
Sap-1-1-2006 08 :38am F rom-CUNDERSON PALMER 

GUNDEWON, PALMER, GOODSELL & NELSON, LLP 
ATICORNEYS AT LAW 

ASS- BUILDING 
440 MT. RUSHMORE ROAD 
POST OFFICE HOX 8045 

RAPID hl"r, SOUTH DAKOTA 57709-tlO45 

TELEPHONE [Bog) =LO@ *FAX [605) &poqBo 
~mn.glvldrm.npJlm&~t~ 

A'ITOPNEYS LICENSED TO PRACTICE IN 
SOUTH DiWCOTA, NORTH PAKOTJI, TOW4 NZNWWA 
COLOIWO, MONTANA, W Y O ~ C B ~ ~ O T ~ ~  

September 11,2006 

VXA PAX: 1-605-773-3809 . 
Patricia Van Gerpen 
Executive Director 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
500 East Capitol Avenue 
Pierre, SD 57501 

. RE: In the Matter of the Request of RCC Minnesota, h c .  for ~ertification Regarding Use of 
Federal 'Universal Service Support TC 06-100 

In the Matter of the Request of Wireless Alliance, LLC (WALLC) for Certification 
Regarding Use of ~ederal  Universal Service Support TC 06-1 01 

GPGN File No. 7401 .Q4OQ99 

Dear Ms. Van aerpen: 

On Friday, I was infonned by Staff Counsel Karen Cramer that the Commission is requesting 
that materiaLs provided to Staffbe provided by the Commission, either throogh a confidential 
filing or a direct filing in the ETC Request for Certification filings. In compliance with this 
request, enclosed you will h d  two responses the above companies made to Staff qastions. 
original plus ten copies will follow viaU.S. Mail. 

One is entitled "RCC Minnesota, Inc."' and is to be filed in Docket TC06-100. The other is 
entitled "WALLC" and is to be filed in Docket TC06-101. 

You will note the documents refer to exhibits. These exhibits were provided with &her the 
initial filing by the companies, or in a supplement i i h g  that was made on August 16,2006. It is 
not our intent to refile the exhibits that were marked Y!onGdential." To avoid confusion, where 
citations to an exhibit have been made, I.have noted when the exhibit was mLiginally filed with 
the Commission. 
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The responses to these questions are not being deemed confidential, but the original exhibits 
were confidmlial and were filed as confidential with the Commission. RCC Minnesota and 
WALLC wish to maintain the confidentiality of those exhibits. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

TJW:klw 
Enclosures 
c: Steve Olto wl enclosul'es . 

Elizabeth Koehlcr w/ c;?nclosures 
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RESPONSES PROVIDED TO STAFF ON AUGUST 16, 2006 

WIRELESS ALLIANCE LLG. (WALLC) 

I. Please provide an estimated Service Irnpravgment Plan for Calendar Year 2008. 

2. Please provide an explanation of any service improvements not fulfilled in 2006 that were 
projected to take place in last year's certification filing. See Exhlblt B and response 10 question 3 
In last year'$ filing. 

See attached flle (YTD 2006 WALLC Ex, B). Pleabe keep In mind that we are only partially 
thraugh the 2006 year and addltlonal changes may occur prior to the end of the year. 

PRWmED TO lm3 ' !~~ISSION AS A CDNFIDmm lxxmlkw 10 TBE FILING tqm ON 8/16/06 
3. Were the cell sites for the Lyons and Baltic areas built? If no, explain why. 

At the time of last years filing, WALLC was awaiting FCC c~ncurrenoe in the Lyons and 
Baltic areas (among others). Thls concurrence was granted an  November 14,22105 and 
WAlLC received I t s  flrst USF support In January 2006. In WALLC's February 27,2008 
filing with the Cornrniwlon, we reported our intent to construct a new site In the Lyons 
area In calendar year 2006. We are Currently working on lease agreements fqr the Lyom 
site. Building permits and the site tesqulpment has been received and we an, estimating a 
4m quarter of 2006 completlan date. 

Also, as  we explained In RCC's February 27,2006 filing with the Commission, the Slisseton 
(RCC) site replaces the Baltlc ETC slte cammitment for WALLC. The proposal to construct 
a Lyons and Baltie site were made based on a request for joint certlflcatlon. Hawever, 
RCC and WALLC were granted soparato designations by the Commission. Because of this, 
the amotmt Of support received in the WALLC market dld not support the construction of 
two sltes, Wus one of the WALLC site commitments was replaced by the Slsaeton slte in 
the RCC market a s  the support in the RCG market supported additional buld out. J 

.i 

WALLC Is currently projecting mnstructlon of a new slte In the Baltic area In 2008. 

4. Please identify any 2006 service improvements that took place that were not on the 2006 
projected list 

As reported in this year 2006 Servlce lmprovement Plan, WALLC expects to: 
* Censtruet a new alte In the Lyons area 

Deploy Phase 11 E9'll deplaymebt 
These were not reported on our 2006 plan submitted ln 2005. 

5. Please provide the project start date and completion date of each improvement on f3hiblt B in 
the present filing. 

Included in response to item ;lYt 1. 

6. Please explain why no new cell sibs are projected for 2007. 

The level of USF support received by WALLC is not substantial enough ko provide for 
addltSonal cell site builds In 2007. In fact, the operating expense for the Lyons site (t6 be 
constructed in 2006) exceeds the level of USF support WALLC expects to meelve in 201117. 
WALLCrs curmnt plans for 2007 include the switch rehome whlch is described in W 7. 

7. Please explain "switch rehome" on Service Improvement Plan -Calendar Year 2007. 

As explained In last years filing, WALLC currontly leases a switching facility. w U C  
plans to move from a leased switch facility to an RCC owrred faclllty, Thlc move shouSd 
reduce our network operating expenses going faward while allowing greater flexibility 
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and cor~trol over upgrades and Improvements affecting our netwoms operations and 
rellablllty. 


