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Via Ovcrnrght Couricr. Rztum Receipt Requested 

Jack Weyforth 
lntcr connection Solutions 

6330 Spnnt Parkwzy 
KSOPfIAO3 10- 33-12? 

O i ~ ~ l a i ~ d  Park, KS 6625 1 
(9 I;) 76_?-4XO (W) 
(9 1 3) 762-0 1 17 (F) 

Rc: Request for Intz~conneciio~l w!th Clty of Brookings L'r~I~lics, Telephone D ~ V I S ~ O ~  
d/b/a Swifiel Coinr~~~nicatmns 

Dear Mr. Osvog: 

Thi5 letrer is to serve as a reqtlcst to negotiate an infe;connection dgreonent t n  ihc state of 
Soul11 Dakota pursiiant to Scctior~ 25 1 and 252 o f  the Tcleco~nrnunicatio~~s A a  of  1934 as 
amended (the "Act)  between Sprint Communjcations Company L.P. (-'Sprint"), a 
competit~vi? local exchange canier and City of Brooktngs UtChties, Telephone Divis~on 
d/bi'a/ Swiftel Co~~munications, an incumbent local cxclmngc caricr. Sprmt requests an 
interconrlrcflon ageerrtent which encompasses the carrier duties oC 

- 25l{a) direct and indtrcct interconnection, ~ncluding N1 I 
- 25 1(b)S Reciprocal Conlpensalwn 
- 25 1 (b)? R'urnbcr Portability 
- 7-5 L fb)3 Diallng Parity 

It n also a rquest for negotiations as prowded for in 47 U.S C. $252(b) { f f and establishes 
the statuto~y ti~nclines as idcntificd in the Act. Should negotmtjons not bc conlpletcd 
between the 135'" and 160'" day after rhe receipt of this letter, March 24,2006 arid April 
IS, 2006 respectively, either party may petitxon the state cornmission to arbitrate 
unresolved issues. 
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Track results detail 
Tracking results detail lor 407066330860 

Ttack 
Tracking summary 

Signed for by K PETERSON W:ls! 6 lh:s9 

Log in to DHL Tracking history 
user  lL) Date and Ttme Status 

Password 11i10i20C5 10 22 am SRrpment delivcrcd . - Ptcked Up by 3 ! i L  r Renlclmhcr my Us?r ID 
Ship F ~ L  Sh@ T a  

CRAIG OSVCG 
Broohings. SD 57006 
Unlted States 

hrrenrlon 
CRAIG OSVOG 

Locallon 
Sioux falls. SO :t'ny IS 

Track new 

You are aulhoirzed to use OnL trach~ng s y s t e m  solely to track sn~pmcnts tendered by or for you to C 
use of DHL :rachir3g syslenis 2nd uiformatron 1s slnclly proh~btled 

^ Note on weight: 
The wetghls dl~pI3yed on t t ~ , ~  websde are the w e f ~ h l s  provtded when the stupmeal w8s ccrated. Acti 
wc~yhls may be ddferent and will be prov~ded on in.~oice 

New to DHL? Questions? 

Reyrstralion is qutck and easy And a s  a regstered VWre here to help! 
user,you':l have access tc services and look !o hetp you b Camact DHL 
ship your packages easrly and eff~c~ently. 
% Rcg.sler Novr  

LiHL Global 1 Anout OH: j Newsroom Contact I Srtenmp 1 Povacy F o k y  
Copyrtghl b 20116 OHL Infernational. Ltd All f ights  Reserved 
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C O M M U N I C A T I O N S  
4 f 5 Fourth St. - ED. Box 588 

Brookings, S.D. 57006 

605.692.6Zff Fax 605.697.8250 

December 1,2005 

Jack Weyforth 
Sprint 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
KSOPfJA0310- 35422 
Overland Park, KS 66251 

Re: Request for Interconnection from Sprint Communications Company L.P. 

Dear Mr. Weyforth: 

On November 10, 2005, Brookings Municipal Utilities d/b/a Swiftel 
Cornmications (Swiftel) received a '%.quest for hterconnection" fiom Sprint 
Communications Company L.P. (Sprint) seeking negotiation for inrercomction as a 
competitive local exchange carrier pursuant to Section 257(a) and various parts of 
Section 251 (b), including Section 251(b)(2) concemiag number portability, of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amended (the Act). Sprint also requests negotiations 
pursuant to Section 252(b)(l) of the Act, which establishes the arbitration deadlines for 
compulsory arbitration before this Commission. 

