May 01, 2006 5 35 PM 

Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] 

Subject: RE: Clarification -- Sections of Sprint agreement 

Sheryl, 

Page J of3 

With regard to the proposed language which you previously inquired about. paragraphs 14, 13.5, 13.5.1, 13.5.2, 13.5.3, 15.11 
and 16.1 are acceptable to our clients. 

With regard to paragraph 17.2, if I previously agreed to that language, I was mistaken in doing so and apologize for any error in 
that regard. However, we would not agree to the language in bold ("The Parties agree that they can begin the implementation 
activity upon signature of both Parties."). We would agree to implementation of any Agreement reached or arbitrated at the time 
the PUC certifies Sprint to provide services in rural areas, as expressed in its previous rulings, or upon PUC approval of the ICA. 
Again, I'm sorry for any confusion. However, I think our clients' positions need to be consistent with the previous language which 
we have advocated for which references obtaining all necessary certifications for operation and I do not believe that 
implementation upon signature would be consistent with our previous statements. As such, our proposed language would be: 
"The Parties agree that they can begin the implementation activity upon satisfaction of all conditions precedent as established by 
the Condition " 

I'm still awaiting word on the MSAG. Worst case scenario, I do know that we will have the general managers in our office on 
Wednesday for another matter so I will catch them on that date. However, I think I will be able to get back to you in advance of 
that date. 

Thank you. 

Meredith 

i\1ercdith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th Fl. 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: (605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
n1ere_d,i,tb.BJ@c_µ_t_l~_r:.f_qwfirm.:(.9Pl 

This E-mail (indudi11g attachment!') is cov,:red hy the Flectnmic Comr111111icatiuns Privacy Ad, 18 U.S.C §§ 2510-2521, is co11fidc11tial1 and may be legally privileged. (fyuu arc 11/ll Ifie 
intended recipient, you arc /tcrchy 11uhfierl that any retention, dissemi1wtitm, di,-;tri/111tion, or copying o,f this communication is strictly prohibited. P/cac-e reply f(i the sender that y(lu hrue 

recciucd Ow message in error, then delete it. 

J\ny fill's and documc11ts attached to this E-mail that hauc been prcp,ucd by Cutler & Dona/we, LLP Me legal documents. -Uwsc file;, and ducwncnts liavc been rreparcd 11s dr1'.fts orfinal 
exccutahlc Fer:,ion;, and should only he printed far further review or execution as instructed. Any 11/temtiou, mod(fication, addition, delcfitln or other d1m1ges to t!wsc Jocu111n1ts may result 
in changes to the legal tffcct of these documents and the rights and remedies of parties involved, Cutler & Donahoe, LLP has nu responsibility under 1111y circumstances jln any changes 
made to the attached Jiles and documents that have not been ffuiewed and approved by Cutler fr Do11ahoc, UY. 

l/\S Clf<.CU/..J\R 230 NOTICE: This notice is required by !RS Circular 230, zdiich regulates u>rith'n communications about federal lax matters /,ctwcm tax advisors and their c/irnts. To 
the extent the preceding corr,:sponilcncc and/or any attachment is a written tax advice communication, it is not a full "cuven't/ ,1pi11io11", Accordingly, this adz:ice is not intended and cannot 
he used j(Jr i!ic purpuC<C c;f avoiding penalties that may he imposed by the IRS. Thank you. Cutler & Dona/we, l.LP_ 

From: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] [mailto:SheryLM.Cronenwett@sprint.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2006 2: 12 PM 
To: Meredith Moore 
Subject: RE: Clarification -- Sections of Sprint agreement 
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Clarification -- Sections of Sprint agreement 

Thanks Meredith. 

Page 2 of 3 

One other thing. have you heard anything on the Flex studies? Do you think there will be anything to report by COB on 
Wednesday? 

-----Original Message-----
From: Meredith Moore [mailto:meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2006 2:02 PM 
To: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] 
Subject: RE: Clarification Sections of Sprint agreement 

Sheryl. 

I'll take a look at the language below and get back to you as soon as I can. We are still awaiting replies from two of the 
companies on the MSAG information, but will confirm that as soon as we can as well. Thank you. 

Meredith 

From: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] [mailto:Sheryl.M.Cronenwett@sprint.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2006 12:22 PM 
To: Meredith Moore; rtaylor@cutlerlawfirm.com 
Subject: Clarification -- Sections of Sprint agreement 

Mereditth/Ryan -

Based on our conversations last week. could you look at the sections below and let me know if I have characterized 
correctly. Also -- if you could let me know about the dialing parity language ASAP. 

Thanks for your assistance. 

10/13/2006 

1.4 . Each Party agrees that it will not knowingly provision any of its services in a manner that 
permits the arbitrage and/or circumvention of the application of switched access charges by the 
other Party. 

