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South Dakota

Public Unilities Commussion
State Capitol 500 E. Capitol

Pierre, SD  57501-5070 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

Phone: (80Q) 332-1782

Fax:

DOCKET
NUMBER

605) 773-3809

TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS

DATE
FILED

TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

These are the telecommunic sticns service lings thal the Comrmeasion has received lor the penod of:

i1 you need & complele copy of a Mg laaed, overnight gapressed. of maded " you. please contact Delaine Kolbo withen five days of this Ming

INTERVENTION
DEADLINE

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

TCe7-07T8

Apphcaton by Journey Telecom internabonal, Inc. for a Certificate of Authortty 10 operate as a lelecommunicabions company
within the state of South Dakota (Staft TSTZI)

081287

o7o7Re7

TCO7-001

Applicaton by Calls for Less, Inc. d/tva CIL for a Certificate of Authorfy 10 operate as a lelecommunicabons company within
the state of South Dakota (Staft TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authority to onginate and terminate “inlrastate, intralLATA and
interLATA calls of business and residental customers, 1o operate as a Travel and Debt (Prepaxi Cakng) Card reseller and
to provide COCOT/COPT service *

068/1797

orara?

TC87-103

Apphcaton by Crystal Commumications. Inc. for a Certificate of Authonty 1o operate as a lelecommunicabons company within
the state of South Dakota. (Staff. TS/TZ) Applican! seeks authority 1o provide local lelecommunications serwces and
ntereachange telecommunicabons senaces  The Applicant wall nol offer any local telecommunicabions senaces within a Rural
Telephone Company semnvice area without seeking separate Commission authority

0611997

o7To7meT

TCET-104

Apphcabon by Quantelco, inc. for a Certficale of Authomty (o operate as alelecommunications company withen the state of South
Dakota. (Staft TSTZ) Apphcant “inlends to subscnbe to and resell all foims of inler-axchange and intra-eachange
telecommunicabions senaces in the state of South Dakota, mcluding local dial tone servces, Message Telephone Senvice Wide
Arpa Telephone Senace. WATS5-lke senices, foregn exchange senice privale lines, be lines, access senice, cellular senice
local switchad sanvice and othar saraces and facilites of communicabons commaon camers and othe anbibes ”

06/18/97

orarer

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

TC97-077

Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc. pursuani lo 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks de: _nabon as an eligible
telecommunications carrer within the local exchange areas that constitute #s servce area in South Dakota Intrastale
Telephone Company is the facilites-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications
seraces in the following exchanges in South Dakola: Bradiey (784), Castlewood (793), Clark (532), Florence (758), Hayt (783)
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (947), Websler (345), Willow Lake (825) and Bryant (628) Intrastate Telephone Company, to
f5 knowledge, s the only camet Woday provading local exchange telecommunicatons senaces in the above dentfied exchange
Aren it _HBXKC)

081397

orareT
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TC97-078

interstale Telscommunicatons Cooperative, Inc. pursuant 1o 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designation
as an elgible telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitule is serace area in South Dakota
Interstale Telecommunications Cooperatve is the facilites-based local exchange cammer presently provading local exchange
telecommunications services in the followang sxchanges in South Dakola: Goodwin (765), Clear Lake (BT4) Gary (272)
Estelkne (873), Brandt (876), Astona (832). Toionla (784), Wes! Hendncks (479), Eikton (542). White (629). Brookings Rural
(69]). Sinai (826), Nunda/Rutland (586), Wentworth (483) and Chester (489) Interstate Telecommunicatons Cooperative
o its knowledge, i the only camier loday piowviding local exchange telecommumnications senices in the above dentfied
exchange areas (Staflt HAKC)

061347

oTRTAT

TCH7-080

VWest Rver Cooperative Telephone Company pursuantto 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks dessgnabon as
an elgitle telecommunicabons carnet within the local exchange areas that constitute s service area in South Dakota Wes!
Rwver Telephone s the laclites-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange lelecommumcabions senaces
in the following exchanges Bason (244), Buffalo (375), Camp Crook (E05-787) and (406-972). Meadow (788} and Scrum (B858)
West Rnver Telephone, 1o fs knowiedge. s the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the
above dentfied exchange ateas (Staft HB/KC)

0611697

070797

TC97-081

Statehne Telecommuncatons, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks dasgnabon as an ebgible
telecommunicabons carnet within the local exchange areas that constitute s sersce area in South Dakota Statelne s the
facilities-based local exchange carier presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the followiny
exchanges Newell (458), Nsland (257) and Lernmon (805-174) and (701-376) Staleline, 1o s knowledge, m the anly carmer
loday prowding local exchange lelecommurications servces in the above identified exchange areas (Staft HB®C)

oa6/97

070797

TCe7-081

Accent Communications, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S C. 214{e} and 47 CFR 54 201 heieby seeks desgnabon as an ehgible
telecommunicabons cainer within the local exchange areas that consttule its service area  Accent o the facilites based
oxchange cainer piesently providing local exchange lelscommunicabons senaces in the following exchanges Brmstol (492)
Doland (635), Fredenck (329). Hecla (964), North Hecla (701-892) and Mellefte (887). Accenl. to ts knowledge, s the only
camnet today provding local exchange telecommunicabons services in the above denbfied exchange areas (Staft HB/CH)

061797

oToTe?

TCe7-084

James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company pursuanito 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation
as an ehgible telecommunicatons carmer within the local exchange areas thal consttute s serace area in South Dakota
James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company s the facilibes based exchange camer presently prownding local exchange
telecommuncations senaces in the loliowing exchanges n South Dakota. Andover (298), Claremont (284), Columixa (196
Conde (382), Ferney (395), Groton [387). Houghton (BBS) and Turton (897) James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company
1o s knowledge, is the only camer loday prowding local exchangeé telecommunications senices in the above dentified
wrchange afeas (Statt HBCH)

0B8/17/97

070797

TCS7-085

Heartland Communicabons, Inc. pursuant lo 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an elbgible
lelecommumcabions cainel within the iocal exchange areas that consttute s servce area in South Dakota Heartland
Commumncations s the fackbes-Dased local exchange camer presently providing local exchange lelecommunications senices
in the lollowing exchanges n South Dakota Platte/Geddes (317) Heartland Communicabons, (o its knowledge. is the only

camer today rowding local exchange telacommunications semces in the above xlentfied exchange areas  (Staff HBCH)

081 78T

orareT
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TCS7-086

Midstate Telephone Company, Inc pursuantto 47 U.S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligibie
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that constiute s servce area in South Dakota. Mdstate Telephone
Company s the faciities-based local exchange camer presently providing local exchange talecommunications services in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (726), Delmont (779), FL Thompson (245), Gann Valley (283), Kimball (T78)
New Holland (243), Pukwana (894), Stickney (732) and White Lake (249). Mdstate Telephone Company, fo its knowledge
s the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications senices in the above identified exchange areas (Stalf
HB/CH)

06787

ovo7a7

TCE7-087

Baluc Telecom Cooperatve pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicabons carmer wathin the local exchange areas that consttule its service area. Baltic Telecom Cooperative s the
facilities-based local exchange carrier presently provding local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges: Baltic (526) and Crooks (543). Baltc Telecom Cooperative, to its knowledge. s the only camer today providing
local vxcha. .ge telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas(Statt HB/KC)

061787

Q70787

TC8T7-088

East Plains Telecom. Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
lelecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that consttute its service area. East Plains Telecom, Inc. s the
lacilities-based local exchange carmier presently providing focal exchange lelecommunicabions services in the following
exchanges: Alcester (834), Hudson (884), and East Hudson (712-982). East Plains Telecom, Inc.. 1o its knowledge, is the only
carnef today prowding local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas (Staff. HB/XC)

06/1797

070797

TCo97-088

Western Telaphone Company pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
lelecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that consttuta is serwce area in South Dakota Western Telephona
& the facities-based local exchange carrier presently prowvding local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges: Cresbard (324), Faulkton (598) and Orient (392). Western Telephone. to its knowledge, is the only carrier today
providing local exchange lelecommunications senices in the above idenbified exchange areas (Stafl HB/KC)

osn7e7

oro7eT?

TCo7-080

Stockhoim-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as
an eligible telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area in South Dakota
Stockholm is the faciltes-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the
following exchanges in Scuth Dakota: Stockholm-Strandburg (6768, Rewilio (623) and South Shore (756). Slockhalm, to its
knowledge, is the only carner today providing local exchange lelecommunications services in the above dentfied exchange
ateas (Statt HB/MKC)

o8 7eT

070787

TCe7-082

Kennebec Telephone Co pursuant to 47 USC. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas thal consbiute its service area in South Dakola Kennebec
Telephone Co. s the facites-based local exchange carmes presently provic” =g local exchange telecommunicabons services
in the followtng exchanges Kennebec (869) and Presho (805). Kennebec Telephone Co , to its knowledge, is the only carrier
loday providing local exchange lelecommunications sendces in the above deatified exchange areas (Stalf HB/CH)

0B8/18@7

ororeT

TCO7-003

Jetferson Telephone Co.. Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elhgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constiute its servce area in South Dakota. Jeterson
Telephone Co. Inc is the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange telecommunications
semvices in the followsng exchange. Jefferscn (366). Jefferson Telephone Co., Inc., to its knowledge. is the only carricr today
providing local exchange lelecommunications senices in the above identified exchange areas  (Staft HB/CH)

0s/1897

PAGE 3 OF 6




TCa7-084

Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuantto 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an
ehgible telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that constitute its serace area  Sully Buttes Telephone s
tho facilities-based local exchange carmer presently prowvding local sxchange telecommunications seraces in the following
exchanges. West Onida (264), Mtchcock (266). Senecn (436). Tolstoy (442). Onaka (447}, Wessington (458), Langlord (493)
Rosholt (537), Tulare (596), Highmore (B52), Harrold (875), Ree Hexghts (843), Hoven (948). Blunt (862) and East Onida (973)
Sully Buttes Telephone, lo fs knowledge, s the only carmer loday prowding local exchange telecommurscabons Seraces in the
above identfied exchange areas (Stall HB/CH)

061987

TCS7-085

Venture Communicabons, Inc. pursuant o 47 1S C 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 herely seeks dessgnaton as an shgibile
lelecommunicabons carner within the local exchange areas thal consbiule its serace area Venlure Communicabons s the
facilities-based local exchange carrier presently prowviding local exchange telecommunicaions servces in the lollowing
exchanges Onida (258), Bowdle (285), Roscoe (287). Pwerpont (325). Britton (448) Bifton, ND (701-443; Roslyn (486)
Wessington Springs (539). Selby (648), Gettysburg (765) and Lebanon (768). Venlure Commumcabons, lo s knowledge s
the only catrier loday prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above identfied exchange areas (Staff
HB/CH)

06/15:97

orore?

TCS7-096

SANCOM. Inc. pursuantlo 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an ebgible telecommunications
carmer within the local exchange afeas that constityte its senace area in South Dakota SANCOM i the faciibes. based local
exchange camer presently providng local exchange lelecommumcabions seraces in the following exchanges in South Dakota
Wolsey (881), Parkston (328) and Tripp (935). SANCOM. to its knowledge. is the only catrier loday prowding local eschange
Islecommunicabions senaces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft HB/CH)

06/16.97

TCe7-087

Sanborn Telephone Cooperative pursuantto 47 U S C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 herelry seeks desgnabion as an elgible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas thal consifute fs sernce aiea n South Dakota Sanbomn
Telephone s the facilbes-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senaces in the
following exchanges in South Dakota: Ethan (227), Mt Vermon (236), Leicher (248), Forestburg (485), Anesian (527)
Woonsockel (796) and Alpena (B49) Sanbom Telephone, to ds knowledge, s the only catrier loday prowding local exchange
lelecommunicabions senaces in the above dentfied exchange areas (Stalt HB/CH)

061907

o7ore?

TCar-008

Beresford Munscipal Tedephone Co pursuan! o 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hetely seeks desgnation as an ehgible
telecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas thal constitute is serace afea in South Dakola Berestord Tel
= the facibes-tased local axchange carmer ptesently prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons serices in the following
exchange: Beresford (761). Bereslord Tel, to #s knowledge, is the only camar loday prowding local eschange
telecommunications senaces in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft HBKC)

06/19:97

ororAr

TC97-099

Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Assocabon pursuant 1o 47 U S € 214{e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgna

as an ehigible telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that consttute fis senace area Roberts County '

Telephone Cooperatve Associabon is the faclibes-based local enchange carner presently proveding local exchange
telocommunicabons senaces in the foliowng exchanges North New Effington. ND (701.634), New Etfington (637) and Claire
City (652) Robens County Telephone Cooperatve Associabon, 10 is knowledge, o the only carrier today provamg local
exchange lelecommumicalions senaces in the above dentfied eschange areas (Stat! HBYC)

1897

o7mo7er
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TC87-100

RC Communications, inc. pursuan! to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation as an ehgible
telecommunicalions carmer within the local exchange areas thal constiule s sernvice area. RC Communications s the lacilties-
basad local exchange carrer presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications services in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (701-534), Wilmot (838), Peever (932), Veblen (738) and Summi (188) RC Communications, 1o is
knowledge, s the only carmer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange
areas (Staft: HBMXC)

061887

o7oreT

TCe7-101

Splitrock Propertes. Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C, 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seaks desgnation as an eligible
telecommunicaions carmer within the local exchange areas tha! consbiute its service area in South Dakota  Spitrock
Properdes. Inc_ is the facilibes-based local exchange carrier presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Howard/Carthage (772) and Oldham/Ramona (482). Splitrock Propertes, Inc
to #s knowledge, is the only camer loday prowding iocal exchange telecommurnications senaces in the above identified
exchange areas (Staff HB/KC)

06/19/97

o7ove?