The purpose of this letter is to notify Sprint that Swifk1 disputes whether Sprint is 
a local exchange carrier andlor a t e l ecom~ca t ions  carrier entitled to interconnection 
pursuant to Section 251(a) and (b) of the Act, in Sn6fkl's service area Swifiel raises this 
issue based on its understanding that local service would be provided over Mediacom 
Communications Corporation (Mediaeom) facifities and that Mediacom, in fact, would be 
offering service to subscribers. In this casc, Swiftel believes that Mediacom wodd be the 
t e l e c a m ~ c a t i o n s  carrier entitled to interconnection (subject to its receipt from the 
South Dakota PuMic Utilities Commission (SDPtTC) of authority to provide local 
services). Swifiel notes that a similar issue was raised in connection with Sprint's eBorts 
to seek interconnection in Nebraska, in which, it is ow: understandiig, the Nebraska 
commission found tkat Sprint was not the ""telecomdcations carrier', entitled to seek 
interconnection services pursuant to Section 25 X of the Act. See A~plication No. C-3429, 
Nebraska Public Service Commission, Findings and Conchaions, entered September 13, 
2005. 
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Swiftel also questions whether Sprint has complied with the SDPUCYs Order in 
TC96-156. In that Order, the Commission granted Sprint statewide authority to offer 
local exchange services. The Commission, however, found that before Sprint can 
provide service in the service area of a ma1 telephone company, Sprint must "come 
before the Commission in another proceeding" and show that it would satisfy eligible 
telecommunications carrier service obligations. To Swiftel's knowledge, Sprint has not 
complied with this requirement, which also is set forth in ARSD Section 20:10:32:15. 
Accordingly: Swifiel believes that Sprint is not authorized to provide IocaI service in 
Swiftel's service area. 

In addition, with respect to local number portabiiity, it appears that Sprint has not 
submitted a valid bona fide request as required by the FCC. 

Based on the foregoing, SwiReI believes that it is unclear whether Sprint's request 
is a valid request for interconnection pursuant to Section 251(a) and (b). Accord'mg1y, 
Swiftel requests that Sprint provide information concerning its sWus as a Ioeal exchange 
carrier In Swiftel's service area, the nature of the interconnection services it seeks from 
Swiftel and its intended use of services, the exchanges in which Sprint plaas to operate 
and the date@) on which such operation is planned, and its relationship with Mediacorn to 
enable Swiftel to further evaluate Sprint's request. 

Technical and Network Operations Manager 
Swiftel. Communications 
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I Together with NEXTEL 

Sprint Nexte l  Jack Weyforth 
6330 Sprint Parkway KSOPHA0310-38422 Interconnect~on Solutions 
Overland Park, KS 66251 
Office: (913) 762-4340 Fax: (913) 762-0127 

I December 6, 2005 

W. 3ames Adkrns 
Technical and  Operations Manager 
City of Brookings Utilities, Telephone Division 
d/b/a Swiftel Communications 
415 South 4~ Street 
PO Box 588 
Brookings, S D  57006 

1 Dear Mr. Adkins: 

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your company's letter to Spnnt Communications Company LP. In your letter, the 
status of Sprint Communications Company LP a s  a 'Yel~mmunicaDons carfieT is questioned. To support that position you 
reference the Nebraska Commission's order. The Nebraska order is now before the Federal Distn'k3 Court It is important to 
note that the Nebraska decision involved a different cable partner and different facts than in South Dakota. Cinfortunately you 
did not reference the states that have ruled on this issue favorably. New York, lllinois and Iowa have ruled Sprint is a 
Teiecomnunications carrier that is able to request and enter into intemnnedion agreements with Local Exchange companies 
and participate in arbitrations to complete such agreements, These rulings were made with the full understanding of the 
relationship between Sprint and its Cable parfne rs... At this point in time, the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission has not 
ruled on this issue. Arguing that Sprint is not a Telecommunications carrier is not a valid one to refuse to enter into 
negotiations since the preponderance of places where it has been arbitrated; Spfjnt's position has been upheld. 

You have also argued that Sprint has not filed for certification in South Dakota. The FCC's mfes are very d e a r  that an 
incumbent ILEC that conditions negotiations on a requesting carrier first obtaining state certifications vioiates the incumbent 
ILEC's duty to negotiate in goad faith. See Section 47 C.F.R. 3 51.301. Even if such condition was appropriate, which it is 
not, you have noted in your letter, Sprint has  been granted statewide authority to o a r  local exchange senn'ces under 
Commission Order in TC96-I 56. Sprint fully understands its certiiication obligations in the state of South Dakota and will fulfill 
them. We find this issue no reason for refusing to negotiate an interconnection agreement. 