** I thought you agreed to the above language - just checking. 

13.5. A maintenance service charge applies per the TELCO's applicable Tariff. whenever either Party 
requests the dispatch of the other Party's personnel for the purpose ofpe,forming maintenance activity 
on the interconnection trunks, and any of, but not limited to, the following conditions exist: 

13.5.J. No trouble is found in the interconnection trunks; 

13.5.2. The trouble condition results from equipment,facilities or systems not 
provided by the Party whose personnel were dispatched; or 

13.5.3.Trouble clearance did not otherwise require a dispatch, and upon dispatch requested for 
repair verification, the interconnection trunk does not exceed maintenance limits. 

** We both agree to all of the above with the conditions and "not limited to" language? 

15.11. Sprint shall pay TEL CO both the rate per directory listed in Schedule I hereto and the cost 
TELCO incurs in complying with the requirements of Section 15.9. TELCO will place the same 
restrictions on the Sprint's End Users as it does for itself when assigning book quantities. 
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16.1 Each Party is solely responsible for the receipt and transmission of 911 /E91 l traffic originated by 
users of its Telephone Exchange Services. The Parties agree that 91 l/E91 l traffic will not usually be 
routed traffic over the interconnection trunk group(s) identified in and required by this Section. To the 
extent that a Party routes such traffic over such arrangements, that Party shall fully indemnify and hold 
harmless the other Party for any claims, including claims of third parties, related to such calls, to the 
extent liability is not limited under federal or state law, 

** Also -- for Section 16, I think Ryan was going to check on how the MSAG works within the 
county. 

l 7.2. This Agreement shall commence when fully executed approved by the Commission and have an 
initial term of one ( 1) year from the date of that Commission approval. The Parties agree that they can 
begin the implementation activity upon signature of both Parties, This Agreement shall automatically 
renew for successive one (1) year periods, unless either Party gives written notice at least sixty (60) days 
prior to the expiration of the initial, or any renewal term, of its desire not to renew. If such notice is given, 
this Agreement shall not renew. 

** I show that you had accepted the language in bold -- Yes or No'? 

Sheryl Cronenwett 
Sprint Nextel Interconnection Services 
Voice: 913-762-4288 
Fax: 913-762-0117 
sheryl.m.cronenwett@sprint.com 
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Karen Webb 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Meredith Moore [meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com] 

Thursday, March 16, 2006 1:15 PM 

Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] 

Barone, Monica [LEG]; Ryan Taylor 

Subject: Sprint Request for ICA 

Ms. Cronenwett: 

Page 1 of I 

We are in receipt of your e-mail correspondence and the attached red line of the proposed ICA for ITC and McCook and have 
reviewed the same with our clients. Based on the extent of the red line of that document, we would echo Paul Schudel's 
sentiments as expressed in his March 15, 2006, e-mail correspondence to you and Ms. Barone. As such, we would join in his 
request that Sprint provide a list of those issues on which it is willing to negotiate. ITC and McCook intend to engage in 
negotiations, but without some narrowing of the current issues raised by Sprint's red line, it will be very difficult, if not impossible to 
proceed with meaningful and substantive negotiations. Additionally, until we have some idea of what issues Sprint is willing to 
discuss, we do not believe it will be beneficial to provide those edits to the original template that will be specific to both ITC and 
McCook, particularly given that many of those specific issues revolve around a reciprocal compensation billing arrangement which 
is not currently contemplated in Sprint's redline. 

Thank you and we look forward to hearing from you. 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th FL 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: ( 605) 335-4950 
Fax: ( 605) 335-4966 
mered itlu,n@i;:JLtJe_r l_a w__f_i_n11_,S'91J1_ 

(QN_FJD~NTI_ALITY STATEMENT&_ NOTICE: 

This E-mail (including aftaclimenfs) is covered by the Electronic Con1111unicafions Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2510-2521, is confidential, and may be legally privileged. if you are not the 
intended recipitnt, you are hereby notified that any reten/fon, dissemination, distributiun, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibitnf. Please reply lo the sender that you Juwc 
received the message in error, tfu:11 delete it. 

Anyji/,:s and doaimcnts attached to this E~nMil that have been prepared by Cutler & Donahoe, LU> arc legal documents. These files and documents have been prepared as drafts or final 
executable versions and should only be printed for further review or execution as inst meted. Any alteration, nwd/fic,1tion, addition, deletion or other changes to these documents may result 
in changes to the legal effect of these documents and tlic rights and remedies r!,(parties involved. Cutler & Donahoe, LLP has no responsibility under any circumstances for any changes 
made fr1 the attaclu:d files and domme11ts that have not been revicr.o,:d and approved by Cutler & Dona/we, LLP. 

IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: This notice is required by [RS Cirrnlar 230, which regulates written communications about federal fax matters between tax advi:;ors a11d tlteir clients. To 
the extent the preceding correspondence and/or any aftachmrnt is a written tax advice comnmnirntion, it is not a full "covered opinion". Accordingly, tlii::, advice is not intended and cannot 
be used for tlie purpose of avoiding penalties that may be imposed by the [RS, Thank you. Cutler & Dona/Joe, LLP, 
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Karen Webb 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Meredith Moore [meredithm@cutlerlawfirm.com] 

Wednesday, March 01, 2006 4:18 PM 

Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTK] 

bkroth@triotel.net; jerryhei@itctel.com; Paul M. Schudel 

Subject: Sprint Interconnection Requests 

Ms. Cronenwett: 

Page l of2 

Thank you for your message. Ryan Taylor and I will be working together on this matter. Please find our contact information 
below. 