TCOT-102

Spitrock Telecom Coopérabve, inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
telecommunicatians carrier within the local exchange areas that consbiule its senice area. Spitrock Telecom Cooperatrve
Inc. is the faciltes-based local exchange carner presently prowiding local exchange telecommunicatons senaces in the
following exchanges: Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-594) and (507-587). Spiitreck Telecom Cooperative, Inc, lo its
knowledge, is the only camier today providing local exchange telecommunications senices in the above identfied exchange
areas. (Staff HBXC)

08/19/97

o7oTeT

TCH7-105

Trn-County Telecemn, Inc. pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitute s serice area in South Dakota Tr-County
Telacom, Inc is the facilibes-based local exchange carner presenlly providing local exchange telecommunicabions Senices
in the loliowing exchanges in South Dakota: Clayton (825) and Emery (443). Tn-County Telecom, Inc . to its knowledge, s
ttie only carrier loday providing local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the above identfied exchange areas (Staff
HB/CH)

06/19/97

ororeT

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TC97-079

U S WEST Communicabons, Inc. filed for approval by the Caommission the Type 1 Paging Agreement between KJAM Molble
Paging and U S WEST. "This Agreemen! was reached through voluntary negobabions without resort lo mediabon or arbdration
and & submled for approval pursuant to Secton 252(e) of the Communications Act of 1834, as amended by the
Telecommunications Act r ' 1386, KJAM Mobile Paging and U 5 WEST further request that the Commission apprave this
Agreement without a heantg and without allowing the intervention of other partes. Because this Agreement was reached
through voluntary negobations, & does nol raise issues requinng a heanng and does nol cencern other partiés not & pan of the
negobatons  Expeditious approval would further the public inleres!”

06/1697

orormeT

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCo7-082

U 5 WEST Communications filed tanff sheets thal remove relerences to exchanges that have been sold by U S WEST The
sale was effectve June 1, 1997 in addition, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up fems. U S WEST has
requosted an effective date of June 1. 1897 for this filing (Staff DJ/CH)

panvTer
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

NA East Plains Telecom_Inc on June 13 1887 I NA i MNA
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Souttt Datora .
Public Utilities Commission ©==

Statc Capitol Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota $7501-5070

Oclober 1, 1997

Mr. Richard D Co
Exacutive Director
SDITC

P. 0. Box 57
Piere, SD 57501

RE Eligible Telecommunications Carner application, TC97-080
West River Cooperalive Telephone Company

Deaar Mr Coit

The above-referenced apphcation has been reviewed by the staff of the Public Utilities
Commission. The following additional information is needed in order for the Commission 1o
consider this application

1. Pursuant to 47 C F R. 54.101(a)(4), single-party service or its functional equivalent must
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunications Camer (ETC) to receive universal
sérvice suppont mechanisms. Does the above-referenced company have this service?

2. Pursuant to 47 CF R 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up services mus! be made
availabie by an ETC 1o qualifying low-income consumers. Does the applicant company as
referenced above, make these services avalable lo qualifying consumers?

3. Please provide a verification by an authonzed officer, under oath, to the Commission in
which the apphcant represents lo the Commission that the facts staled in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response to dala request nos. 1 and 2, above, are truthful

Please respond by October 14, 1997, Upon receipt of this information, it will be evaluated by
staff and the matter will be scheduled for consideration by the Commission. Thank you for
your attention 1o this matter

PLEASE NOTE THAT STAFF'S POSITION IS THAT THE COMMISSION CAN ONLY MAKE
AN ETC DESIGNATION FOR THOSE EXCHANGES WHICH ARE LOCATED IN SOUTH
DAKOTA

Sll‘lﬁeﬂ!{‘y_ ,_'
J}”Il'j -j'.'a ih g

Karen Cremer
Staff Atlorney

cc Harlan Best



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CARRIERS:

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

VALLEY CABLE &
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SATELLITE

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS

COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC.

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE, INC.

COMPANY

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TE .ECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

)

— — — —

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE
OF HEARING

TC97-068

TC97-069

TCa7-070

TC97-071

TC47-073

TC97-074

TCS87-075

TC97-077

TC97-078

TCa7-080

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE

COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,

INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC

SANCOM, INC.

TCS7-083

TC97-084

TC97-085

TC97-086

TC97-087

TC97-088

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-092

TC97-093

TC97-094

TC97-095

TC97-096




SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE

COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC.

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC.

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC.

FA!TH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE

COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TC97-087

TC87-098

TCa7-099

TC97-100

TC87-101

TC97-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC97-114

TC97-115

TCO7-117

TC97-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TC97-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/IB/A ) TC97-130
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. DiB/IA ) TC97-131
MCCOOK TELECOM )
WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-154
COOPERATIVE )
MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-163
)

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167
)

The South Dakota Public Utlies Commussion (Commussion) received requests from
the above captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as ehigible
lelecommunicalions camers

The Commuss:on electronically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadlines to interested individuals and entities On June 27, 1597, the Commission
recerved a Petion to Intervene from Dakota Telecommuricabons Systems, Inc (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom, inc (DTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TC97-075) On July 15, 1997 at its reguiarly scheduled meeting, the Commussion granted
intervention to DTS and DTI in Docket TC97-075 No other Petiions to Intervene were
filed

The Commussion has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26
and 49-31, including 1-26-18_ 1-26-19, 49-31-3_ 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 45-31-11, and 47
USC §214(e)(1) through (5)

The 1ssues at the heanng shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned
telecommumnications companies should be granted dasignation as eligible
telecommunications carrniers, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the
Commission




A hearing shall be held at 1:30 P.M , on Wednesday, November 19, 1997, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota. It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be present and to be
represented by an attorney. These nights and other due process rights shall be forfeited
if not exercised at the hearing If you or your representative fail to appear at the ime and
place set for the hearing, the Final Decision will be based solely on the tesimony and
evidence provided, if any, duning the hearing or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20. After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence
and testimony that was presented at the hearing The Commission will then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above
captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible
telecommunications carrier, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunications camers. The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law. It is therefore

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the tme and place specified above on
the issues of whether the above captioned telecommunications companies should be
granied designation as eligible lelecommunications carriers, and the Commission shall
establish service areas for eligible telecommunications carriers

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, this hearing 1s being held in a
physically accessible location Please contact the Public Utiliies Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at least 48 hours prior to the hearing ff you have special needs so arrangements
can be made to accommedate you

#A

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this 7 day of November, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersgned hereby certifies that this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
s aptepdiygpl e by togbg ocirtar Commissioners Burg, Nelson and
service lisl, by lacsamils or by firs! class mail, in Schoenfelder
properly addressed envelopes, with charges
prepaid b h J

WY 4
B ¥ !f":’% r{/fﬂ’:
o 2 NAEEL WILLIAM BULLARD, JR
=1 // /!/r?’f Executive Director

" f i I...;... .

H !D#FI ulLSEI.I..! %




1 THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
: RECEIVED
. L____ﬂ"____-._“u___,_____ﬁ______-____"}
IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE ) DEC 02 1997
4 | FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS )
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
S | ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS: )UTILITIES COMMISSION
6 | VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-068
)
7 | GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-069
COOPERATIVE, INC. )
8 )
VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE ) TC97-070
9 | COMMUNICATIONS, INC. }
)
10 | VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE ) TC97-071
ASSOCIATES, INC. )
11 ]
SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-073
12 )
MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-074
13 )
FORT RAMDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY } TC97-075
14 )
INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-077
15 | COOPERATIVE, INC. }
)
16 | INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-078
CODPERATIVE, INC. )
17 )
WEST RIVER COOFPERATIVE TELEPHONE } TCS7-080
18 | COMPANY )
)
19 | STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-081
)
20 | ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS. INC. ) TC97-083
)
21 | JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE ) TCS7-084
| COMPANY ]
2 | )
IHEnhTLhHD COMMUNICATIONS, INC. )] TC97-08BS%
23 | }
| MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. ) TC97-086
24 | !
BA"TIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE | TC97-087
]
)

LEAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

TCs7-088 |
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HANSON COUNTY TELEFPHONE COMPANY

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A
MCCOOK TELECOM

| WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE
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PROCEEDINGS

CHAIRMAN BURG:
starced, I'll begin the

relating to the eligible

Okay. We’ll

hearing for the dockets

telecommunications carriers

gc ahead and get

5 | designation. The time is approximately 1:50. The date

6 | is November 19, 1997; and the location of the hearing

7 is Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota.

ai I am Jim Burg, Commission Chairman.
9 |Qumm1551¢ner5 Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are
10 ialso present. I'm presiding over this hearing. The !
|
11 |henr1ng was noticed pursuant to the Commission’'s Drderl
12 !F:r and Notice of Hearing issued November 7, 1997.
13 5 The issues at this hearing shall be as
14 | follows: One, whether the requesting {
15 | telecommunications company should be granted
16 | designation as eligible telecommunications carriers: ]
|
17 land. two, what service areas shall be established by i
|
18 lthu Commission :
|
19 All parties have the right to be present and
20 | to be represented by an attorney. All persons so |
2l | testifying will be sworn in and subject to :
22 i:rtgs-examznazzan by the parties. The Commission‘’s ;
23 !f;nal decision may be appealed by the parties to the
24 !State Circuit Court and the State Supreme Court.
1
25 | Relayne Wiest will act as Commission

RS - l




counsel.

[

overrule

procedural and evidentiary matters.

She may provide recommended rulings on

The Commission

may

its counsel’s preliminary rulings throughout

4 | the hearing. If not overruled, the preliminary rulings
|

5 | will become final.

6 | At this time I'll turn it over to Rolayne for
7 the hearing.

8 MS. WIEST I‘'ll take appearances of the

- parties Rich, who do you represent?
10 MR. COIT: I'm here today representing all of
11 the SDITC member companies, and alsc Kadoka which has
12 | recently applied for membership with the coalition

13 And Darla Rogers is here representing some companies,

- Aand 1 gues she could indicate for the record which
e s 8} B representing

‘ MS. ROGERS I'm here representing Valley;

*kholm-Strandburg Golden West including Vivian;

g8 and Sully Buttes and Venture
15 M5 WIEST -ould you repeat those again?

T
i ar oy -
vivian,




7

1 M5. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff.

2 Mi.. HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission

et
]
it
]
e
ey

4 | MS WIEST: We have had a request to take one

un
o
" e
-t
-
-
3
@
L,
[+9
M
f L
-~
L
"
®
iy

irst and that's TC97-075. Do any of

€ | the parties want to make an opening statement before we

10 | have an opening statement. There are a couple of

rl
=

here's also been some letters sent to the Commission

nto the record as evidence

14 | on the ETC questions And that wouléd be Exhibit Number
A 1, which is the application of Fort Randall for ETC |

F MA =

i designation, and Exhibit No. 2, which is the response

17 of Fort Randall to a data regquest from staff, dated, I |
18 believe, October 1s® And there are two letters 1 !
|
1% |don't know if we’'ve marked those yet. |
|
21 EXHIBITS BO j and 4 WERE MARKED FOR {
1
21 IDENTIFICATION |
22 MR COIT There are two other exhibits that
23 have bt 2n marked Exhibit No. 23 Kacthy Marmet, is that

24 the letter of Dakota or is Exhibit 3 the letter.

[ %]
wr
L4
)
K4
I
:\
4
m
1

Exhibit 3 is the letter of
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o

.

o

—

Dakota.
MR. COIT: So the Exhibit 3 is the letter

from Robert Marmet to the Commissicon, and Exhibit 4 is

W
*

i ]
e
i
n
-
m
La |
o]
Hi
=
s
=
[}
m
[

-adley to the Commission.

MS. WIEST: What*'s the date ¢of that letter,

MR. COIT: November 18th.

MS. WIEST: Because [ have cne dated November

MR. COIT: I think so. Is that right,
Exhibit 3, is that the 1%th? Okay. I had a letter
hat was dated yesterday, but the ones we have marked

admission today, ! believe both the letters ar

(31

dated the 19%9th, NHovember 15th.

M5 ITEST SC the letter from Mr. Bradley is
gated the 19th?

MR. COIT: Yes. Sorry about that.

MS. WIEST And that’'s Exhibit 4

MR. COIT I don't know why they're dated
11fferently The 1%th 1is the one we’'re seeking
admission on, I believe. Yes, they are identical so

etter.

(=]

weé're seeking admission of the 19th

MS. WIEST I think they’'re not exactl
identical but we'll go with the 19th. Could I see the
letter from Dakota? ! don't believe we got copies of




1 | that one. (Pause.) So at thias time are you offering |
2 | Exhibits 1, 2, 3 and 47

|
|
| ! MR. COIT: Yes, that's correct.