Sprint Communications Company LP again requests that your company honor Sprint's request to negotiate a n  
interconnection agreement and begin negotiations of a mutually acceptable intemnnection agreement. 

Company LP 
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4 I5 Fourib St, P.0, Box 566 
Brmkhgs, S.D. 57006 

605.692.6211 Fax 605.697.8250 

December 14,2005 

Jack Weyforth 
sprint 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
KSOPHA03 10- 3b422 
Overland Park, KS 6625 1 

Via Overnight Courier 

1 Re: Request for Interconnection from Sprint Communications Company L.P. 

1 Dear Mr. Weyforth: 

~~%kixgss~unic~pc&~~]i'ti~s~&Ia~SwiBe~~~~~~~g~i.o-m-~~ -...--- has received 
your letter dated December 6, 2005, concerning §&&t ~ l a ~ & & a t i o r n ~ o r n ~ a n ~  L.P.'s 
(Sprint) request for negotiation of an interconnection agreement as a competitive local 
exchange canier pursuant to Section 251(a) and various parts of Section 251(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amended (the Act). 

Xn your letter you imply that SwiRei has refused to negotiate an intercomection 
agreement with Sprint. This is not the case. Rather, in our letter dated December 1,2005, we 
asked Sprint to provide certain information wncemin& its interconnection request. 
Specifically, S d l  asked Sprint to provide inforination concerning its status as a l o d  
exchange carrier in SwLfteI's service area, the nature of the iTiterconnwtion services it seeks 
from Swiftel and its intended use of services, the exchanges hi which Sprint plans to operate 
ar~d tbe date(s) on which such operation is planned, and its relationship with Mediacorn 
Communications Corporation. Sprint's apparent refusal to provide the requested information 
only sentes to hinder the negotiation process. Accordingly, Swifbl asks Sprint to reconsider 
its position and provide the requested information. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Technical & Network Operations Mgr. 
Swiftel Communications 
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415 Fourth St. P.0. Box 588 
BfookingS, S.D. 570m 

I 605.1592.6211 - Fax S05.697.8250 

February 3,2006 Via Overnight Courier 

Jack Weyfotih 
Sprint 
6330 Sprint Parkway 
1K50PHA0310- 3b422 
Overland Park, XCS 66251 

Re: Request for Fnterconnection from Sprint Communications Company 
L.P. 

By letter dated December 14, 2005, Brookings Municipal Utilities d/b/a Swifbl 
Communications (Swiftel) responded to your letter dated December 6,2005, concerning 
Sprint Communications Company L.P.'s (Sprint) request for negotiation of an 
interconnection agreement as a competitive Iocal exchange carrier pursuant to Section 
251(a) and various parts of Scxtion 251 (b) of the C o m u n i d o a s  Act of 1934, as 
amended (the Act). In the letter, Swiftel indicated its willingness to negotiate an 
interconnection agreement and renewed its request, first raised in my letter dated 
December 1,2005, for additional information concerning Sprint's request. 

Among other things, SwiAel requested that Sprint provide idomation concerning 
the nature of the interconnection services it seeks from Swiftel and its intended use of 
services, the exchanges in which Sprint plans to operate and the date(s) on which such 
operation is planned and its relationship, if any, with Mediacorn Communications 
Corporation. This information is necessary to evaluate a number of the provisions in 
Sprint's draft interwmection agreement including, but not limited to, Section 18. 
hkrconnection, Section 19. Technical Requirements for Interconnection, Section 20. 
Transit Traec, Section 21. Intercarrier Compensation, Section 22. Office Code 
Translatioas, Section 23. Local Number Portability, Section 25. Dwtory  Listings and 
Distribution Services, and Section 26. Master Street Address Guide. 

To date, Swiftel has not received the requested information, nor has Sprint 
indicated whether it intends to provide the requested infarmation. Accordingly, Swiftel 
asks Sprint to idorin Swiftel by February 10,2006, when or whether it infends to provide 
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any of the requested information. If Sprint does not intend to pursue interconnection at 
this time, Sm.Ifte1 asks Sprint to provide a written statement to that effect. 