Our intention is to negotiate jointly and allow Mr. Schudel to take the lead in those negotiations. There may be some instances in 
which our clients' interests differ from those of Golden West, particularly with regard to compensation issues and interconnection 
arrangements, and as such, we will obviously speak for our clients on those issues. This is particularly the case with Interstate 
Communications Cooperative, Inc. ("ITC"), given that the company has a Minnesota presence as well and Sprint has made an 
interconnection request to ITC in Minnesota. Should Sprint desire to negotiate its requests for interconnection in South 
Dakota and Minnesota separately, Ryan Taylor and I will be the only attorneys involved in any Minnesota negotiations. As 
previously indicated, we believe it makes the most sense to negotiate with both South Dakota and Minnesota in mind. 

We will be working from the interconnection agreement submitted by Mr. Schudel on behalf of the Golden West companies and 
will provide to you our draft of that Agreement, to the extent that it differs from Mr. Schudel's, prior to Friday's meeting. 

We look forward to speaking with you on Friday. Thank you. 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th Fl. 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: (605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
r1_1_~_r:~_Q.!thm_@_c_:iitl~d-~~yfir_m_,_c_:.9_,1n 

Ryan J. Taylor 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th Fl. 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: (605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
_r_yan~cutierl_ayV_fir __ 1:i.:i,_:_<:om 

!:_Q!,'ElQENTIALITY STATEMENT & NOT.IS:Ec 

This E-mail (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2510-2521, is confidential, and may be legally privileged. ff you are not the 
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any retention, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communirntion is strictly prohibited. Please reply to tire sender that you have 
receivi:d the mes,;age in error, then delete it. 

Any files and documents attached to this E-mail that hwe been prepared by Cutler & Donahoe, LLP are legal documents. These files and documents have been prepared as drafts or final 
e;recutable vcr5ions and should only be printed for further review or execution as instructed. Any alteration, modification, addition, deletion or other changes to these documents nwj1 result 
in clwnges to the legal effect of these documents and the rig/its and remedies of parties involved. Cutler & Dona/Jot, LLP has no responsibility under any circumstances for any changes 
made to t/1c attached files and documents t!wt have not been rcviewed and approved by Cutler & Donahoe, LLP. 

Ii<S C!RCULAI~ 230 NOTICE: This notice is required by IRS Circular 230, which regulates written communications about federal tax matters bctu;een tax advisors and their clients. To 
tile extent the preceding correspondence and/or any attachment is a written tax advice communication, it is not 11 full "covered opinion". Accordingly, this advice is not intended and cannot 
be us<:d fiir tile purpose of avoiding penalties that may be imposed by the IRS. Thank you. Cutler & Donahoe, LLP, 
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Mr. Taylor 

Good Afternoon. Based on Mr. Schudel's note yesterday, I would like to have some clarification on how Interstate 
Communications Cooperative, Inc. and McCook Cooperative Telephone Company will be approaching this interconnection 
agreement. We are on a short timeline and will need to make a determination on which agreement we will be working from for 
negotiation purposes. We have some questions regarding whether it is your preference to work from the document suggested by 
Mr. Schudel or to redline the Sprint document and whether you are planning to negotiate jointly with them on all issues? In other 
states involving joint negotiations, we generally encounter 1 attorney and/or consultant handling the negotiations for all companies 
involved. So far, we only have feedback on how the Golden West companies are approaching the discussions and agreement. 

Sprint also requests that we have signed NDAs with all involved parties before our discussion on Friday afternoon. I have 
attached the N DA document. 

Thank you for your assistance. We look forward to working with you. 

Sheryl Cronenwett 
Sprint Nextel Interconnection Services 
Voice: 913-762-4288 
Fax: 913-762-0117 
sheryl.m.cronenwett@sprint.com 

«TelecomMgmtlCAMutuaNDA.doc>> 

Meredith Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th Fl. 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 
Main: (605) 335-4950 
Fax: (605) 335-4966 
J}JGJ~_(i iJhnJ~iJrµ_tl~.rli:!:w_firm __ ,~g_m 

_CQN_FlDEN.1_JJ __ L,I1Y STATJ;MENT_&NQ,TIC_E:_ 

This E-mail (i11ciuding attac/unen/5) h; covered by the Eli:ctnmic Communications Pricwy Act, 18 USC §§ 2510-252'1, is confidential, and may be legally privileged. ff you arc 11Pt the 
intended recipient, you arc hereby notified t/wt any retcnfion, dissemination, distribution, or copying ti/ this c0111municatitln is strictly prohihitcd. Plc,1:,e reply to the sender t/Jat you fume 
rec!.'ived the message in error, then delete it, 