MS, WIEST: ls there any cobjection to those

5 exhibits being admitted? If not, 1, 2. 3 and 4 have
6 been admitted in TC97-075 Then at this time I would

7 | ask if any of the parties have any questicons pertaining

8 to TC97-075, including the Commissioners? f
4 The only question I would have, Rich, is on |

10 | the response to the data request, Exhibit 2. And the

s |

st guestion it talks about single party service. 1

g8 it’'s not absolutely clear that it's available ¢

N ]
Al
i.'
®
o

1
l
13 |all the customers the way that the statement is HratteJ
1

answered,

(¥

15 MR. COIT Oh, because they said does the

|
16 | above-referenced company have this service |
17 MS, WIEST: Right. i
18 MR. COIT Yeah, 1 guess that is correct

.
Pl

|
3 | And 1 am not here today to serve as a witness. ‘
|

4 M5 WI1EST Nc

[
-}
.
=

21 MR CO hat's a concern that vou feal

22 | you need addressed, and I hate to say this, bur I wa
23 | led to believe that if there were some gquestions on
i4 applications and there was nNot a witneegs here to answver|

25 | that, those guestionsg could be dealt with

o
®
-
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m
m
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manner.
CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine.
MS. WIEST: Let's just go through them and
then we’ll have Harlan as the witness. Let's go back
to TC97-068. Does anyone have any questions on

TC937-0687

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a clarificatiocn, What

data request response is thisg?

MS. WIEST: Yeg. That would be in that

packet,

MR. COIT: Is there a chance that we could

consider or deal wi

T

indicated or su ested?

1w
(I

h these en mass as Mr. Hoseck has

MS5. WIEST: 1*d rather not just because on a

MR. COIT: Okay. Should

tew of them I have a couple questions on some of them.

v

I go ahead and

MR. COIT: With respect to Docket TC97-068
there are two exhibits. Exhibit No. 1 is the actual
ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company. And

Exhibit No. 2 is the response of

Vivian Telephone

Company to a data request from Commission staff. We

would move the admission of thosge exhibits. I do not

have the dates. I don’'t have them here with me.
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It's available to all customers?
A. Right. |
MS. WIEST: Thank you. That’‘s the only E
|
guestion I have. Does anybody else have any questions
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available to all customers?
A
MS. WIEST: Thank you.

I have.

WlCLness

SCHOENFELDER : Excuse me,

=8t up here with me for some

did not have

¥
i

Yeah, Vivian
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ivian Telephone Company does provide
d Link Up throughout its system with the ]

|
f the Vivian Exchange, and they anticipate |
t in the Vivian Exchange by January 1,
IMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: But anticipated
£t are two different things. And I think I'm
ve to be assured that ycu're either going to
at you're going to ask for something from

|

1

!

you want a commitment that we will do it
.
MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I think that’s

.
requirements, if I'm reading the Act right. |
eah

MMISSI S( INFELDER : And I think
rrant that we have that on the record.

1
ercainly. mmissioner The answer is, yes,
mmitted ¢t providing it by 1-1-1998 |

|

MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you '
HAIRMAN BURG Just a question, a general
On the toll, what do we call it toll
we need a statement on those too, or a
i waiver?
§. WIEST They did actually

request

wa.vers
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in their original applications.

MR. COIT: I was at the conclusien cof goin
through, I guess, the guestions and so forth, I was
basically -- before the Commission acts on any of
these, going to restate the request. But if the
Commission has questions of Mr. Lee with regpect to
certain aspects of providing it, I would -- yeah, 1
would Buggest you go ahead and ask it

CHAIRMAN BURG NG, 1 don't have a

-
0
"
o]
o
[ =
m
a

long as we know all of th

i

m that's going to a

s

0
—

-
"
]

In other words, 1if it appliles to every one of them,
then the statement at the end saying it applies on a
f them is adequate for me Or 1f you have some tha
diready could do the toll control, we need to know
a Tt SOUDT i chere are any at nis time
MR N we don't And the waiver
f€quest 1§ included in all the applications But ju
t mAKe Bure it was ruled or ! was intending aon
i H ing 1 JE A TALT it Che and
AAIRMAN BURG kay That § I1ne with me
M5. WIEST Any other gquestions of this
- 58 regarding 68 andad 06 If not, we w | t
MR. CO1T Again, I would move for the

agmisslon of two exhibits in TC97-070, and that is t

9
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to TC97-074.

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which the ETC request dated 6-12-97
and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data
-27,
MS. WIEST: Are there
1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any
tions concerning 0747 have the same gquestion on

Rich, with respe to the data request number

Would an affidavit be adequate?
Yeah, ; ar as all customers

il]l make sure hat gets




[
1 | three exhibits have been admitted. Are there any
!qunst:ans regarding this docket?

3 | MR. COIT: I believe Mr. Lee is representing
| |
& i I1TC today as well? l
. .
5 | MR. LEE Thazt*'s right -
]
1
= MS WIEST xay Let's go o TC97-078
. ME COIT We move for the admission of
8 | Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC reguest dated 6-13-37
: and move for the admissior £ Exhibit No 2, which is |
]
|
- response 1t Brtaii Gata yegquest dated 1 §-97 {
|
: ME WIEST Any cbijection to those exhibits?
. 1L nor : y've bean admitted ANY questions
|
|
- ncerning this docket Let's go to TC97-080 ;
H ME a1T We move for the admission of
Exhibit N i, which 1s the ETC request dated €6-16-97,
- ind also m e f admission of response to staff data
1 request Exhibit No. 2, which is dated 10-14-97

1B MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and

H 4 iIf not, they've been admitced. Any gquestions

- 4 5w > o 1 - = T F Y - 1 Lo
‘ X arading this docket i not, iet's move to
-
: 3 081 d

3 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

23 reguest dated 6-16

(k)
3
-4

£

hich is Exhibit No., 1, and also

<4 | Exhibit No. 2, response to staff daca request, dated




MS. WIEST: Are there any objections to
2? If not, they've been admitted. Any questions
regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this
cne, you will be asking at the end about the waiwver for
the single party and all the other waivers: is that

right?

MR. t Is there a waiver request in
Stateline on th i party issue?

MS. WIEST: Yes.

MR. COIT: I wasn't aware cof that.

understood there were some companies that had purchased|

U S West exchanges that were still in the process of

converting some party lines, But, yes,

waiver, I guess 8O0, * 1 renew that

they're

horten it
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Iwaiver until June?
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|

|

| |

4 | M5 WIEST: June 1stc? I
1

1

1

|

£ Walvers now?

7 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Do you want a i

5 mMOoOLI0T N The walver now? |

B M5. MWIEST Let's talk about that The thing

0 is that all of these I believe, are going to alsoc need
i i mOTion on the waivers for the one year on the toll

12 ntrol, and we haven't been doing any of those motiens

. LA TEMAN BITDE . 4 ST et
14 HAIRMAN BURG We have to take each of those
1 Separate motions, do you think, at the end for the toll
MS WIEST Yes. If we want to go =--

15 MR. COIT: We could pick it up here now and | t

(8

'
'
ol
0
P
v
0
¥
7
"
G
P
3
it
Te]
=
[l
O
v

the easiest way.

: CHAIRMAN BURG: If we got to go through each

ule on them as you go through. :
23 CHAIRMAN BURG: Easier than going back.
24 MS. WIEST: Okay. For 081 with respect to

25 | the waiver until June 1st, 1998, concerning single




21

party service to all cuatomers, and the second waiver
on toll contrecl for one year -- one year from what
date, Rich?

I think I would guess tha

| would be the date of the order.

HWIEST: Okay.
COIT: On the toll control? You're
the toll control; correct?
Yes, teoll control.

MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a guestion
as long as we're talking about the waivers both on
control and on the single party service. As long as
you're asking for waivers, let’'s make sure t’s done

properly and that we‘re not back here in two months

more waivers. I would hate to go through
+ Or would not like to go through this
I think we need to be accurate when
also have a question about what
the Act? How much of a
| waiver ¢ give? kKnow as I know the answer
to that.
Right. The time actually in
FCC Order . ified. But it does say in
paragraph lieve, that the Commission must, upmJ

a finding circumstances, you can make a

L
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waiver for single party s

of time. And also on the
must also show exception

for additional time
show individual hardship,
warrants additio

ineguity

would better serve the pu

strict adherence to the t
extend only as long as th
exlst.

MR.

COIT: I wo

applications, while we've

indicated that within tha
some information with the
know, when the capability

Mmission

answer some questions ir

I An't answer But we'r
where the capabilities ar
year 1s too long, you kno
really didn’t know when i
that's why we reguested a

e
¥

be

to upgrade.

‘e just

1

ervices for a specified perzaf

toll limitation the company

1 circumstances exist and need
They should have to
individualized hardship or
nal time to comply and that

blic

lnterest that

i8 1n

ime period and it should

e exceptional circumstances

uld note that in the '
requested a year, we’'ve also
t pericd of time we would file
indicacting, you

is available. 1£

(8]
8]
=
-t
La,]
o
s
Y
He
(-1}
rt

oday|
|

not aval

w, from our perspective we

t would be available and

4 ]
=
r
b
]

there’'s better
time period can be
when the

ly don’'t know

available.
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabor
the point, and 1 know everyone wants to get through
this, but to me it’s very important that we do it
right. And so if it means that we need to answer the
questlon when we grant these waivers and we send thesge,
Or you send them on to the FCC, we need to be sure that
you have spelled out why these companies -- at least
this is what I'm understanding -- why these companies
can’'t do toll control and why it’'s going to take that
long of a period of time to do single party service,.

And so I think that should be in the application

somewhere, or a least in our motion as we approve irt,

-

or we should have scmething on the record Lo Bupport

where we're going.
M5. WIEST: They do explain the reasons
application, their original appliecation,
respect to
SCHOENFELDER: oOkay.

any further

SCHOENF

isn't
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A

1 | Mr, Lee, where they’'re at in deploying the technology
that we need to do these two things and what kind of

3 delays you might expect. Because 1 don’t want this to

forward the way that it's been perceived that i

&=
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L, |
£
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Ly |
(+§

g
MR. LEE: Sure. Okay. I might respond to

7 | that in general; and then if there are specific |

0
b= |
5}
=
[+5
o
1 ]

B | questi happy to do that. But the issue of

it
b
[
a
oo
&4
B
r¥
b
O
=
¥
b=
o

ch 1 believe under the FCC's

i - i
1 description identifies a toll restriction and a toll |
11 control, and the issue at hand is in the toll concrol.
12 | which my understanding is to indicate that the end user|
" |
13 subscriber 1s tc be able to contrel the amount of ics
5 monthly bill at which time a restriction automatically
kick in and disallows access to the long distance
1€ network 70 my knowledge there i8 neo switch vendor in
17 the United States today who rovides that capabilitcy .
¥ B P ity

- withir it8 SwWit I know thart the vendors are HS:’KlRE”
|

3 - t I uld not sit here with a clear conscience
f
- T 3 i
and indicate that on X date that 1 would expect ir w:.1

21 be available ilven my aonest opinion, I would doubt
23 that it's available to the general population within aj
|
5 3 = " % a 1
21 | year's time period And therein is the reason 1 |
[
'
24 | believe that SDITC members ask for the cne-year pe::adf
. because we don't anticipate it being available. i
—_— — - _— = — - - —— ———— ——— e e A
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The second or alter

software provisioning of toll

my knowledge, there is no int

that has

system and a switch

Ed LA

because i
sCcause

int l'.‘r‘_'xf":'.dﬂgf_' carrler

myriad of optional call plans

would be appliad, And, to my

that program.

COMMISSIONER SCHOEN
right, it doessn't it's not
sther. You really to need to

MK LEE It includ

MMISSIONER SCHOEN
rompanies have asked the FCC
sort of thing And as far as
becter information than do

been handed

MR. LEE A, 1 doub
information; and, B, agree
iown, to my knowledge There

procedure reguest front of

i 0N

COMMISSIONER SCHOEN

native to that is a

.
& b

control And, aga

erface between

that capability
ke real time rating of
the custome control

it's choosing, the

H
™
=
o

and rate BtLru

E

N
P
=

res

knowledge, there just

available to carry

out

And if I recal

BEilve, one or the

do all of the above.

es both, that's

ELDER : I bel

F

I

(R
4]

r clarificaci

i Know, you mic

that that

deci

t I have better

it has not been handed

is that clarificatcion

the FCC.

FELDER: Okay.

a sofrware

18
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MR. LEE: I"m going to define as toll

s

[ 1
1 ‘ CHAIRMAN BURG: To my knowledge, everybeody
2 ican cffer toll limitation; right, from what we've had
3 ‘tc get a general statement?

5 | restriction, 1f 1 can, instead of toll limitation, yves.

6 CHAIRMAN BURG Toll blocking is what I
7 | mean. Everybody can offer that?

B | MR. LEE: To my knowledge, that’s a true
5 is:a:ement.

16 | CHAIRMAN BURG: And I guess my position is to

11 {me, the other -- I really don’t see, you know, since

12 | you said it’'s not available, I can‘'t see them implying
|

13 | it or even putting it into here. I think it satisfies

14 |all of our needs. I have no problem giving the full

-
[
(o

15 | vear or more as long as it gets through FCC, which at

ul

(=
i
B
r

1€ this time it appea

v

s}
b
-

B RO

©o I don't see this

17 | point tec me in making it a shorter limit because I

18 don't think it will interfere with the ETC
' establishment
21 MR. LEE: ! would agree with that and then

-

21 | would point out in the applications the companies have
22 indicated that they will investigate and will work with
<3 | their switch vendors so that when it does become

24 | available, they're willing to implement it. I think

€% | that the telephone companies feel that once it becomes




&

G

L

1T 18

| available,

|
\ver? supportive of
|
|

in the

public interest and would be

that concept.