Finally, in your letter dated November 9, 2005, Sprint requested that Swiftel 
provide a list of Swiftef's switches for which nmber portability is available, bas been 
requested but is not yet available, or has not yet been requested, in accordance with 
Section 52.23@) and (c) of the FCC's rules. As an initial matter, it a p e a s  that Section 
52.23(b) does not apply bemuse Swiftel is not in the 100 largest Metropolitan Statistical 
Areas. In any event, Swiftel responds that to date, Swiflel has only received a request for 
intermodal LNP. (As indicated in Swiftel's letter dated December 1, 2005, Swiftel 
believes that Sprint has not submitted a valid bona fide request for LNP). Further, the 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (SDPUC) granted Swiftel a suspension of 
both internodal and htramodal LNP until December 31, 2005 and, effective as of 
December 3 1, 2005, the SDPUC granted an extension of the suspension of irrtemodal 
LNP. Accordingly, Swiftel has not implemented LNP. For yow information, Swiftel's 
switch can be identified as BKNGSDXC69G. 

If you would like to discuss this matter, please contact me at 605-697-8230. I 
look forward to your response. 

w. J& Adkills 
Technical and Network Operations Manager 
Swiftel Communications 



Via Overnight Courier, Return Receipt Requested 

February 9,2005 

Swiftel Communications 
Mr. W. James AdkJns 
Technical and Network Operations Manager 
41 5 Fourfh Street 
Brookings, SD 57006 

Re: Request for Interconnection with Brookings Municipal Utilities W a  Swiftel Cornmications 
(Swiftel) 

I am in receipt of your letter dated February 3, 2005, regarding negotiation of an interconnection 
agreement and the requested questio11~ and responses difected Zr, Sprint Comunicatiom Company L.P. 
(Sprint). Sprint had provided earlier wnespondence (November 9, 2005 and December 9, 2005) 
requesting negotiations of an interconneGtion agreement in the state of South Dakota. We apofogize for 
the delay in response to your December 14, 2005 fetter. Sprint has been involved in negotiations 
involving 32 LECs in Iowa on an expedited scheduXe as a result o f  the Iowa Utility Board's decision in 
Dock& NOS. ARB-05-2, ARB-05-5, and ARB-05-6.. 

fn SwiRel's letters dated December 14,2005 and December 1,2005, you requested Sprint to provide 
additional information regarding Sprint's plans for the interconnection services it is requesting &om 
Swiftd. Sprint is seeking to interconnect with Swiffel for the mutuaX exchange of fxaffic pursuant to 
Section 251(a) of the Act which states that all Tele~omunications Carriers have a duty to btercomect 
directly or indirectly with other Telecomunicatiom Carriers. Sprint's template which includes terns 
for both direct and indirect is Sprint's proposal as a starting point for our negotiations. If you would 
like, I can forward an electronic copy of  it so you can provide your proposed revisions to the agreement 
to Sprint or TyOU3ZGlTprefer Sprint can work &om. your template. In either case, Sprint looks 
fomwd to negotiating an intercomcxtion arrangement that is mutually acceptable to the parties. 
Please note, however, that regardless of the template used, Spriat Pri11 -want to hchde those provisions 
of Sprint's template you noted in your letter: Section 18. Tntercomection, Section 19. Technical 
Requirements for htercomectioa, Se~tion 20, Transit Traffic, Section 21. Intercarrier Compensation, 
Section 22. OEce Code Translations, Section 23. Local N m b a  Portability (Sprint is reviewing the 
South Dakota Public Utilities Gomission Order you rehence in your letter.), Section 25. Directory 
Listings and Disfribution Services, and Section 26. Master Street Address Guide. 

With regard to your question asking about the nature of the interwmection Sprint seeks, as noted above, 
T e l m m ~ c a t i o n s  Caniers have a duty to interconnect directly or indirectly with otha 
Telecommunications Carriers. The parties can discuss terms for both direct and indirect interconnection 
and agree on an arrangement that is mutually acceptable. Ti& can only occur, however, when "ihe 
parties actually begin discussing their respective networks and howIwhae they can interconnect. 



11 
1 1 &p while it is not relevmt td @$id& interconnection, Sprint seeks to interconnect 

WI Swiftel for both wholesale and retail purposes. With regard to its wholesale services, Mediacorn is 
a customer of Sprint. 

If Swiftel would like an electronic (soft) copy of the lntercomection agreement which was mailed to 
SwifeI on November 9, 2005, please contact me at: shenil.m.croaenweff(ii,s~rint.com This 
methodology will allow the companies to exchange edits and be* negotiations. Sprint has available 
time during the last two (2) weeks of Pebxuary for initial review and discussions of the contract. We are 
currently available fkom 990 am - l2:00 pm or 3:00 - 5:00 pm on Tuesday, February 21" or 9:00 am - 
11:00 am on Thursday, February 23&. Please call me at the number provided above if you have any 
furtha questions or would like to discuss in further detail. 

