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~ by Telc:o Holdings, Inc. d&'II Dial & Save ro, a Certiftcate of Authority lo operate n a lelecommumcltions company 
wltlrl lhe tlllle of Soulh Oakotl. {Stiff: DJ/TZ) lelcc. propoMI lo provide resotd local•~ MMCe to atbscribers from 

TC97-129 all pons \lllhlr'I lhe stale or South Dakota and. therefore. INb statewide euthorilation. Spedftcally, Telco lffks eUltloriry to 
07/10197 07125197 , .... local nchlnge Mf'Yice n the adllng Mf'Yice aren ofU s WEST .... The apecfflc manner in which Telcowill prO\llde local 

ma;;hMige HMCe depends upon the rnull of~~ the lnc::umbent local ••change carriers currentty operating within 
the Stale: 

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS 
Brookings Municipal Utilities • Telephone Department pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks 
dnignallion nan eligible letecommunications carrier within the local eichange ■re■s th■I condMe its seMCe ■re■ in South -- Cmu::O~se::'::1;. :u~•=ng~n.S:t =~a~C:'':;a.~:r;: :'rid~ ~°:!o :l: 07/07/97 07'2.S/97 

corporate limb of Broottlngs. SO. Brookings Telephone, lob ltnOWledge, is the only carrief today puwlding local ••change 
telecommunications seMCn In the above ldentffled Mrvice ■re■ , !Staff: HBll<Cl 

Hanson CommunlcMionsdob'■ Hanson CountyTelephoneCornpwry pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) arid 47 CFR 54.201 hereby 
seeks d■signalion ■s ■n eligible telecommunicaions canler wtltllrl the local ••change aren that constitlM its NMCe ■rH in 

TC97-130 SoUCh o■ kot■ , Hanson is th■ f■cililies-bned local ■Khang■ e11rMr prnently prlMdlng local e1ch■ ng■ t■lecommunicatlons 07/10/97 07125197 
services in the lollOWVlg e1ch■ngn In South Dakota: IJ■nndri■ (239). Hanson, to its knowledge, Is the only carrier today 
orovidif11:1 local .. cha~ telecommunications seMCn In the above Identified e•channe ■re■ . tStatf: HB/CHI-

Hanson Communications Inc. d/bf■ McCook TelKom pursuant lo 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks 
designlion N In eligide telecommunclllions carrier wiltlitl lhe local en:h■ng■ ■r■n that conlilut■ its saMCe ■re■ In South 

TC97-131 Ollkat■ . McCook Telecom ii lhe ~ local eltCheng■ c:arrief prnentty providing local en:h■nge telecommunications 07110/97 07/2S/97 
NMCfl In the folowwlg el!Changn fl Soulh o.ota: Salem (425). McCook Teiec:om, to its knowtedge, ls the only carrier lod■y 
rvm.ln.nn local Hch■nae telecommunications NMCn in lhe ■hove ldenlifted .. ch■nae 11re■ . (Steff: HBICH). 

NEGOTIATED INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT FILED 
U S WEST Communicnons, Inc, Ned tor ■pprovtl by the Commiuml ltle negotiated Interconnection Agreement befWffn U 

TC97-126 
S WEST and Dakota Telecom. Inc. end Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc. Ally person wishing to commenl on the 

07/07197 Responses Due 
partn· requnl tor approval m■y do so by Ning written comments with ltle Commission and !he pattiM to I~• ■greemenl no 07/28197 
i.terlh■n 1,...,.,. 1997. Pel1iMtolhe aa,-ment m■v ftl•-•n ,---nu.lath• comment. no lalerth■nAuou!l115 . 11:K17. 

....-Nclekt: Tt,aC--11 --NJ .t llll ol ........ .,__ .'°"_Wl_..,,_.,._.....,. ... ~IJp l!...,_,,.• 1t f~ ... -- ..,.,.,..,...,oiMwl111, . ....... - ... 1t ... C-
ot I05-77l-)IOI 
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South Dakota TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS 
Public Utilities Commission 

State Capitol SOO E . Capitol 

__ .. 
............. ~ ................ of: 

Piertt, SD 57501-5070 07 /04/97 through 07 /10/97 
Phone, (800) 332-1782 .,,.,....-.~conot•..._...., ...... ...,..... .......... w-.,._.COJMda.w,.,~ ........ ..,. .... ...., 

Fax, l605\ 77J-J809 

DOCKET TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS 
OATE ONTERV£N110N 

NUMBER 

FUD -
REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 

Applicalion by.Accell Point, Inc. for• Cer1iftcate of Authortfyto opef1ft" • tetecommonlclllons company.., the stale of 

TCS17-122 
SoulhOakot■ . (8'aff: TSITZ) ~Appicafll: ■■ 9WlllcNnll,...._wNchinlendalOoffer 1•direc:l~.IOOtolfrM, ■ndlt'-..I 07KJ7/97 07125197 

card (no prepaid c■illog cards) MMC• ltlrough the r ..... of leteptlone ~ provided t,y fac:llin-beMd inlernchenge 

carriers: 
~ by USBG, Inc . for ■ Certificate of Authority to opar■ta • ■ wlee,ommunicaliona company within lhe Itel■ of South 