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I°'1]1 move that we
| grant the one-year waiver on toll - what is it
! |
| called? Toll limitation? Toll control?
. COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I'd second
| w . + W [
COMMISSIONER SCHCENFELDER: I'm going to |
concur with that as long as the motion is understocod :
|
1 L o i
that there will be some formal way to limit toll for |
|
these customers just so that everybody understands the |
motion i
|
CHAIRMAN BURG: I think in every application
you agreed that you can do toll restriction -- \
|
MR. LEE Right
CHAIRMAN BURG: -- if 1 remember reading :heE
1
applications, and that to me is satisfactory
MR. LEE: Thank you |
|
|
CHAIRMAN BURG Do you want them as a |
1
separate moticn? Okay 1'l11 also move which one dﬁ
we need on this one? ‘
MS, WIEST The single party service until L
|
ine 18t |
| i i
CHAIRMAN BURG I'l1l move that we grant a i
|
| waiver in TC97 81 in the single party reqg nt
|
|
nei June 198
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Year.

(Sl o

COMMISSIONER
MS. WIEST:
CHAIRMAN

MS.

CHAIRMAN BUR

TC97-070

year.

rt
0

e

[

MS WIEST
CHAIRMAN BUR
r JL " wa ey 3
COMMISSIONER

BUR(

SCHOENFELDER: Concur

For one year?

G: Yes.

069 .

G: I'll keep making them "1l
control walver in TC37-069 for
NELSON : Seconded.
SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

-

G 1‘ll move that we grant toll
r one year, Cthe waiver for one

LSON: Second it
SCHOENFELDEERE Concur

G 1'"ll move that we grant roll

'k 1l control in TC97-071 for
NELSON: Seconded.

SCHOENFELDER Concur.

for one year.

NELSON: Seconded.

I1'll] move we grant the waiver




the waiver|
0g17?

l1ons on

oncur.

year.

move we grant
for one
NFELDER:

her gues
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We would move
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ed by Accent,

&

the response to staf

M5 Any objection?

have been admitted. Any questcions

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move

the waiver for control in TC97-

COMMT

1 Seco

IONER SCHOENFELDER:
TC97-084.

We move for the

17-97, which is

and we maove the admission of

data request dated

]

Lhey’ve

RELSON: Seco
SIONER SCHOENFELDER:

arty uest.
4

"
'

or he

dated 6-17

wWe grant

083 for

nded.

regarding

the toll

one year.

Concur.

admission

marked

Exhibit

of the

Exhibit No.

No.

10-8-97.

ect

Yees
nde

T e 1
S

"
=

walver

CONCcur.




1 I COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I got a sticky on
1
i - |
2 IL!. Sorry James Valley; right?
3 | MS. WIEST: I believe 1n their - okay.
|
|
4 | Yeah, that was Bob’'s guestion And the reason he had
|
[
5 | the gueation is it was actually in the original
6 | application S0 if you look at the original
7 applicactior n page Ttwo, under question number three, |
8 | they do state that they provide single party service to]
|
S all consumers in their service area. Number four dcwn|
on that list !

11 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay. |

|
12 | MS. WIEST: Thank you. Okay. Let’'s go to
13 TCO97 =]
14 MR -0IT We move for admitting of Exhibit
L5 N 1, the ETC reqguest, dated 6-17-97, and Exhibit No.
‘ 2 the response t staff data request date 10-10-97 |
|
1 MS WIEST Any obijections? If not, they've
|
8 been admitted I have the same questicn here with |
- v & - = ® ~ iy g e - - el =1 o ¢ = " ga |
resg gqu tion number on
2 ME COIT Mz Benton is available to respond|
]
|
21 | ¢ questions, 1 believe, Is this Heartland? Right? i
. Cr, Don, can you respond to any questions? |
23 MR LEE Mark has asked me ¢ respond on his

{
: ‘g N . ix . At : I
24 | behalf which will be Heartland Communications, and |
1
|
|
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MR. LEE: Correct. |

MS. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-068.

MR. COIT: We move for the .dmission of
Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6-17-97, and response

to staff data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is
q

MS. WIEST: Any objections? I1f net, Exhibits

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'l]l move we grant a waiver
on toll control in TC97-088 for one year.
OMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M5. WIEST: Can you answer my question on
this cone, Mr. Lee?

MR. LEE: Company name, please?

MS5. WIEST: East Plains.

MR. LEE: Currently is all single party
service,.

MS. WIEST Thank you

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-17-97,

| and the admission of Exhibit Neo. 2, which is a response

to staff data request, dated 10-21-97.

T

M5. WIEST: Any objections If not, they've




admit me gquestion,

L a waiver
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‘d second




ONER SCHOENFELDER:
T: TC97-092.
f

move

respon

il

£f may

1Y questions concerning
have a motion?
Did we admit both

m sorry, I did not.

ELSON
OENFELDER:
093.

would move for the admission

the ETC request of Jefferson

6-18-97, and move alsoc for
response to staff data

-10-97, And I would note




i8 available to answer any

Jeffersor s qu

1l move we grant a waiver
fo On -
L0 Oone Year.

second ic.

the admiassion of
request dated 6-19-97,

of Exhibit No. 2, which is

its
have been admitted. Do you

his one?

Lee is available for both

-

I gquess,

in this one it

llow immediate single

ffer mu
itlies are restored cor installed

Yy service. Has that occurred




past?
Currently Sully Buttes Telenhone has no
line. The fact s all single party service.

added ; language such that if there were

had to respond to, they wanted to

offer party line under the

But they have for iumber of
party service.
Any other questions?

1l move we grant a waiver

for one year.

NELSON: I1'd second it

SCHOENFELDER:

C57-085,

would move for the admissic
5-97, and admission o
a request dated

hat I believe

to single party

d Waiver
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2 5
T 4

3 1 admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data reguest
5
! 2 | dated 10-10-97.
5 3 MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they’'ve
4 | beun admitted. Any questions concerning this docket?
. 5 : CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
& |5ﬁ toll contrel in TC37-09%6 for one year.
7 ! COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.
E i COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
8 i MS. WIEST: TC97-097.
|
10 | MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
11 ;Exhiblt No., 1, ETC request, dated 6-1959-97, and Exhibit
12 %Na 2, response to data request dated 10-10-97.
13 ! MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1f£ not, they've
14 | been admitted. Does anybody have any questions

15 |:oncernlng this docker?
16 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

17 |f¢r toll control in TC927-097 for one year.

18 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

19 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

20 M5. WIEST: TC97-058.

21 | MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
.

22 Erequest dated 6-19-97, which is marked Exhibit No. 1,

23 | and admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response

24 }:a data request dated 10-14-97,

25 i M5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
|




If not, they*‘ve been
questions concerning this
CHAIRMAN BURG: 1] that we grant
for toll control
COMMISSIOUONER NELSON:
COMMIS CENFELDER:
-09
move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1 ! h i the ETC dated £-19-97,

admission of bi . 2 hic 1 esponse to

data request
MS. WI I : Y objection? not

ed. € same guestion on

e single party servi




J

1 !than this that as manager of the South Dakota ’
2 ‘hsaot:aticn of Telephone Co-ops and ° he daily reques:si
| Jwe'?P had there that they do., in fact, provide all {
“ is;ngle party service throughout Roberts County Cec-op, ’
s l;f that will suffice for your information here. i
£ MS. WIEST: Is that sufficient? l
|
7 MS. CREMER: That's sufficient. [
. ,
8 | MS. WIEST: Okay. 5
& ; CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'1]l move we grant a waiver é
10 !:cr toll contrel in TC97-099 for one year.
11 é COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd Becond irt. i
12 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur, |
13 | MS. WIEST: TC97-100.
14 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
15 | Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC reguest dated 6-19-957,
16 iand admission of Exhibit No. 2. response to data
17 ;request dated 10-9%-57
18 i MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, they've
19 :been admitted. Same question on this one.
20 ; MR. LEE: I don't know the answer.
21 ; MR. COIT: There is -- Mr. Lee is not here
£2 | representing RC Communications tcday, 80 I suspect
23 ?we'll have to deal with that with a late-filed exhibit
24 I-f that's ckay
25 | MS. WIEST Okay.
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1 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver

o

- 1 1 T ik |
for toll contrel in TCS7-1

¢ for one year.

Lat

OMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it.

4 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

& MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
7 | Exkibit No. 1, which is the ETC request cated 6-19-97,

8 | and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request dated

S 1C 14 37
10 MS. WIEST: Any cbjection? If not, they've
11 | been admitted. Any questions concerning this docker?

12 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant waiver for .
13 toll control in TC97-101 for one year.
14 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

15 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur,

# 4
T
®
b

1t Nc l, which 18 the ETC dated 6-19-989

v
Fr
'
i
F
.
¥
.

 and

- | Exhibit No. 2, which is a response to data regquest

z iated 10-14-97

21 MS. WIEST Any objections? If not, 1 and 2 i
£2 | have been admitted Any questions concerning this

23 docker?

24 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l1l] move we grant a waiver

25 | for toll control in TC97-102 for one year., ¥




COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

M5. WIEST: TC97-105.

MR. COI We move for the admis

request, bi ©. 1, dated 6-15%-97, and

Exhibi sponse to data reguest

Any objection?

admitted. Any questions

CHAIRMAN BURG: I1'11]

11 control in TC97-105 for one year.

SIONER NELSON: I'd second

STIONER SCHOENFELDER:

move for the

dated 6-23-97,

on 2, regponse

MSE. WI Any

chjection?

have been admicted. Same question.

answer

3ion of

dat

not,

l move we gran

Concu

admiss

Is that single party service

3 -
" Sy _—

Concur.

ETC
admission of
xd 10-1

Exhibitcs

concerning

If not

Can yon
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CHAIRMAN BURG:

IONER S

O

No. 1, ETC

-

reque

- ez

ay.

I‘ll move we grant a waiver

-108 for one year.

(e
(i

I1'd second

CHOENFELDER:

o~
Loncu

the admission of

o

st dated -25-97, and Exhibit

No. 2, response to data requests dated 10-9-97.
MS. WIEST Any objection? If not, they've
been admitted I have the same question on this one.
MR COIT This is Armour Bill Haugen can
res nd t Your guestion
MR HAUGEN Yes, I can answer that. ]
BILL HAUGEN, JR..
a.i€d as a witness, being first duly sworn,
was examined and testified as follows |
EXAMINATION
MR HAUGEN scod afternoon
MS. WIEST And I would just like to ask you
if ou currently provide single party service to all of
I CUsStomers 1n your area !
MR. HAUGEN Single party service is
available ¢t all of ocur customers in Armour Independent
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Telephone Company service area. It has been since tha
late seventies.

MS. WIEST: Are there any cthers gquestions of
this witnes:? Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1'll move we grant a waiver
for tell control in TC97-113 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.

COMMISSIONER f“CHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-114.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

regquest of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,
which is dated 6-25-97, that’'s Exhibit No. 1. And also
move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2. which is
response Lo data requests of staff dated 10-9-97. And
Mr. Haugen is here as well to respond to any gquestions
in this docket.

MS. WIEST: First of all, any objection to
Exhibits 1 and 27 1f not, they’ve been admitted. And
I would ask the same gquestion.

T
¥

MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is

! available to all the customers in the

Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges.

MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other questions

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l1l move we grant a waiver

|
|
\
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and 2

Exhibit

and the

request,

2, response

MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits

have been admitted. Any gquestions concerning

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
in TC97-117 for one yea
{ISSIONER NELSON: i'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
WIEST: TCHT-121.
COIT: We move for the admission of
Noe. 1, the E’ ] of Kadoka, dated 7-31-357,
admission ! y. 2, response to data
WIEST: Any objections to Exhibits 1 and
they've been admitted. Any questions
this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l]l move we grant a waiver
for one vyear.
I‘'ll] second it.

Concur.
for the admission
Exhibit f , dated 7-7-3%7, and Exhibit No.

to request of staff, which is dated

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
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11
coll

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'l]l move we grant a waiver
control in TC97-131 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second 1it.
COVMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-154.

We would move into the record

ETC request, dated 5-10-5%7, and also

response to data request dated

Any objection te Exhibit 1
been admitted. Let‘s see, on
of a couple that no time period

waiver, I assuma 1 still

Barfield is her

Barfield, manager

They request a waiver but this :ﬂ

didn't ask for one year, as

ny ime period. So I was
there was any different time period
requested,
BOB BARFIELD,

called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

was examined and testified as follows:
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MR

since

know, at thi

|wq didn’t

one-year tim
companies?

MR

18

. BARFIELD:

the vendor does not

8

a C

e period

BEARFIELD:

CHAIRMAN BURG:

if there

time to provide

In response to you

have a date, as f

his, that's

-
[

ertain time period on

But we will need a ti
Would ycu be willing ¢t

1s being granted

We sure would,
And I think the t

still isn't any solut

| would be renewed or we’'d request. With tha
that we grant a waiver for toll control in
ne year
COMMISSIONER NELSON I would sec
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concu
ME WIEST Let's go to TC97-155
MR COIT We would reguest admis
Exhibit Nc 1 which 1s the ETC request of
Telecommunications, which is dated 9-10-97,
Exhibit Ng 2, which 1s the respeonse to dat
dated 10-16-97
M5 WIEST Any objectciaon? If no
1 and 2 have been admitted And I would ha

r question,
ar as we
the reason
the waiver,
me period.
o £h

accept e

to other

hen it
t, I'll move

54 for

ond it
4 |
|
r |
i
sion of
Mobridge

-
[
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guestion with respect to the length of the waiver.

MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be the

same. We would ask for a year on the waiver.
MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other guestions?
CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I‘1l1 move that we

grant a waiver on toll contro

year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I'd second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I concur.
MS. WIEST: Thank you. Let‘'s skip to

TC97-167.

<
w
La |

MR COIT: I would just note that Three Ri

Pl et et =]

Telco is not an SDITC member company, 80 I'm not really

here today to represent Three River Telco.

W

m

ST: Nobody is here?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any questions on

i
r

t, or do we have to have representation?

M5. WIEST: Somebody needs to move it in.

MR. COIT: Well, if you’'re looking for a
body, I guess I can serve as the body,

MS. CREMER: Otherwise, I can move to admit

the two exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97, the request for

ETC, and 11-7-97, the amended -- oh, I'm sorry, that’'s
U S5 West Let me try that again. 10-16 of *97 is the

request and 11-13-57 is the amended request, and I




If not, they've
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ons concerning this

ylication does

|
toll cont J |

T a guest

move we a walver

you want to go

k to these

HARLAN BEST,
a witness, being
and testified

e o " 4R T A
DIR EXAMIN ON




Harlan Best.

And what is your job?

I am deputy director of fixed utilicies for
Utilities Commission, South Dakota.

And have you been present in the hearing room

the hearing on these applications?

you had the opportunity to review

the caption notice of this hearing which liats
|

the cases which are before the Commission on this date?

familiar with the applications in

-

your job, have you reviewed

thibict numbered

exhibit that you prepared in
of you

LT
I1€S5,

Just briefly explain to the Commission

i,




this exhibit is across
companies reguesting
Carrier atus, the
. and the staff counsel that
respective dockets. Down the side,
is the requirements that are set
Populated within the columns is
he respective companies gave within

and Exhibit 2 that have been admitted

any changes or corrections to
uld 1il m this time?
is under Vivian
under the Lifeline and

be available 1-1-97,

ot aware of any other

this point 1in
into evidence. This

cf the dockets en mass

That would be handled later.
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MS. WIEST: 1Is there any objeaction?
MR. COIT: My comment would be that I just
received this so 1 haven’t had an opportunity te go

through to make sure this is all accurate. I guess I

can take Mr. Best’'s word that it is accurate and I'11l

| have to do that, I guess. Other than that, I don’'t

have any comment.

You want an opportunity to

Well, it might take me a while, so
any objection.
WIEST: oOkay. Then Staff Exhibic No. 1
be admitted into all of the dockets that we have
far.
HOSECK: Okay. Thank you,
Based on the review of these dockets that you
whatever extent you may on |
did the applicant companies meet
becoming an eligible
lecommunications ‘rier?
A. Yes, they have, with the noted late-filed

afficavits that wil be done in a number of the

| dockets,

. And with regard to advertising services

axchange-wide, do you have a recommendation to the
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7 |dcﬂ5 change.
!
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|
15 | yes, they do meet the requirements for ETC status. |
|
1¢ MF HOSECK I have no further gquestions of |
17 this witness. 1
e i e - 5 v = har ar e . - .
- L IS T 1 ATe nere any juercions of this
19 withess Mr Colt
AP BR o i N e
- S \._h-_.L:,.‘L MINA N

DI1 |
|
r i a ! assume when you talked aboutr ad ertising |
213 raté nanges that you're referencing the rates just for
24 the essential serv_.ces that are supported by universal
£ T el T,




COIT: No further questions.

WIEST: Ms. Rogers?

ROGERS : No, no questions.

WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

HEASTON - No.

CHAIRMAN BURG: The only question I1'd have is

there any -- is advertising identified in any way? 1Is
there any criteria frnr what advertising means in the

Ia the methods in the FCC Order as

MS. WIEST: I'm sorry, what was the
question?
CHAIRMAN BURG: The guestion I had for Harlan
anybody else is, i there a meaning, is there a
| description, for advertising, what that
constitutes?
MS ] ; Under the statute itsel
2l4 (e) (1) (B I advertise the availability

such services an you're referring to the services

that are supported by federal universal service and the

chargea ther using media of general distribution.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. I think that satisfies

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Deces that mean for




they have to advertise this

That would be under staff's
Yes, once each year.
ONER NELSON:
adequate.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Are you doing
that? you -- to follow up -- excuse me, to follow

up o ommissioner Nelson'’'s guestion, are you

recommending that they advertise once each Yyear after?

I believe our order said that you have to send an
application to everyone once initially and then to
¢ requesting this
Link Up in addition to,

" *
sl =

eline, Link Up under TC97-150

states that it shall be == |
etter shall be sent to present
1s would be an advertisement of

advertisement of this for at

Okay. Thank you.
S50 is the answer to

ddition to?




A. Yes. They would do it originally, and once a
;

year after.

MS. : How would they advertisge?

Where would they advertisge?
MS. WIEST: Yes.

Whatever general distribution it meets

assume, it means newspapers and those

S50 it could be any type of
n media once a year?

is available within their given

MS. WIEST: And it would only be for those

| services supported right now by federal universal

Eervice?

ry time they changed a

then that would have tc

tLhere any other questions of

this witness? thank you. Actually, I do.

Could you retake the stand, Harlan? I guess we have a

gquestion for you. Could you look at your exhibit for




Venture

Does the answer to number four

L

we did grant them a waiver

ly they do not have single party service

Lhree customers?

ocould that be incorreet there,

ere to it, yes.

Do you have

break

Commission -- are

rule on all of thesge

TAKEN.)

started again. And we

would move admission of
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Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2,

2 | 1s the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is the

]

3 | service territory map. That's Exhibit 1, 2 and 3

F

respectively in the docket,
S | M5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1, 2

6 | and 3? Do you have a copy of the service territory

=]

map? Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 37

, |
8 iIf net, they’ve been admitted. You may proceed, |

! 8 | Mr. Heaston.

-
(=)

MR. HEASTON: We would also Jein in the

i
L

motion on the toll control. The reason we did not seek
il4 | a waiver 1in the initial application is because as I
13 | read Paragraph 388 of the Order in the DA 57-157

indicated that toll blocking would be sBufficientc i

¥
s

n the
15 | meantime and it was dependent upon when you upgraded

-

1€ | switches. And so we do not feel we need a waiver of

Sl

1 control, but the common wisdom seems to be there
+¥ | needs to be a waiver, 8o we will follow the herd here
18 land request the toll control waiver also.

20 And we are also one of the parties to the
21 request of the FCC to reconsider the toll 1

22 | that this includes both toll blocking and

(=
=

23 control. And I guess we would also Point ocut that with

(4

<4 | the implementation of number portability that

is going

somewhat significantly. And so
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while we agree with Bob Barfield in his observation
that since we don’'t know when it’s going to happen,
that’s why we wouldn’'t want a time limit on it, but we
are willing to accept the one year with the
understanding that if there is not the ability to
implement it or if the ability is too expensive to
implement, that we would be able to come back to this
Commission and seek further waiver of that, of

implementing toll control with part of the essential

telecommunications carrier obligation.

MS. WIEST: Okay. Would the Commissioners --
CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit the exhibits?
M5. WIEST: Yes.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we waive toll
3 for one vyear.
NER NELSON: Well, I'm going te
n expansion of what we’'ve been
g them one year with the
And the reason I was
because technology is not out
be there and it
S0 1
the reasons we were
was because that it might be

as because technology wasn‘t
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Do

can understand why technology wasn’'t

in Congress when they

gu=ss that’s the first

COMMISSIONER NELSON:
MER. HEASTON: iIt’s an FCC dictate

NELSON:

Right. 56

understanding it‘'s
exactly h - t o lly; is that
Correct?

CHAIRMAN

COMMISSIONER SCHOENF
o cne Yyear, a walver
know that the motion had anything more than

than just a waiver from toll control for cne

LG : It doesn’'c.

ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then I'11




&6

COMMISSIONER NELSON: All I'm saying, though,
voted for it and there will be a record tchat 1

or it; and the reascn I voted for it was the

logy wasn‘t available. And that's
t prohi
that
issue 1 my mj t u could deb
record t n supporting something for a
nt reason thi did.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a comment that I'd make

Juess . there isn’'t a technology, really

inges just for an

way we could £y there
owards

an go
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pieces of paper. So if we can find a way to
consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any
suggestions. That's all I have.
MRE. HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner available
here, and we do have a couple questions to ask him.
JON LEHNER,

called as a witness, being first duly sworn,
Y

was examined and testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. HEASTON:
| Q. Mr. Lehner, in our application we described
the issue of eliminating multi-party services and going
to single party service throughout U S West service
areas. Can you update the Commission on the status of

that consistent with what we‘ve already put in the

AL Yes. As of October 31 of this year the

number of multi-party or two- and four-party customers

in U S West's territory is 612, 612,
CHAIRMAN BURG: What was the date on that,
iJon?
| A As of 10-31-97
|
Q. And what can you tell the Commission about

qu: continuing effort to eliminate the multi-parcy
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are extremely

right
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technology or other
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ieve that

high cost
means
now., We

is

-
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we still believe the waiver is
is that correct?
hat's all the guestions 1
Cremer?
|
1
re are those 52 located? Are
r are they in a specific area,
em off for you. There's about
could give you a late-filed
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exhibit. Let me just read them off. Arlington is
four:; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, four; Huron, thres;
Lake Preston, one.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Do you want to

four; Belle Fourche, six:
Lake Preston, one; Madison, two:
Pierre, two; Redfield, two; Sisseton,

i

two; Volga, five; \‘atertown, ten;
here a particular reason?

or something?

a combination of many factors,

the 52 are concerned?

a combination of many factors. We‘'r
feeder distribution, we're talking about
a PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda that
be replaced.
CREMER: Okay.
I have.
CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any
soluctions other than to a single party

extension?

¥You mean in order to provide a single party
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S CHAIRMAN BURG: VYes. |

3 | A Yes. I think the answer is we are constantly

K locking for a cheaper way to do this because in some
- cages, Commissioner, we're talking about over S100,000

! | sense to do that And the answer would seem to lie
8 probably in some form Of wireleams, but so far the
9 | wireless technologies, whether then satellite or fixed

1 wireless, are still pretty expensive. ! see that as
11 the ultimate solution though, to some of these,
1
14 "HAIRMAN BURG I'm going To move to gran
13 f the waliver
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15 ‘ommissioners have any other questions? As opposed to
1# the other ones, I'm going to have to ask you some

17 juestions Lo verily things that were in the application
18 | because that was signed by M: Heaston. it wasn't ;
19 igned by a witness with an affidavitct, as all the |
. thers were Soc bear with me for a second

21 A I've never trusted his signature either.
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"1rst one, does U S West provide

23 | voice grade access to the public switched network to |
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:

MS. WIEST: And does it provide local usage?

Yes. |

MS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tcone

i-frequency signalling or its functional

access to operator

access

interexchange

provide access to

already talked

yYyou provide or

getting back
ingle party service, I know

talked about the cnes that you




plans, you know, of providing service due

and everything. My problem, I guess, is that
see that there is any de minimus exception withi

FCC rules with respect to single party service, Have

you been granted any of this type of de minimus

ce ) requiremeant, do you know,

network upgrades for single

1 limitation, that the
o L a't

rk upgrades.

gu
‘eguirement of the gstate
service areas as opposed to
telecommunicarions companies.

ree that you are a nonrural
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From a general perspective, I

to where the areas are

the services would be
ersal service fund, whether ir‘'sg
ncome or libraries or whatever it

know, that’'s an area that'as

vate depending upon which proxy cost

be accepted. And so that's why we

nt of
f that's what
FCC requirement.
5 an area,
which we would

And we

exchanges do you

n the list we submitted.
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A I can't answer that exactly. it's
dpproximately 35. :

MS. WIEST: It would be att ached?
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MR. HEASTON: It's on our exhibit ro our

& | MS. WIEST: 50 however many with the

]
E
a
15
b
a

7 | amendment the three that were missed. That*
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- - . * i
10 A I guess I‘m not sure whether we would want

T
=

|
1
st
1l | designate each exchange.

b
=
i
. s
in
n
-]

My problem is we are supposed to

..
1
b
(o
a
bt
P
N
or

l.(:
(=)
m
n
1]

"N

mber 31st what your designate

14 | sBervice area is.

F
.
a

|
- f - |
1 A laen i Buppose we ought to do it exchange byr

16 exchange.
1 = T oM™ = T T |
ME WIEST il ¥ou want more Lime to think |

il ac JE 1t
159 ME 'ASTON - % It k I '
M} HEASTON: Yes, I think I would. I mean
|
: 20 this i1s not something thart’ c
i - Bomelhing that’s come up in the other two

,..
/7]
T
o
(i
m
@
"
i~ ;
[0
pt
L]
1
[+
Q0
b=
(0]
P
=g
o
]
[
= |
o
b=
[oF

I had the same basic

22 | application. I will have to -- I will do a la:e-"ledl

- -
v M | " I TE R R . - % F : Prup— i :
23 exhiblt on that if I could with an atfidavic from Jaon
- m n.
P o A ;
Zl4a MS. WIEST: Okay

- MR HEASTON:: What are you r

i
-~
b
i
b=
B
e
-0
o
-

i

1
1
1
|
|
|
I
|




=

— e

[N ]
x
n

W1EST: Actually what as far as the FCC’s
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require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have not

Lncd»
it

2 | traditionally served.