1 

Sincerely, 

She@ Cronenwett 
Sprint Co~munications Company L.P. 

cc: M. Barone 



; S 1 5 7 5 2 0 ' 1 7  t; 3 /  7 

Page 1 of 1 

Attachment JRB-4 

Date ~riiilod: 02/09/06 ongin: FOE 
From (Company): 
SHERYL C R O N E W E T  
SPRINT 
6330 SPRINT PKWYBLDG 1 
KSOPHA0310-38418 
OVERLAND PARK. KS 66251 

To {Company): 

SWlFTEL COMMUNICATIONS 
4f5 FOURTH STREET 
BROOKINGS, SD 57006 

Atrention TO: W. JAMES ADKlMS 
Phone * 605-692-621 1 

Airbill #: 
Sen1 By: 
Phone #: 
Weight: 
Bill To: 

ai1iing. Ref: 

Senrim: 

AIRBORNBDHL 
91 3-762-4288 
Letter 
Sender 
NO REFERENCE GIVEN 

EXP 

FSD 6H 
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From: Jim Adkins [jadkins@swiffeLnet] 

Sent: Thursday, February 23,2006 5:36 PM 

To: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTKj 

Cc: Mary Sisak 

Subject: Request for Interconnection 

Sheryl Cronenwett, 
  hank you for your call. 
Our company is planning to par-ticipat~ in the joint interconnection negotiations with the S D  
telephone companies. 
Swiftel Communications is represented by Mary Sisak of the Blooston, Mordkofsky, Dickens, 
Duffy & Prendergast, LLP law firm. 

Mary Sisak's contact information is a s  follows: 
Blooston, Mordkofsky, Dickens, Duffy & Prendergast, LLP 
2120 L Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20037 

Direct Phone - (202) 828-5554 
Fax (202) 828-5568 
Email rnjs@bloostonlaw.com 

Regards, 

J r i m ~ ~ m  
Technical and Network Operations Manager 
Swiftel Communications 
TEL - 605.697.8230 
PCS - 605.691.3316 
FAX - 605.697.8572 
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Cronenwett, Sheryl S [NTKI 

From: Mary Sisak [mjs@bloostonlaw.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 01,2006 1 2 0 0  PM 

To: Cronenwett, Sheryl [NTM 

Cc: Barone, Monica [LEG]; jadkins@swiftel.net 
Subject: RE: Sprint Interconnection Agreement 

Swiftel intends to participate in the March 3, 2006 conference call to begin interconnection negotiations with Sprint 
and we propose using the interconnection agreement submitted by Mr. Schudel a s  the starting point for those 
negotiations. However, because Sprint has not provided the information Mr. Adkins requested in his letters to 
Sprint, we anticipate that SwifteI may need to propose some modifications to the draft agreement. We may also 
have some additional changes to the agreement once the process gets started. 

With respect to your request for a non-disclosure agreement, we have not used such agreements in prior 
interconnection negotiations and it is not clear why such an  agreement is needed for this negotiation. If there is 
certain information that you intend to disclose and that you believe is confidential, prease specify the nature of that 
information s o  that we may better evaluate your request. 

Finally, we believe that the Friday call would b e  more productive if you provide your initial comments on the draft 
agreement and the information requested by Mr. Adkins in his letters to you before the Friday call. 

1 look forward to your response and to our call on Friday. 

Mary J. Sisak 
Blooston, Mordkofsky, Dickens, Duffy & Prendergast, LLP 
2120 L Street, NW Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20037 
{202) 828-5554 
(202) 828-5568 fax 
mjs@bloostonlaw.com 

This message and any attached documents contain infomation which may be confidential, subject to privilege or exempt from 
disclosure under applicable law. These materials are intended only for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the 
intended recipienf of ffiis transmission, you are hereby notified that any distribution, disclosum, printing, copying, storage, 
modification or the taking of any action in reliance upon this transmission is strictly prohibited. Delivery of this message to any 
person other than the intended recipient shall not compromise or waive such confidentiality, privilege or exemption from 
disclosure as  to this communication. if you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender 
and delete the message from your system. 

From: Cronenwea, Sheryi [Nfi(l [mailto:Sheryl.M,CronenweE@sprint.com~ 
Sent: Tuesday, February 28,2006 12:57 PM 
To: jadkins@swiRel.net; Mary Sisak 
Cc: Barone, Monica [LEG] 
Subject: Sprint Interconnection Agreement 

Mr. Adkins & Ms. Sisa k: 

Good Afternoon. Based on Mr. Schudel's note yesterday, I would like to have some clarification on how Swiftel 
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. Sprint would prefer to work 
from our suggested agreement and have you redfine the document. We have some questions regarding whether 