TC97-123 
D■ kot■ . (Staff· TSITZ) ·Appic■nt H8lS authority lo offer• full range of 1 • intefnchange tetecommunic■tionl MMCft on 07KJ7/97 07'25197 

a resale bHiS. Specit'aUy, Applicant M8U authority to provide MTS, out,WATS, In-WATS ef":! !:1111ing Card HMCn, 

"--" --nt does not intend to -0\llde ---■tor MMCn 900 or 700 servicfl_-.......... -~ ..... f<v.~ol-to-••--- ... -
TC97•124 :.="'caO::·~:-::i!.~~=~~1•. bullnelSIOO , bu■ine■lcallingQNdl, andPfep■id 

07KJ7ft7 07125197 

.....-, byT~ Holdings. Inc. dlb'■ Oial & Saw for• Ceftiflcafe of Authority to oper■le n ■ telKOmmunlcations company 

TC97-127 
within the st■le of South Oakot■ . (Steff: OJITZ) -Petilioner propoMS to prowle 24-hOUr intr■--te lntareKMng• 07109197 07/25197 

1e1ecommunlclltions 1ervicn, aoo Nrkn. and postpaid debit tnftl card MMl:fl .... Telco Hoklingl, Inc. hereby ■doptl the 

tariff of Dial & Save which hn been ann10Y9d and ii on 8e with the eommiNion: 

Application by Clarity Telecom LO Network SeMCes. Inc. for ■ Cer1illcale of Authority to opetale n ■ telecommunlcationl 
company within lhe stale of South Oekot■ . (Staff: OJJTZ) lhe speci6c N:vices to be offe,■d by Clarity Include swlkhed 

TC97- t28 
inbound end outbound seMCes to employees of Clarity and swkMd and dedlc..-d Inbound and outbound MMC:n fof 

07/10197 07125197 

commercial customers. celling cards end directory nailtanC■ MMCes rot" prnublcflbed commercial ■nd rnianli■ I 
customers: 
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So«tle'D~ 
Public Utilities ColDlllmion 
~1. 1997 

Mr.-D. Coil -­SDITC 
P. 0 . Box57 
Pion9, SO 57501 

RE: Eligiblo T_Carrilr..,,,._., TCll7-125 
Bruolungl Municipal T..-

DNr Mr.Coil: 

'Ille ..,. ... ,.r. .. - ___, ,_ __ i,, ... - ..... PIMc­
- · Tho-.---•-ln-lorllo-lO 
___ ...,,.,_,, 
1. Purwuant to 47 C.F.R 54.405- 54.411, .._ _ Llnll Up - -lie,_ 
-t>,anETCIO~--. Doelllo..,.,...._, _ 

--------.. ~-? 
2. PINN~•-t>,an---, --IOllo-ln 
_,.,.o,plic:art,._IOllo-llllllo--lnllolllqt.-lorETC 
~-lho-lo---no.1.-... ..-. 

-,-ldt>,a-14,1'97. Uponrocoiplol9"1-. ...... _i,, 
•ta11-lho.-wa11e_1or_t>,lho-. _.,..,., --to---. 
Pl.EASE NOT£ THAT STAFPS POSIT10N 18 THAT THE COIAl88l0II CAN ONLY MAKE 
AN ETC DESIGNATION FOR TH08E EXCtWIOES WHICH A11E LOCATED IN SOUTH 
[W(OTA. 

cc:--



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE IIATnR OF THE FILINGS BY THE 
FOLLOWING TELECOIIMUNICATIONS 
COIIPANIES FOR DEIIGNATION All 
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
CARMRS: 

VIVIAN TELEPlt0NE COMPANY 

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE. INC. 

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE 
COIIIIUflCATIONS, INC. 

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATNE ASSOCIATION, INC. 

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

IIOUNT RUINIORE TELEPHONE COIIPANY 

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COIH'ANY 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

INTERSTATE TELECOIIMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

WEST IIVER COOPERATNE TELEPHONE 
COIIPANY 

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE 
OFHEARIMG 

TCIT-4111 

TCIT-071 

TCIT-071 

TCIT-077 

TCl7-071 

TC17-0IO 

Tct7-0l1 

ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

IIIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. 

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATNE 

EAST Pl.AINI TELECOM, INC. 

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC. 

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC. 

::~y BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

SANCOM, INC. 

Tct7-0l4 

Tct7-415 

Tct7-0N 

Tct7-0l7 

Tct7-0II 

Tct7-0lt 

Tct7.-

TC97-0t2 

TC97-0t3 

TC97-0N 

Tct7-0t5 



SANBORN TEl.£Ptl0NE COOPERATIVE TCIT-GIT 

IIEREIFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO. TCIT-

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE 
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION 

RC COIIIIUNICATIONS, INC. 