MR. HEASTON: Yesn. And, see, this -- what

o s

4 ithe problem this causes is where you have not

5 Iﬂonrzdered and have left to the FCC to determine how ;

& iLhat 8 going to be mcdeled from a proxy standpoint. !
|

7 !ﬁnd, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic elementJ

8 | than the wire center for universal high ccset support |

9 | but I do not have a South Dakota specific look because|
| ]

10 i:;;s Commission decided not to do their own earlier 5
| {

11 | this -- a couple months ago, as opposed to Wyoming and

12 :ﬂnrth Dakota where I do have that because those two arﬁ
|

13 |1uck:ng at doing their own, or suggesting their own

14 }cosa study. So I do have the small grids, as we call

15 11:. and I could identify that for you. I cannot

16 :1den?;fy anything smaller than right now than a wire

17 enter

18 MS. WIEST: Okay.

19 MR. COIT: Excuse me, may I comment briefl

a

r - "

<0 fon this? And I understand that I'm not a party but I
21 | do believe it was my understanding today that the whole

22 |:nsu@ of disaggregated service areas for U S West or

23 | any other company may come up. But I would like to say

24 | we certainly have an interest in the issue. And I

25 | think that the FCC rules indicate that the orders i
——— e — — |




that before changing an

Commission at the state

consistent with universal
‘s a really
the review of

1
cu'"re

£ Service area'-

area
hat he
her ones would
Ce areas.
about
think you hav

made between




issue with respect to U S West. And it's
understanding the Commission does have to
gervice area in order for U S West to get
universal service money.

MR. HEASTON: If I could have until whatever
date was sug a2sted earlier on getting the additional
affidavits in, 1l have a recommendation for you from
U S West on that.

Okay. Are there any other
questions of this witness? One more question,
Mr. Lehner. Do you have any observation to what
Mr. Best suggested as advertising regquirements for your
company?

A. I'm not sure that I understood exactly what
he was requiring. If the requirement is to advertise
it ©once a year in the newspaper, I don't think we have
a problem

And getting back teo single party
the only barrier is to provide

to those 52 customers?

I8 it also U S West's position

meént agreement that you’'ve stated is

suspended concerning single party service no longer

applies where I believe you stated You would have
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1

single party service to all customers by the year 20007
A. Had the 121 investment program continued, I
would have been out here talking to the staff and Lo
you about these anyway, because as we honed down to
last few on some of these exchanges, it
ious that this was is foolish to
t I rrent technology.
t make any sense.
WIEST: That's al have. Mr. Heaston,
to address the guestion of whether
has the authority to provide any de
tec the single party without putting
I don't know that de minimus is
that you could put a time
renewable that we would have to
the rule would allow you to do
in on a regularly-scheduled
maybe semi-annual , to update
we are technologywise in taking
t would be my positicn on
imit on and it makes it
affordability of it.

other gquestions?

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a guestion




mr.

because

Lehner. And the

in your amended

addressed it,

1 apologize.

exhibit

Commiss

seems weird

provide

Huron,

on Yo

ieT o
- ek e

however,

reason I have a guestion is
application you might have

I don'

But you addresse

Ur or

Absolute]

COMMISSIONER

And

oM

et L]

MS,

that page

SCHOENF

doesn’'t apply any more.

MISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

WIEST: Any other guestion

COMMISSIONER

YTou know, yo

Snoul

i
L0T

dn't have

NELSON: I guess 1 have a
U -- when you were talking abc

to provide

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Why would it

those

those

to me that

sServices

are pretty

it would be that expensive to

in some areas. Like Pierre and

-- I mean can you explain that




bacause 1 find

cost

eplacing,

inte
talking
cable, some cage

S50 we're

obably

cabhle with

And wa're also
le
pecple will cal
sometimes several
single

PArty servit

The drep

case.,

Seam

envision

we're talking about

talking about

Enat a lit

we're talking about

distribution
maybe even greater
having to replace
20 pair or a hundred pair
cases where

many

we have to extend what some

what call a pair of wires,

And in order to provide

take tha* back in that

will be okay. I was

than one ] But we'ra
talking about
Cases about PAIR GAIN
talking about

that are going

didn’'t exactly

weére just expla:nlng Lo me
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]
because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be run
out miles and miles and miles and there’s nobedy out
there or sorething. But if this is in a fairly
populated area, and it doesn’'t seem tc me that these
pecple should have to live with just two party
telephone system when most of the world doesn’t. as we
know it in South Dakota, doesn’t have to do that
:be:ause the lines are all filled up. I mean I'm
loocking for some reason why that's acceptable,
especially when some of those little companies are
seaying that they got maybe three or four people left
.tnat they don’'t have that service for and they've made
every effort to say, well, we want a waiver but we will
do it by the end of the year or whatever.

AL I think that most of the companies you've
been listening to up until now -- and I obviously can't
speak for them, but I think you’'re talking about
eéngineering that was done Probably 15, 20 vears ago in
| most of these companies’' cases where they at the time
Epent the money to do that. We did not do that. We
| pProvided distribution systems that were literally
| designed nct to provide single party service. There
are different funding mechanisms and different

requirements that we‘ve had. They’'ve had the abilicy

to spend that kind of money and recover it. Now, I Cﬂﬂ




spend 5100,000 or $150,000 or 50,000, whatever it is,
to do these, but somewhere that has to be recovered and
going to be recovered from a customer. That
isn’'t going to pay for that.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: It seems to me this

flies in the face of what the governor’'s bill said last

Year. I mean here we're talking making available high

technology to everybody in South Dakorta. Basically

that's what the bill says. And we're talking here some

le that aren’'t even going to have single party
communication in this state.
Commissioner, all I can tell ¥ou is what the
I think that's -- I think that's, unless
recovery mechanism, it would make no sense to

ind of money., And certainly wouldn‘'rc

provider

the case to any of these?

sclution ever?

And, Commissioner,
that woul like to
happy "o negotiate,

think maybe when we're down
J




to %2, we ought t list of those names and se

we could work it : share what Counsel has said.

not sure we ¢ the exception. know that
h

B counsel 11 1] us wha

and we prokably ought
and find the
we can. But so
would like to request is the
location of those 52 filed at some

are whether it's part of this docket or

nk that can be provided,

Any other gquestions?

suppose we do need some

Lo grant them an ETC status.
EST: Sorry, for which now?
iAIRMAN BURG: For single party.

WIEST: At this time staff has a witness

Staff would call Harlan Beset.
HARLAN BEST,

witness, being previously sworn,
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1 was examined and testified as follows:

2 | T 2T -

e
m
-t
x
L
)
=
m

.4

L |

' 4

s

L}
b
-7
-
[-¥
H
K
]
L
w

g
C
"’
o
n
w
o
W
it

lyst assigned to

£ | TC97-163, U S West's application?
§ A ¥ & 5
7 C And have you reviewed that application by U §
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10 Q. And would you agree with Mr. Lehner when he

11 testified earlier that they met all the requirements of
12 47 CFR 54-101
1 ot That they have met those?
,-; et Yes
- g b e

1t A Yes, with the discussion that we've had on

1€ single party
: a Right. Okay. And at your recommendation for
18 advertising, would that be the same for U S West as it

1
19 | was for the others E
: A Yes |

21 o And what would your recommendation be for the

23 Commission in defining a service area for U S West?
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MS. WIEST: Any questions, Ms. Wilka?
MS. WILKA: Noc questions.

MS. WIEST: Commissioners?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I‘d have

based on that, should we not -- mean is

this document that is

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1 guess

-Orrect that exhibit to put no on

we've made a waiver for on the single party because I

| believe the answer is no and we've made a waiver to
sartisfy that.

MS. CREMER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that's

OMMISSIONER

two single party
West we haven't moved yet;
CHAIRMAN
stand and
document should be

do not meet cthat
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{ dockets.

comments?

based upon

rural
and that

GErvice area.

MS

{THE

1k you.

le t

telephone

WIEST: It*s up to you

CREMER: We don't need in

WIEST: Any other gquestions of this

Anything else from any of

Commission will

ters unde We are Walting

filed exhibits in some dockets, and it

hat perhaps the Coammission make

will

either at a Commission meeting or at the

some othe. relatced ETC

questions from anybody or any

I would just, for the record, like|

hat

the Cornmission designate each

the record, the affidavits yet to

that the Commission designate each of

ies, SDITC member companies, as

study areas be designated as their

That‘s all I have.

ST: Thank you. That will close

HEARING CONCLUDED
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COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

iﬁ COMPANY

MAIN STREET NORTH PHOME (605) 244-5213
P. 0. BOX 39 FAX (605) 244-728B8
BISON, SOUTH DAKOTA 57620
June 12, 1997
RECEIVED
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission JUN 15 1997
State Capitol Bullding SOUTH DAKOT
DAKOT -

Plerre, SD 57501-5070

Attention: Mr. Willlam Bullard

Dear Mr. Bullard:

Enclosed you will find one original and ten coples of our formal request to be
designated as an eligible Telecommunications Carrier in the state of South

Dakota.

If additional information s needed, | may be reached at 605-244-5213.

strative Assistant

JR:ss

Enclosure



1697-080

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF )

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE )] REQUEST FOR ETC RECE'VED
COMPANY FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ) DESIGNATION

ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS )

CARRIER )

IUN | 5 1997
SOUTH DAK

UTILITIES Coomat oo BLIC

MMISSION
West River Cooperative Telephone Company ("West River Telephone®) pursuant to

47 United States Code Section 214(e) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section 54.201

hereby seeks trom the Public Utllives Commission ("Commission”) designation as an

“eligible telecommunications carrier” within the local exchange areas that constitute its

service area in South Dakota. In support of this request. West River Telephone offers the

following

1. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e) it is the Commission’s responsibility to designate
local exchange carriers ["LECs”) as “eligible telecommunications carriers™ ("ETCs"). or In
other words, 1o determine which LECs have assumed universal service obligations
consistent with the federal law and should be deemed eligible to receive federal universal
service support. At least one eligible telecommunications carrier is to be designated by the
Commission for each service area in the State. However. in the case of areas served by
“rural telephone companies™, the Commisaion may not designate more than one LEC as
an ETC without first finding that such additonal designation would be In the public
interest. Under 47 CFR § 54.201, beginning January 1. 1998, only telecommunications
carriers that have received designation from the Commission to serve as an eligible
telecommunications carrier within their service area will be eligible to receive federal

universal service SuUpport

2. West River Telephone is the facilities-based local exchange carrier presently

providing local exch nge telecommunications services in the following exchanges

Bison 605-244
Bullalo 605-375
Camp Croock 605-797 and 406-972
Meadow 605-788
Sorum 605-866

« EXHIBT
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West River Telephone to its knowledge is the only carrier today providing local

exchange telecommunications services in the above ldentified exchange arens

3. West River Telephone in accord with 47 CFR § 54.101 offers the following local

exchange telecommunications services to all consumers throughout Iis service area:

Voice grade access 1o the public switched network:
- Local exchange service including an amount of local usage free of per
minute charges under a flat rated local service package and as part
of a n=asured local service offering:
- Dual tone muld-frequency signaling:
- Access o emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 911 public services,
- Access Lo operalor services,
= Access (o Interexchange service;
« Access Lo directory assistance: and

- Toll blocking service to qualified low-income consumers

As noted above, Wesi River Telephone does provide toll limitation service in the form

of toll blecking to qualifying consumers, however, the additional toll limitation service of

“toll control” as deflined in the new FOC universal service rules (47 CFR § 54.400(3)) is not
provided. West River Telephone is not aware that any local exchange carrier in South
Dakota has a current capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior
to the release of its universal service order (FCC 97-157) that toll control would be imposed
as an ETC service requirement and, to our information and belief, as a result, LECs
nationwide are not positioned to make the service immediately available. In order for West
River Telephone to provide the service, additional usage tracking and storage capabilities
will have 1o be Installed In its local switching equipment. At minimum, the service
requires a switcling software upgrade and at this tme West River Telephone Is
investigating and attempting to determine whether the necessary software has been
developed and wh n it might become available

Accordingly. West River Telephone is faced with exceptional circumstances
concerning its ability to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's

universal service rules and must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such
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service. At this time, a waiver for a period of one year is requested. Prior to the end of the

one year period, West River Telephone will report back to the Comyiission with specific

information indicating when the necessary network upgrades can be ninde and the service
can be made available to assist low income customers. The Commission may properly

grant a waiver from the “toll control” requirement pursuant to 47 CFR 54.101{c)

4. West River Telephone has previously and will continne to advertise the
availability of its local exchange services in media of general distribution throughout the
exchange areas served.  Prior to this filing, West River Telephone has not generally
advertised the prices charged for all of the above-identified services. It will do so going
forward in accord with any specific advertising standards that the Commission may

develop

5. Based on the foregoing. West River Telephone respectfully request that the

Commission

{a) grant a temporary walver of the requirement to provide “toll cantrol” service:

and

(b) grant an ETC designation to West River Telephone covering all of the local

exchange areas that constitute ils present service area.