Any flies and documents attached to this E-mail that /Jave been prepared by Cutler & Donahoe, UP arc legal documents. T/Jesc file:'. and documrnts hm.!e been prepared as drafts or final 
e."rcctlfable versions and should only be printed for further revinl' or execution as instmcted. Any alteration, modification, addition, deletion or other changes to these documents may result 
i11 changes tu the legal effect of these documents and tile riglif~· and remedies (lf parties involved. G1 tier & Donahoe, LLP has no responsibility under any circumstances for any changes 
made to t/w a/tac/red files and documents that have not been reviewed and approved by Cutler & Donahoe, LLP. 

ms C!l<CULAR 230 NOTICE: 11zis notice is requir,:d by IRS Circular 230, which regulates written communications about federal tax matters between tax advisor:, and their clients. To 
thi: extent tile preceding corri:spondencc and/or any atfochmcnt is a writtm tax adoice com1mmimtion, it is not a fi1l1 "covered opinion". Accordingly, this advice is not intended and cannot 
he used for t!ic purpose of arniding penalties that may he impt>scd by the !RS. Thank you. Cutler & Donal we, LLP. 

10/13/2006 



Sprint Nextel Jim Gampper Sprint 
KSOPHAD316 - 3B750 Interconnection Solutions 

Together with NEXTEL 6330 Sprint Parkway Jim.J,Gampper@mail.sprint.com 

March 6, 2006 

Jerry Heiberger 

Overland Park, KS 66251 
Office: (913) 762-3519 Fax: (913) 762·0117 
PCS: (913) 226·3172 

Interstate Telecommunications Coop Inc. 
312 4<h Street 
PO Box 920 
Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226 

RE: Local Number Portability Bonafide Request 

Dear Mr. Heiberger, 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 52.23 Sprint Communications Company L.P. ("Sprint") submits this letter as its 
Local Number Portability ("LNP") Bona Fide Request ( "BFR") to Interstate Telecommunications 
Cooperative. The purpose of this BFR is to initiate the six-month regulatory timeline established under 
section 52.23(c) to ensure LNP functionality is available to Sprint in Interstate Telecommunications 
Cooperative's service area. 

Section 52.23(c) states that "all LECs must make a long-term database method for number portability 
available within six months after a specific request by another telecommunications carrier in areas in 
which that telecommunications carrier is operating or plans to operate." 

As you know, Sprint and Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative are currently negotiating an 
interconnection agreement. Please note, however, that there is no requirement that the interconnection 
agreement be completed prior to initiating the six-month timeline in 47 C.F.R. § 52.23(c). Specifically, 
the regulatory six-month timeline begins on the date you receive this request. 

Sprint CLEC will utilize the Service Provider ID (SPID) of 8712 to provide telecommunications services 
in Minnesota & South Dakota and to place local number porting requests with your company. 
Specifically, Sprint requests local number portability capabilities in the following rate centers: Hendricks, 
Lake Benton and Whendricks. 

Please provide Sprint with the status of these rate centers regarding their Local Number Portability 
capabilities (i.e. software, hardware, remotes) within 10 days of your receipt of this request. 

We appreciate your cooperation in implementing number portability and look forward to your timely 
response. If you have any questions concerning this request please contact me at the above telephone 
number. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Gampper 

Attachment: BFR - 1654 

EXHIBIT£ 



Bonafide Reguest Form (BFR) 

Purpose: This form ls used to request deployment of !ong~terrn Local Number Portability as defined in the FCC mandates (CC Docket 95-116). 
Specifie,.':!lly, this form requests that ALL codes be opened for portability within the Metropolitan Statistical Areas and wireline switch CLLI codes 
designated below. This fo1m may be used for both wireless and wire!ine requests. 

TO (RECIPIENT): ,. FROM (REQUESTOR): 

OCN: 1654 Company Name: Sprint CLEC (8712) 

Cmpany Name: Interstate Telecommunications Contact Name: Jim Gampper 
Cooperative 

Contact's Address: 
Contact Name: Jerry Heiberger 6330 Sprint Parkway, Overland Park, KS 66251 

Mailstop: KSOPHA0316-3B750 
Contact's Address: 

I 

312 41
" Street Contact's Email: Jim.J.Gampper@mail.sprint.com 

PO Box 920 Contact's Fax: (913) 762-0117 I' 
Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226 

Contact's Phone: (913) 762-3519 
. .. . ,• 

Timing: 

Date of Request: March 6, 2006 I 
I• 

Receipt Confirmation Due By: February 16, 2006 (Due no later than 10 days after the Date of Request) 1, 

Effective Date: September 6, 2006 (or asap but no later than FCC timeline requires) I• 

: 

... 

Rate Centers (RCs}: ' 

1'1 RC: Hendricks 
2°' RC: Lake Benton 
3"' RC: Whendricks 

Designated Switch CLLI Codes: 
(CLLI - Common Language Location Identifier) 

1" CLLI: HNDRMNXHRS2 
2"' CLLI: LKBNMNXLRS3 

---·---- .,.. . 

Actions Reguired of the ReciQient: 

1. Within 10 days of receipt, provide confirmation to the requestor that this form has been received. 
2. For all currently released codes, and those to be released at any future time, within the designated wireline 

switch CLLI codes (where applicable), open all for porting within the LERG. 
3. For all currently released codes, and those to be released at any future time, within the wireline switch CLLI 

codes (where applicable), open all for porting within the NPAC (Number Portability Administration Center). 
4. Ensure that all switches handling codes within the designated RC are Local Number Portability capable. 

Paae 1 of 1 
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CUTLER 8 DONAHOE, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

Telephone (605) 335"4950 

fax !605) JJS-4% l 

w·:N1.rutle,ria1.v,f,rm c0n1 

March I 6, 2006 

VIA FACSIMILE 913-762-0U 7 AND CERTIFIED MAIL 

Mr. Jim Gamppcr 
Sprint Communications Company, LP, 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 6625 l 
l'vlailslop: KSOPJ-!A03 l 6-3B750 

Re: 

Dear Mr. Gamppcr: 
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;fa.k9 he~,d ,~ f""'"~ ,,,n,o,~,,., 

·A·,~ '"""''J \g >""'"" 
•1M,1w'-"' 

/A~mttc<.! to""""'" ,n 
<)<"laCN Ow~, r,~e,,.,,, 

Ahc hcrn:s& ,- , 
c,-n r,c,J/\,1,a, '"''""""-, 

Please be advised that Cutler & Donahoe, LLP serves as legal counsel lo Interstate 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. in this matter. Please consider this letter to be the wrillcn 
acknowledgement oflnterstatc Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. that it has received the 
Bonafidc Request Fonn ("BFR") issued by Sprint Communications Company, LP. to lnterstate 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. on March 6, 2006, a copy of which is attached hereto as 
Exhibit A. The BFR in question requests Local Number Portability Services in the Hendricks, 
Lake Benton, and Whendricks rate centers. 

This acknowledgment ofreccipt is being issued to you on March 16, 2006, although the 
BFR in question states that response is due by February 16, 2006. lam assuming that the 
intended deadline was March 16, 2006. If I am incorrect in my interpretation, please indicate so 
immediately. 

As a preliminary matter to proceeding with your request for Local Number Portahility 
Services, please indicate at what point on Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. 's 
network Sprint Communications Company, L.P. intends to interconnect. 

100 NORTH PH!LllPS AVENUE • 9TH FLOOR • SIOUX FALLS, SOUTH DAKOTA 57104-6725 



Mr. Jim Garnppcr 
Page 2 
March 16, 200<, 

Please direct any further communications on this issue to this office at the address 
indicated above. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at your convenience at 
(605) 335-4950 

Sincerely, 

CUTLER & DONAHOE, LLP 
.---r,-------- ---·---. 
' L.. 1?1, 

~;i\~;for ~-
For the Finn 

RJT:dah 
cc: Jeny Heiberger 
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Sprint Y, 

Together with NEXTEL 

March 20, 2006 

Jerry Heiberger 

Sprint Nextel Jim Gampper 
KS0PHA0316 - 36750 Interconnectlon Solutions 
6330 Sprint Parkway Jim.J,Gampper@maiLsprint.corn 
Overland Park, KS 66251 
Office: (913) 762-3519 fax: (913) 762-0117 
PCS: (913) 226-3172 

Interstate Telecommunications Coop Inc. 
312 4" Street 
PO Box 920 
Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226 

RE: Local Number Portability Bonafide Request 

Dear Mr. Heiberger, 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 52.23 Sprint Communications Company LP. ("Sprint") submits this letter as its 
Local Number Portability ("LNP") Bona Fide Request ( "BFR") to Interstate Telecommunications 
Cooperative. The purpose of this BFR is to initiate the six-month regulatory timeline established under 
section 52.23(c) to ensure LNP functionality is available to Sprint in Interstate Telecommunications 
Cooperative's service area. 

Section 52.23(c) states that "all LECs must make a long-term database method for number portability 
available within six months after a specific request by another telecommunications carrier in areas in 
which that telecommunications carrier is operating or plans to operate." 

As you know, Sprint and Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative are currently negotiating an 
interconnection agreement. Please note, however, that there is no requirement that the interconnection 
agreement be completed prior to initiating the six-month timeline in 47 C.F.R. § 52.23(c). Specifically, 
the regulatory six-month timeline begins on the date you receive this request. 

Sprint CLEC will utilize the Service Provider ID (SPID) of 8712 to provide telecommunications services 
in Minnesota & South Dakota and to place local number porting requests with your company. 
Specifically, Sprint requests local number portability capabilities in the following rate centers: Brookings, 
Castlewood, Elkton, Estelline, Hayti, Lakenorden and white. 

Please provide Sprint with the status of these rate centers regarding their Local Number Portability 
capabilities (i.e. software, hardware, remotes) within 10 days of your receipt of this request. 