7A
Dated this _/ / ~day of June, 1997

West River Cooperative Telephone Company

Darrell D. Henderson, General Manoger
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Wt River

COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

MAIN STREET NORTH PHONE (B05) 244.5213

P. 0. BOX 39 FAX (605) 244-7288
BISON, SOUTH DAKOTA 57620
October 10, 1997

RECEIVED

OCT 1 & -
State of South Dakota . i 199;
Publie Utilities C iss] SOUTH DAk
M -r: L es Commission Vi -.-qm PUBLIC
State Capitol COMMISSION
Pierre, SD 57501-5G70

RE: Docket #TC97-080
Attention: Karen Cremer
Dear Ms. Cremer:
In response to your October 1, 1997 request. enclosed you will find verification
of single-party service and link-up and lifeline programs provided by our

company.

If you have any questions or if additional information is needed. | can be
reached at (605) 244-5213.

Sincerely,

| i
J

(...(ﬁ LR f..-./,.-a:f-.{. b
Darrell D. Henderson
General Manage s

DDH:ss

Enclosure

EXHIBIT




ADDITIONAL ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED IN
DOCKET #TC 97-080

I West River Cooperative Telephone Company has available single party
service to all customers.

2 West River Cooperative Telephone Company is not currently offering
Lifeline and Link U, services within its exchanges, but will as required
by the FCC rules, 47 CFR §§ 54.400 - 54 417, make the established
discount programs available to its qualifying low-income customers
beginning January 1, 1998, It is our understanding that while providing
the Lifeline and Link Up services is a requirement imposed on ETCs
pursuant to 47 CFR §§ 54.405 and 54.411, it is not actually a
precondition which must be met before ETC status can properly be
granted by the Commission. 47 CFH § 54.101 which lists the service
obligations that must be met before a carrier can receive federal
universal service support does not specifically reference Lifeline and Link
Up services.”

“Darrell ). Henderson, being duly sworn, states that he is the General Manager
for the responding party. that he has read the initial ETC application and the
foregoing, and the same are true to his own best knowledge, information and
belief.”

7/ /
Date the jzf : II 1y of October, 1997 Sienedd | fdi4ez¢ A;’! é_, i s
Title_ ér teet A /.g- 2gee
STATE OF South Dakota )
: 55
COUNTY OF Perkins )
On this the /ﬁ £ day of October, 1997, personally appeared

before me AL s HHENDERSIN) =2 o0
known to me to be the person who executed the foregoing instrument and

acknowledged to me that he executed the same

(SEAL) Notary Public ,.4

My C 'llllillll"ﬁk.! I'.\pln wc;g/_/éﬁ;‘fo/




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTZR OF THE FILING BY WEST ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
COMPANY FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ) ORDER AND NOTICE OF
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) ENTRY OF CRDER

) TC97-080

On June 16, 1997, the Public Uilites Commission (Commission) received a request for
designation as an ebgiblc telecommunications camer (ETC) from West River Cooperative Telephone
Company (West River Telephone) West River Telephone requested designation as an ehgible
telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constitute its service area

The Commussion electronically transmitted notice of the finng and the intervention deadline
to interested individuals and entites No person or entity filed to intervene By order dated
November 7, 1987, the Commussion setl the heanng for this matier for 1.30 p m on November 19
1997, in Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was held as scheduled Al the heanng, the Commis«ion granted Wes! River
Telephone a one year waiver of the requrement to prowde toll control service within iis senvice area
At its December 11, 1997, meeting, the Commuession granted ETC designation to West River
Telephone and designated ils study area as its service area

Based on the ewdence of record, the Commission enters the following Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

On June 16, 1997, the Commussion recernved a request for designation as an ETC from West
River Telephone. West River Telephone requested designation as an ETC within the local exchange
areas thal constifute its service area.  West River Telephone serves the following exchanges: Bison
(605-244) Buffalo (605-375), Camp Crook (605-797, 406-972), Meadow (605-788). and Sorum (605-
B66) Exhibit 1

I
Pursuant 1o 47 US.C § 214(e)(2), the Commussion is required 1o designale a common
camer that meats the requirements of section 214{e){1) as an ETC for a service area dessgna!ed

by the Commission

Pursuant 1o 47 US C § 214(e)(1). a common camer thal is designated as an ETC is eligible
to receive universal service support and shall, throughout i1s service area, offer the services thal are
supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a
combination of its own facilities and resaie of another camer's services. The carmer mus! also
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution




v
The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designaled the followang services or
functionalibes as those supporied by federal universal service support mechanisms. (1) voice grade
access lo the public swriched network; (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal, (4) single party service or ils functional equivalent, (5) access lo emergency
services, (6) access to operator services, (7) access 1o interexchange service, (B) access 1o
directory assistance, and (89) toll imitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CFR §
54 101(a)
v

As part of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required lo make available Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R §54 405 47CF R § 54411

Vi

West River Telephone offers voice grade access to the public switched network 1o all
consumers throughout is service area. Exhibil 1

Vil

West River Telephone offers local exchange service including an amount of local usage free
of per minute charges to all consumers throughout its service area |d

Vil

West River Telephone offers dual tone multi-frequency signaling to all consumers throughout
s service area. |d

1X

West River Telephone offers single party service 1o all consumers throughout its service
area. Exhibit 2

X

West River Telephone offers access 1o emergency services to all consumers throughout its
service arsa  Exhibil 1

Xi

West River Telephone offers access to operator services to all consumers throughout its
service area |d

X

Wesl River Telephone offers access to interexchange services (o all consumers throughout
its service area. |d

Xl

West River Tele~hone offers access 1o directory assistance 1o all consumers throughout its
service area |d

]



Xiv

One of the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll limiatien. 47 CF.R. § 54 101(a)(9). Toll hmitation consists of both toll blocking and toll
control 47 CF R § 54 400(a). Toll control is a service that allows consumers to specify a cerlain
amount of toll usage that may be incurred per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R. § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking is a service that lets consumers elect not to allow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47
CF.R § 54 400(b)

XV

West River Telephone offers toll blocking lo all consumers throughout i1s senice area
Exhibi 1

XVi

Wes! River Telephone does not currently offer tcll control. |d  In order for Wesl River
Telephone to provide loll conlrol, additional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have o be
installed in its local swilching equipment. West River Telephone is attempling to determine whether
the necessary software has been developed and when it might become available |d

XVl

West River Telephone stated thal it is faced with exceplional circumstances conceming its
ability to make toll control service available and requesied a one year waiver from the requirement
to provide such service. |d. Prior to the end of the one year penod, West River Telephone will report
back to the Commission with specific information indicating when the network upgrades can be
made in order lo provide toll control. |d.

Xvi

With respect o the obligation 1o advertise the avadability of services supported by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general
distnibution, Wes!t River Telephone slaled that it advertises the availability of ils local exchange
services in media of general disiribution throughout its service area. However, Wes! River
Telephone has not generally advertised the prices for these services. |d. Wes! River Telephone
stated its intention lo comply wath any advertising standards developed by the Commission. |d

XX

West River Telephone does not currently offer Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in ils
exchanges. Exhibit 2. West River Telephone wall offer the Lifeline and Link Up service discounts
in all of its service area beginning January 1, 1998, in accordance with 47 CF.R. §5§ 54.400 to
54 417, inclusive, and any Commission imposed requirements. Exhibit 2

XX

The Commission finds thal Wesl River Telephone currently provides and will continue to
provide the following services or functionalities throughout its service area’ (1) voice grade access
to the public switched network; (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4) single-
party service; (5} access fo emergency services; (6) access to operator services, (7) access 1o
interexchange service, (B) access lo directory assistance; and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-
income consumers




xXi

The Commission finds that pursuant 1o 47 CF.R § 54 101(c) # will grant West River
Telephone a waver of the requirement 1o offer loll control services unlil December 31, 1988 The
Commussion finds that exceptional crcumstances prevent West River Telephone from providing toll
control at this tme due 1o the difficully in obtaiming the necessary software upgrades lo provide the
service

XX
The Commission finds that West River Telephone intends to provide Lifeiine and Link Up
programs (0 qualifying custiomers throughout its sennice area consistent with stale and federal rules
and orders
XX
The Commission finds that Wes! River Telephone shall advertise the avaidability of the
services supporied by the federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor
throughout its sernce area using media of peneral distnbubion once each year. The Commission

further finds that d the rate for any of the services suppored by the federal universal service suppon
mecharnism changes, the new rate mus! be advertised using media of general distnbution

KX

Pursuant 1o 47 US C § 214{e){5). the Commuss:on designates Wesl River Telephcne's
current study area as ils service area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|}

The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chaplers 1-26, 49-31
and47TUSC §214

i

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(2). the Commussion is required 1o designale a common
carmer that meets the requirements of saction 214(e){1) as an ETC lor a service area designated
by the Commission

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(1). a common camer that is designated as an ETC is ehgible
10 recewe umversal sennce support and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal unversal senice suppor mechanisms either using s own faclbes or a
combination of its own facilitbes and resale of anather carners services The camer must also
advertise the availabity of such services and the rates for the senices using meda of general
cistnbution

v

The FCC has designated the following services or funclionalities as those supported by
federal universal service support mechanisms (1) voice grade access 1o the public switched
network, (2) local us ige, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal, (4) single




party service or its funclional equivalent, (5) access lo emergency services, (6) access 1o operator
services, (7) access o interexchange service, (8) access io directory assistance; and (9) toll
hmitation for qu alifying low-income consumers. 47 C F R § 54 101(a)

v

As par uf fis obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link

Up services 10 qualifying low-income consumers 47 CF R §54 405 47 CF R § 54 411
Vi
West River Telephone has met the requirements of 47 CF R. § 54.101(a) with the exception
of the ability 1o offer toll control. Pursuant to 47 C F R § 54 101(c), the Commission concludes that
West River Telephone has demonsiraled exceplional circumstances thal justify granting it a waver
of the requireament 1o offer toll contro!l until December 31, 1998
Vil

West River Telephone shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying customers
throughout ils service area consistent with stale and federal rules and ‘ders

il

West River Telephone shall advertise the availabiity of the services supported by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of genaral distribution
once each year. If the rate for any of the services supporied by the federal universal service support
mechamism changes, the new rate shail be advertised using media of general distribution

I1X

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e}{5). the Commussion designales West River Telephone's
current study area as ils service area

X

The Commussion designales Wes! River Telephone as an eligible telecommunications carner
for s service ares

It is therefnre

ORDERED, that West River Telephone's current study area is designated as i1s service area,
and itis

FURTHER ORDERED, that West River Tefephone shall be granted a waiver of the
requirement to offer toll control services until December 31, 1988, and il 1s

FURTHER ORDERED, that West River Telephone shall follow the advertising requirements
as listed above, and it is

FURTHER CRDERED that West River Telephone is designaled as an ehgible
{elecommumications carner for ils service area




NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

4,

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered onthe /7 "““day of December,
1997, Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or
faslure to accept delivery of the decision by the parties

¥
- i
Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _/ 7 “day of December, 1997

CERTWICATE OF SERVICE
The underugned hereby certfies that the
document has Deen served 1008y Upon o partes of
recond in Moy Sociue . as ied on the cocket sanice

lal, by fecesmie of by firsd class mad. i propery
acareaee ﬂﬁr.hrwlpunl-crrm

A /{ff{ A s ;‘gﬂf
o /2]1£)97

{OFFICIAL SEAL)

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

JAMES A BURG, Cn_an&nan
s 3 | -
_J;;f'i:].fv‘r"\_. j L,;'r;,fh‘*"h-—J,

PAM NELSON Cummﬁonur

- A -ﬂ/
Dok, W e viatln

LASKA SCHOENF ELDER Commissioner
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. Weith Rivew

COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

MAIN STREET NOKHTH PHONE (B05) 244.5213
P. 0. BOX 39 FAX  (605)244.7288
5 i i
BISON, SOUTH DAKOTA 57620 December 23. 1997

RECEIVED

Bill Bullard DEC 2 6 1997
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
State Capitol Building

500 East Capitol

Fierre, SD 57501

SOUTH DAKOTA p
UTILITIES f-ﬂmﬁlsgl%;f

Dear Mr. Bullard:

Enclosed you will find a signed copy of West River Cooperative Telephone
Company Lifeline and Link-Up Plan and "Exhibit A" which is a copy of the
South Dakota Public Utilities Commissions (SDPUC) Final Order and Decision
regarding the South Dakota Lifeline and Link-Up program.

| have been assured by the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission that a
copy of our Eligible Telecommunications Carrier designation has been provided
to all appropriate agencies by the SDPUC.