We appreciate your cooperation in implementing number portability and look forward to your timely 
response. If you have any questions concerning this request please contact me at the above telephone 
number. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Gampper 

Attachment: BFR - 1651 



Bonafide Request Form (BFR) 

Purpose: This form is used to request deployment of longAerm Local Number Portability as defined in the FCC mandates (CC Docket 95,116). 
Specifically, this form requests that ALL codes be opened for portability within the Metropofltan Statistical Areas and wire!ine switch CLL! codes 

I 
designated below. This form may be used for both wireless and wlreline requests. 

I 
TO (RECIPIENT}: FROM (REQUESTOR}: 

/ 

! OCN: 1651 Company Name: Sprint CLEC (8712) 

Cmpany Name: Interstate Telecommunications Contact Name: Jim Gampper 
Cooperative 

Contact's Address: 
Contact Name: Jerry Heiberger 6330 Sprint Parkway, Overland Park, KS 66251 

Mailstop: KSOPHA0316-3B750 
Contact's Address: 

312 4th Street Contact's Email: Jim.J.Gampper@mail.sprint.com I 
PO Box920 Contact's Fax: (913) 762-0117 
Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226 

Contact's Phone: (913) 762-3519 
. . ... ..... .. 

Timing: 

Date of Request: March 20, 2006 

Receipt Confirmation Due By: April 5, 2006 (Due no later than 1 O days after the Date of Request) I 
Effective Date: September 20, 2006 (or asap but no later than FCC timeline requires) 

1· 

···.• .. 

Rate Centers (RCs}: 

1" RC: Brookings 
2nd RC: Castelwood 
3"' RC: Elkton 
4th RC: Estelline 
5'" RC: Hayti 
6th RC: Lakenorden 
7'" RC: White 

Designated Switch CLLI Codes: 
(CLLI - Common Language Location Identifier) 

1'1 CLLI: BKNGSDXBDSO 51
" CLLI: HAYTSDXARS1 

2nd CLLI: CSWDSDXARS1 61
" CLLI: LKNRSD01 RSO 

3•d CLLI: EKTNSDXARS3 7'" CLLI: WHTESDXARS6 
4th CLLI: ESTLSDXADSO 

Actions Reguired of the Reci~ient: 

1. Within 10 days of receipt, provide confirmation to the requestor that this form has been received. 
2. For all currently released codes, and those to be released at any future time, within the designated wireline 

switch CLLI codes (where applicable), open all for porting within the LERG. 
3. For all currently released codes, and those to be released at any future time, within the wireline switch CLLI 

codes (where applicable), open all for porting within the NPAC (Number Portability Administration Center). 
4. Ensure that all switches handling codes within the designated RC are Local Number Portability capable. 

Paoe 1 of 1 
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CUTI.ER El DONAHOE, LLP 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

Telephone {&05) 335~4950 

Fax (605) 335-4961 

www.cutlerla~,1flrm.rom 

March 31, 2006 

VIA FACSIM[lf 913-762-0117 AND CERT!FfED MAfL 

Mr. Jim Gampper 
Sprint Communications Company, L.P. 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
Overiand Park, KS 6625 I 
Mailstop KSOPHA03 l 6-38750 

Re: Local Number Portability Bonafide Request -
Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. 

Dear Mr. Gampper: 

'A'.10 a<cw,ed 10 pew,," 
,,-,tl,,,oo,<><> 

"Aho i.,e,,,-s.l '" P'"'~c 
~' !cw;, 
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Please be advised that Cutler & Donahoe, LLP serves as legal counsel to Interstate 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. in this matter. Please consider this letter to be the written 
acknowledgement of Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. that it has received the 
Bonafide Request Fonn ("BFR") issued by Sprint Communications Company, L.P. to Interstate 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. on March 22, 2006, a copy of which is attached hereto as 
Exhibit A. The BFR in qnestion requests Local Number Por1ability Services in the Brookings, 
Castlewood, Elkton, Estelline, Hayti, Lake Norden, and White rate centers. 

As a preliminary matter lo proceeding with your request for Local. Number Portability 
Services, please indicate at what point on fnterstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. 's 
network Sprint Communications Company, L.P. intends to in1erconnect. 

Piease direct any further communications on this .issue to this office at the address 
indicated below. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me al your convenience at 
(605)335-4950. 