If additional information or certification is needed. please advise at your
earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

g _{:j’?-:.-r.-fz:f_ /ﬂ L
{‘{rmll D. Henders

General Manager
DDH:ss

Enclosure




LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN
OF WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE COMPANY

The West River Cooperative Telephone Company submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR §
54.401(d). West River Cooperative Telephone Company has been designated as an eligible
telecommunications cammer by the South Dakota Public Uniliues Commission ("SDPUC™) and. as
such, must make Lifehine and Link Up service available to qualifving low-income consumiers as set
forth in the Commussion’s Final Order and Decizion: Notice of Entry of Decision dated November
I8, 1997, issued in Docket TC97-150 (In the Matter of the Investigation into the Lifeline and Link
Up Programs). which is attached as Exhibit A, and consistent with the eriteria established under 47
CFR §§ 34 400 10 54 417, inclusive

A. General

I The Lifehine and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by providing
for reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for local telephone senvice
The assistance applies 1o a single telephone hine at a qualified consumer’s pnncipal place of
residence

2. A quahfied low-income consumer 1s a telephone subscriber who participates in at least
one of the following public assistance programs

Medicaid
b. Food Stamps
c. Supplemental Secunty Income (SSI)
d. Federal Public Housing Assistance
¢, Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP)

3. A qualified low-income consumer is eligible to receive either or both Lifehine and
LinkUp assistance

4. West River Cooperative Telephone Company will advertise the av ailability of Lifeline
and Link Up services and the charges therefore using media of general distnibution and i1
accord wiath any rules that may be developed by the SDPUC for application to ehizible

telecommunications carners.

5. In addinon, West River Cooperative Telephone Company, as required by the Final Orcer
und Deciston; Notice of Entry of Decision of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will indicate in it's
annual report to the SDPUC the number of subscnbers within 11's service area receiving
Lifeline and’or Link Up assistance. In addition, this information will be provided 1o the
Universal Service Administrative Company (“USAC™)

i, Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and or Link 1 p
assistance cannot currently be provided by West River Cooperative Telephone Company
because 11 has no access to the government snformation necessary to determine how many of
its telephone subscnbers arc participating in the above referenced public assistance
programs.  Veithout this information, West River Cooperative Telephone Company canneot
provide, at this ime, even a reasonable estimate of the number of its subscnbers who, after

January 1. 1998, will be receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up service  Information as to the




Lalll

number of us low-income subscnbers gualifyving for Lifeline andor Link |

I
provided after applications for Lifehine and Link Up assistance have been received by

River Cooperative Telephone Company

7. in izcord wath the SDPUC s Final Order and Decision; Netice of Entrv of Decision
West River Cooperative Telephone Company will make application forms available to all of
1ts existing residential customers, 1o all new customers when they apply for residennal local

iclephone service, and to other persons or entities upon their request

B. Lifeline
|. Lifeline service means a retal local senvice offenng for which quahfic

consumers pay reduced charges

2. Lifeline service includes voice grade access to the public switch
dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent, single-panty ser
functional equivalent, access 10 CMErZENCY SErVICEs, ACCESS 10 OPETAlOr SETVICES, aCCess 1o
interexchange service, access to directory assistance, and toll hmuation
Qualified low-income subscnibers are required o submit an apphcation form in
eceive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assistance, the subscnber must
inder penalty of pegury that they are currently participating in at least one of the qu
lic assistance programs histed in Section A2, above. In additon, the subscnber must
¢ 1o nolify West River Cooperative Telephone Company when they cease parucipauing

in the guahfving public assistance programis)

4. The total monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified consumers 15 $5.25 West River
Cooperative Telephone Company shall provide the credit to quahfied consumers by
applving the lederal baseline support amount of $3.50 10 waive the consumer's federal £

User Common Line charge and applyving the additonal authonred federal support amount of
$1 75 as a credit 10 the consumer's intrastate local service rate.  The federal baseline suppon
amount and additonal support available, totaling $5.25, shall reduce West River

Cooperative Telephone Company lowest tanffed (or otherwise generally available
residential rate for the services histed above in Section B.2. Per the attached SDPUC Final
Order and Dectsion; Notiee of Entry of Decision, the SDPUC has authonzed intrastate rate
reductions for chgible teleccommunications camers making the addimonal federal suppon
amount of $1.75 avaifable, The SDPUC did not establish a state Lifeline program to fund
any further rate reductions. (Exhibit A, Findings of Fact VII and VIII; and Conclusions of

Law Il ane 111

§ West River Cooperative Telephone Company will not disconnect subscnibers from then
Lifeline service for non-pavment of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR §
54 401{b} 1), has granted the company a waver from the non-disconnect requirement

6. Except to the extent that West River Cooperative Telephone Company has obtained 4
waiver from the SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.10%ic). the company shall offer toll
limitation to all qualifing low-income consumers when they subsenibe to Lifeline service

[

I the subscaber elects to receive toll limitation, that senvice shall become pan of

i

that

subscnber’s Lifeline semvice




West River Cooperative Telephone Company will not collecta ervice deposit in order 10
initiate Lifeline service if the qualifying low-income consumer voluntanly elects 1ol
blocking on their telephone line. However, one month’s local service charges may be
required as an advance payment

C. Link Up
I. Link Up means:

(a) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecommunications
service for a single telecommunications connection at a consumer’s principal place
of residence. The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge or $30.00,
whichever is less; and

(b) A deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed for commencing
service, for which the consumer does not pay interest. The interest charges not
assessed 1o the consumer shall be for connection charges of up to S200.00 that are
deferred to a period not 1o exceed one year

2. Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are customar |y
asscssed for connecting subscribers to the network. These charges do not include any
permussible secunty deposit requirements

3. The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to receive the benefit of the Link Up
program for a second or subsequent time only for a principal place of residence with an

address different from the residence address at which the Link Up assistance was provided
previously

West River Cooperative Telephone Company
801 Coleman Avenue

P.O. Box 39

Bison S D §7620

[clephone # (605) 244-5213

General Manager




EXHIBIT "a"

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORDER AND

INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISION; NOTICE OF

PROGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
| TC97-150

At its August 18, 1997, reqularly scheduled meeting, the Public Utlities Commission
(Commission) voled to open a docket concerning the Federal Communications
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and
Link Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided that it would provide for
additional federal support in the amount of $1.75, above the current $3 50 level. However,
in order for a state's Lifeline consumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support,
the state commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the inlrastate rate paid
by the end user. 47 CF.R § 54 403(a). Additional federal support may also be received
in an amount equal to one-half of any support generated from the intrastate junsdiction,
up to a maxmum of $7.00 in federal support. 47 C F R § 54 403(a). A state commission
must file or require the carrier to file information with the administrator of the federal
universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's Lifeline plan meets the criteria set
forth in 47 C F R. § 54 .401

By order dated August 28, 1997, the Commission allowed interested persons and
entities to submit written comments conceming how the Commission should implement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs. In their written comments, interasted
persons and entiies commented on the following questions

1. Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions to allow
consumers eligible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1 75 in federal support?

Whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline Program to fund further
reductions in the intrastale rate paid by the end user?

3. Whether the Commission should modify the existing Lifeline or Link Up
Programs?

4 Shall the Commission file or require the carner o file information with the
admirustrator of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the carner's Lifeline
plan meets the criteria set forth in 47 C F R. § 54 401(d)?

By order dated October 16, 1597, the Commission sat public hearnngs to receive
public commen: on the questions listed above The hearings were held at the following
limas and places

RAPID CITY Monday, October 27, 1997, 1 00 p.m , Canyon Lake Senior Citizens
Center, 2900 Canyon Lake Dnive, Rapid City, SD




PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 1.30 pm, State Capitol Building. Room
412, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

SIQUX FALLS Wednesday, October 29, 1997, 900 am, Center for Active
Generations, 2300 West 46th, Sioux Falls, SD

At its November 7, 1957, meeting, the Commission ruled as follows: On the first
iIssue, the Commission authonized intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers
to receve the additional $1.75 in federal support.  With respect to the second issue, the
Commussion decided to not set up a stale Lifeline program lo fund further reductions at this
time  On the third issue, *he Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that
requires U S WEST and camers that have purchased U § WEST exchanges to fund a
$3 50 reduction of local rates to low income customers age 60 and over. The Commission
further ruled that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form
for self-certification; that these forms be sent to all of thewr customers prior 10 January 1,
1958, and thereafler, to all new customers, and that the carriers make the forms available
to any person or entity upon requast. On the fourth 1ssue, the Commission ruled that the
carnér be required to file with the FCC the 'nformation demonstrating that the carmer's plan
meets the applicable FCC cntena and that the carnier send an informational copy to the
Commission. Further, that the carriers include in their annual report to the Commission
the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support

Based on the wrnitten comments and evidence and testimony receiwved at the
hearings, the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
|

The current state Lifeline program is referred to as the Telephone Assistance Plan
(TAP) The current state Link Up program is referred to as the Link Up America program
The Commission implemented these programs in the U S WEST exchanges pursuant to
its Decision and Order dated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F-3703, |n the Matter
of the Investigation into Implementation of a Telephone Assistance Plan for South Dakola
Customears Exhibit 1 at page 1. Subsequent buyers of U S WEST exchanges were
required to also offer the TAP and Link Up America programs. |d at pages 1-2

The amount of TAP assistance 1s $7 00, $3 50 of which is federally funded, with the
remaining $3 50 funded by the local telecommunications camer. |d. at page 3. Aithough
U S WEST was onginally allowed to charge a surcharge lo fund the program, U S WEST
subsequently gave up that nght in Docket F-3647 -8, In the Matter of the Public Utilities
Commission Investigation into the Effects of the 1985 Tax Reform Act on South Dakola
Utiliies Exhtubit 5 In order to receive the TAP assistance, a member of the household




must be &0 years of age or older and participate in either the food stamp or the low-income
energy assislance program. Exhibit 1 at page 2

The Link Up Amarica program provides assistance in an amount equal to one-half
of the gqualifying subscriber’s lelephone service connection charges up 10 a maximum of
$30.00. |d at page 3. In order o receive Link Up assistance, a customer must be
receiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presently have
local telephone service and must not have been provided telephone service at his or her
residence within e previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal
income tax purposes (dependency criteria does not apply to those 60 years of age or
older). Id The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. |d

v

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, |n the Matter of Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, adopted May 7, 1997
Beginning January 1, 1988, the FCC found that the federal baseiine Lifeline support will
be $3.50 per qualifying low-income consumer with an additional $1 75 in federal support
if the state commission approves a corresponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47
C.F R §54.403(a) Additional federal Lifeline support in an amount equal to one-half the
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available, |d

v

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue to be a
reduction in the telecommunications camer's service connection charges equal to one half
of the carner's customer connection charge or $30.00, whichever is less. 47 CF R §
54.413(b)

Wi

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer 1s eligible for support if the consumer participales in one of the fallowing
programs. Medicaid, food stamps; Supplemental Security Income; federal public housing
assistance; or the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program 47 C F R §§ 54 409(b)
and 54.415(b) In addition, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penalty of perjury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the
programs listed above and agrees to notify the carrier if the customer ceases to participate
in such program or programs. |d

Vil

The fust issue is whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions
lo allow consumers eligible for Lifeline support 1o receive the additional $1.75 in faderal




support. The Commission finds that it shall authonze intrastate rate reductions for eligible
lelecommunications compames providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers lo receive the additional 31 75 in federal support. Thus, the tolal amount of
federal support is $5 25 per eligible customer

Vil

The second issue is whether the Commussion should set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user. The Commission
finds it will not set up a stale Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this ime

IX

The third issue is whether to modify or eliminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect to the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall eliminate the exsting TAP program that requires U S WEST and carriers that have
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3 50 reduction of local rates to low income
customers age 60 and over. The Commission further finds that the South Dakota Lifeline
and Link Up programs shail follow the FCC rules. See 47 US.C §§ 54.400 to 54 417
The effect of following the FCC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is
that the FCC eligibility requirements and self-certification requirements will apply to the
South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission orders that the
Commission staff, in consultation with the carners, develop a standard form for self-
certification. The carriers shall send these farms lo each customer prior to January 1,
1998, The camers shall also send a form to each of their new customers. Finally, the
carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request

A

The fourth issue 15 whether the Commission should file, or in the alternative, require
the carmer to file information with the fund admirustrater See 47 CF R §54 401{d). The
Commission finds the camers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that
the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the camer send an informational
copy to the Commission The carniers shall also be required to include in their annual
repon to the Commission tha number of subscribers who recaive Lifeline and Link Up
support

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|
The Commission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SODCL Chapter 49-31,

specfically 49-31-1 1, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49-31-11, 49-31-12 1, 49.21.12 2 and
124 and 47 CF R §§ 54 400 10 54 417




Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a), the Commission authonzes intrastale rate
reductions fr eligible telecommunications companies providing local exchange service
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal suppon

The Commission declines to inslitute a slate Lifeline program to fund further
reductions at thus time. The existing South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417, inclusive, on
January 1, 1988. The Commission staff, in consultation with the carmers, shall develop a
standard form for self-certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer
prior to January 1, 1998. The carners shall also send a form to each of their new
customers. Finally, the camers shall make the forms available to any person or entity
upon request

v

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d), the Commission finds the carriers shall be
required to file that information demonstrating that the carrier's plan meets the applicable
FCC rules and that the carner send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers
shall also be required to include in their annual report to the Commission the number of
subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support

It is therefore

ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers (o receive the addilional $1.75 in federal support, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commussion will not set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions at this time, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission shall eliminate the existing TAP
program; that the South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules; that
the Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self-
certification, "at the carriers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior to
January 1, 1998, that the carriers shall also send a form lo each of their new customers;
and that the carners make the forms available to any person or entity upon request, and
itis




FURTHER ORDERED, that the carrier shall file with the FCC the information
demonstrating that the camer's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier
send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers shall also include in thair
annual report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link
Up support

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this ‘{f I';g’c:l-a;.r of November, 1997
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