Sincerely, 

~~~,~L~ 
~r ---
For the Finn 

RJT:dah 
cc: Jerry Heiberger 

100 NORTH PHILLIPS AVENUE • 9TH FLOOR • SIOUX FALLS, SOUTH DAKOTA 57104-6725 



Sprint) 
Together with NEXHl 

March 20. 2006 

Jerry Heiberger 

Sprint Nextel 
KSOPH,\0316 - 16750 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Pcrk, KS 1::6251 
Office: (913) 702·3519 Fax: (913) 7f2·0117 
PCS: {913) 226·31 ?2 

Interstate Teiecomrnun:carions Coop Inc. 
312 4'(' Street 
PO Box 920 
Cicar Lake, South Dakota 57226 

RE_ Loc.e: Nurnber Portability Bonafide Request 

Dear Mr. Heiberger, 

Jim Gampper 
tr1te:rconnection S 
Jir.1 J_Ga:npper@tnoH. , 

EXHIBIT 

A 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R § 52.23 Sprint Communications Company L.P. rsµrint") submits this letter as ,ts 
Local Number Portability (LNP") Bona Fide Request ( "BFR"') to Interstate Telecommunications 
Cooperative. The purpose of this BFR is to initiate the sixHmonth regulatory timeline established under 
section 52.23(c) to ensure LNP functionality is available lo Sprint in Interstate Telecommunications 
Cooperative·s se!Vice area. 

Section 52.23(c) states that "all LECs must make a long-term database method for number portability 
available within six monlhs after a specific request by another telecommunications carrier in areas in 
'.Yhich that telecommunications carrier is operating or plans to operate.·· 

As you knm·:. Sprint and Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative are currently negotiating an 
interconnection agreement. Please note, however, that there is no requirement that the interconnection 
agreement be completed prior to initiating the six-month timeline in 47 C.F.R. § 52.23(cJ. Specifically, 
the regulatory six-month timeline begins on the date you receive this request. 

Sprint CLEC will utilize the Service Provider ID (SPID) of 8712 lo provide telecommunications services 
in Minnesota & South Dakota and 10 place local number porting requests with your company. 
Specifically, Sprint requests local number portability capabilities in the following rnte centers: Brookings, 
Castlewood. Elkton. Estelline. Hayti, Lakenorden and white. 

Please provide Sprint with the status of these rate centers regarding their Loca: Number Portability 
capabilities {Le. soflware, hardware. remotes) wilhln 10 days of your receipt of this request. 

We appreciate your cooperation in implementing number portability and !oak forward lo your timely 
response. If you have any questions concerning this request please contact me at the above telephone 
number. 

Sincerely. 

Gampper 

Attachment: BFR - 1551 



Bonafide Request Form (BFR) 

Purpose: This form is used to 1eques1 deployment of long-term Loc;,I Number Portability as defined in the FCC mancates (CC Docket 95-116} 
SpecificaHy. this form requests that fil C-Odes be opened for por'!abi!ity within the Metropolitan Statistical Areas and vueline s'M!Ch CLU eodes 
designated below. This form may be used for both v.irn!ess and wirelt1ie requests 

TO (RECIPIENT): FROM (REQUESTOR): 
I 
I 

OCN: 1651 Company Name: Sprint CLEC (8712) 

Cmpany Name: Interstate Telecommunications Contact Name: Jim Gampper 

Cooperative Contact's Address: 
Contact Name: Jerry Heiberger 6330 Sprint Parkway, Overland Park, KS 66251 

I 

' 
Mailstop: KS0PHA0316-38750 

Contact's Address: 

312 4th Street 
Contact's Email: Jim.J.Gampper@maiLsprJnt.com I 

PO Box 920 Contact's Fax: (913} 762~0117 I 
Clear Lake, South Dakota 57226 

Contact's Phone: {913) 762-3519 

Timing: 

Date of Request: March 20, 2006 

Receipt Confirmation Due By: April 5, 2006 (Due no later than 10 days after the Date of Request} 

Effective Date: September 20, 2006 {or asap but no later than FCC timel1ne requires) 

Rate Centers (RCs): 

'1 $I RC: Brookings 
200 RC: Castelwood 
3"' RC: Elkton 
41n RC: Estelline 
51

h RC: Hayti 
6th RC: Lakenorden 
7th RC: White 

Designated Switch CLLI Codes: 
{CLU - Common Language Location Identifier) 

1" CLLI: BKNGSDXBDSO 5" CLLI: HAYTSDXARS1 
2"' CLLI: CSWDSDXARS1 6"' CLLI: LKNRSD01 RSO 
3'' CLLI: EKTNSDXARS3 7"' CLLI: WHTESDXARS6 
4"' CLLI: ESTLSDXADSO 

I Actions Reguired of the Recipient: 

1- Within 1 O days of receipt, provide confirmation to the requester that this form has been received. 
2. For all currently released codes, and those to be released at any future time, within the designated wireline 

switch CLLI codes (where applicable}, open 21! for porting within the LERG. 
3. For all currently released codes. and those to be released at any future time, within the wireline switch CLLI 

codes {where applicable), open al! for porting within the NPAC (Number Portability Administration Center}. 
4. Ensure that all switches handling codes within the designated RC are Local Number Portabillty capable 

- - -- ·- --- ·- - -
Paae 1 of 1 



\~ 
Sprint JI, 

Together with NEXTEL 

April 18,2006 

Sprint Nextel 
KS0PHA0316 3B750 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 66251 
Office: (913) 762-3519 Fax: (913) 762-0117 
PCS: (913) 226-3172 

RE: Local Number Portability Bonafide Request (Follow-up) 

Ryan J. Taylor 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 North Phillips Ave, 9th Floor 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 

Dear Mr. Taylor, 

Jim Gampper 
Interconnection Solutions 
Jim.J.Gampper@mall.sprint.com 

This letter serves to address your response dated March 16, 2006 to Sprint's Local Number Portability Bona Fide Request 
(LNP UBFR") sent to Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative on March 6, 2006. Your response does not address the 
status of the switches listed within the attached BFR regarding their Local Number Portability capabilities. The BFR initiated 
the six-month regulatory timeline established under section 52.23(c) to ensure LNP functionality is available to Sprint in 
Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative·s service area. Specifically, the regulatory six-month timellne began on the date 
Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative received the initial BFR. 

Sprint wil! utilize the Service Provider ID (SPJO} of 8712 to provide telecommunications services in Minnesota and to place 
intra-modal porting requests (wirellne-to-wlreline) with your company. Sprint plans to operate in the rate centers listed within 
the attached BFR and is in the process of negotiating an interconnection agreement or has sent or wrn be sending a request to 
negotiate and Interconnection Agreement with Interstate Te!ecommunications Cooperative. Please note, however, that there 
is no requirement that the interconnection agreement be completed prior to initiating the six-month timeline in 47 C.F.R. § 
52.23(c). Specifically, the point of interconnection is not required to proceed with the BFR. This information can be discussed 
during the interconnection negotiations. Once again, the regulatory six-month Umeline began on the date you received the 
initial BFR. 

A legitimate basis for a refusal to port is lf your company has been granted an inlramodal porting suspension either by the 
FCC or the commission in the state your company operates. Sprint is not aware of any authority stating that your obligation to 
implement wireline-to-wireline portability has been suspended. 

As previously requested, please provide the docket number of the FCC or state commission order suspending your intramoda! 
porting participation, if any exists, and the date such suspension ends and/or a specific technical reason your company is 
unable to port with Sprint and a date by which the technical obstacle wl!! be overcome. If there is no such suspension, please 
adhere to the BFR instructions by providing the LNP capabilities per switch and date when each switch and/or code will 
reflect port capable in the LERG. If you do not respond within ten days, Sprint will pursue any available legal remedies to 
ensure compliance with the porting requirements. 

Thank you in advance for your timely response to this request and your cooperation in implementing number portability. If 
you have any questions concerning this request please contact me at the above telephone number. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Gampper 
Attachment: BFR - 1654 



Sprint 
Together with NEXTEL 

April 18,2006 

Sprint Nextel 
KS0PHA0316 - 36750 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 66251 
Office: (913) 762-3519 Fax: (913) 762·0117 
PCS: (913) 226-3172 

RE: Local Number Portability Bonafide Request (Follow-up) 

Ryan J. Taylor 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 North Phillips Ave, g<h Floor 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-6725 

Dear Mr. Taylor, 

Jim Gampper 
Interconnection Solutions 
Jim.J.Gampper@mall.sprint.com 

This letter serves to address your response dated March 31, 2006 to Sprint's Local Number Portability Bona Fide Request 
(LNP «BFR") sent to Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative on March 20, 2006. Your response does not address the 

status of the switches listed within the attached BFR regarding their Local Number Portability capabilities. The BFR initiated 
the six-month regulatory timeline established under section 52.23(c) to ensure LNP functionality is available to Sprint in 

Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative's service area. Speclfica!ly, the regulatory six-month time!ine began on the date 
Interstate T e!ecommunications Cooperative received the initial BFR. 

Sprint wm utmze the Service Provider ID (SPIO) of 8712 to provide telecommunications services in South Dakota and to place 
intra-modal porting requests (wirefine-to-wireline} with your company, Sprint plans to operate in the rate centers listed within 

the attached BFR and is in the process of negotiating an interconnection agreement or has sent or will be sending a request to 

negotiate and Interconnection Agreement with Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative. Please note, however, that there 

is no requirement that the interconnection agreement be completed prior to initiating the six-month timeline in 47 C.F .R. § 
52.23(c}. Specifically, the point of interconnection is not required to proceed with the BFR This information can be discussed 

during the interconnection negotiations. Once again, the regulatory six-month timeline began on the date you received the 

initial BFR. 

A legitimate basis for a refusal to port is if your company has been granted an intramodal porting suspension either by the 
FCC or the commission in the state your company operates. Sprint is not aware of any authority stating that your obligation to 
implement wire!ine-to-wire!ine portability has been suspended. 

As previously requested, please provide the docket number of the FCC or state commission order suspending your intramodal 

porting participation, if any exists, and the date such suspension ends and/or a specific technical reason your company is 

unable to port with Sprint and a date by which the technical obstacle will be overcome. If there is no such suspension, please 
adhere to the BFR instructions by providing the LNP capabilities per switch and date when each switch and/or code will 
reflect port capable in the LERG. If you do not respond within ten days, Sprint will pursue any available legal remedies to 
ensure compliance with the porting requirements. 

Thank you in advance for your timely response to this request and your cooperation in implementing number portability. If 
you have any questions concerning this request please contact me at the above telephone number. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Gampper 

Attachment: BFR - 1651 