SPUTROCK PROPERTIES, INC. TCIT-101 

TCSJ-102 

TRM:OUNTY TELECOM, INC. TCIT-10I 

TCIT-113 

TCIT-11• 

UMON TELEPHONE COMPANY TCIT-111 

TCIT-117 

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY Tel7-121 

IIROOKlNGS MUNICIPAL TELEPIIONE 

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. twa/A 
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. twa/A 
IICCOOK TELECOM 

WEST RIVER TELECOIIIIUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE 

IIOIIRIOGE TELECOIIIIUNICATIONS CO. 

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

THREE RIVER TELCO 

TCt7-130 

TCIT-131 

TCIT-111 

TCIT-113 

Tel7-117 

The Soulh DaluJla N>iic Utilities Convnission (Convnission) - requests from 
the above captioned tetecormu,ications companies ,-ting designation as eligible 
tetecormu,ications carritn. 

The Convnission etectronically- noliat ol the filings and the intOMll1tion 
dead!,- to interested individuals and entities. On June 27. 1997, the Commission 
- a Petition to......,__ tn:,m Dalua T""""'"1rrlr Systems. Inc. (DTS) and 
Dakota Telecom, lnc.(DTI) wi1h -to Fort -I Telephone~ (Docket 
TC97-075). On.July 15, 1997. llits~-.-ig, the Commission granted 
int8Mlntion to DTS and DTI in Docket TC97-075. No other Petitions to Intervene -,, 
filed. 

The Convnission has~ over this matter ptXSUBnt 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, 49-31-11, and 47 
u.s.c. § 214(eX1J tlYough (5). 

The i..._ at the hearing shall be as follows: (1) - the above captioned 
teleoonwnunications companies should be granted designation as eligible 
telecommunications carriers. and (2) what ser,iat antas shall be established by the 
Cormiission. 



A hearing shall be held at 1:30 P.M., on -y. -19, 1997, in Room 
412, Slalo Clpitol, Pierre, South Dakota. It shall be_, adVe<sawy ~ a>nduded 
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be praent and to be 
represented by., attorney. These rights and other due proceu rights shall be IOffeited 
d not -.:iled at the hea-ing. K you o, your representative fail to - at the lime and 
place Ml lo, the hearing, the Final Decision will be - solely on the -imony and 
evidence provided, d any, aJring the hearing o, a Final Decision may be - by..,_ 
P<,nU8n1 to SDCL 1-26-20. Mer the hearing the Conwniasion will consider all .._,.. 
--.,onythal-~ atthe'-ing. The~willlhen enler Findings 
cl Facl, Conduoions cl law, - a Final Decision~ this matler. Aa a rNUlt cl this 
hearing, the Convnission may - grant o, deny the ~ from any cl the -
captioned telecommunications companies ~ delignation • ., allglble 
telec:amu1icali amer, - the Conwnisaion lhall -ilh s«Vioe -- for eligible 
talocamu1ication amers. The Cormmion's decision may be -- by the patin 
to the - Cira.I Court and the state 5upferne Co16t • provided by law. It is lhenlfore 

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the time and place opec:ified - on 
the i- cl - the above captioned lelealmmurxalona ~ lhould be 
granted designation as eligible lelecanwnunications c:arrienl, and the Conwniasion shall 
- ilh - areas for eligible telecommunication c:arrienl. 

Pursuant to the Americ:ans wi1h Disabilities Ad, this hearing is being held in a 
physically aocosaible location. P-oonlacl the Public Utilttiet Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at --48 ln.n prior to the hearing d you have special needs ao a1a,ge,n11ots 
can be .-10 accommodate you. . ,;J 

Dated al Piarre, South Dakota, this _L day of November, 1997. 

CllffFICAff Of l8'Va 

n. ........ ....,--. ..... ____ _........,.,.. .. ~ 
_.._.. .................. ..... ......... _, ....... .,.,. ........ ... 
:=)Ik-;;;dk 
- 11/z/n 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION: 
Commissows Burg, Nelaon and 
Schoenfelder 



THE PUBLIC OTILITIBS COMMISSION 
OP THE STATE OP SOUTH DAKOTA 

------------ -----, RECEIVm 
IN THE MATTER OP THE FILINGS BY THB 
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS 

S ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS : 

6 VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPAJfY 

7 GOLDEN WEST TBLBCOMMONICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE , INC . 

VALLEY CABLE• SATELLITE 
9 COMMUNICATIONS , INC . 

10 VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPBRATIVB 
ASSOCIATES, INC . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

SIOUX VALLEY TBLBPHONB COMPANY 

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY 

PORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
15 COOPERATIVE, INC . 

16 INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC . 

17 
WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 

18 COMPANY 

19 STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

20 ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS , INC . 

21 JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

22 

23 

24 

25 

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC . 

MI DST ATE TELEPHONE COMPANY , INC . 

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE 

EAST PLAINS TELECOM INC . 

, , DEC al 1!197 
lsountDA.(OTAPWUC I UT1UTIES ':>MMISSl0II 
l TC97-06'\ , 
) TC97-069 , 
l 
) TC97-070 , 
l 
) TC97-07l 
l , 
) TC97-073 , 
) TC9'7-074 , 
) TC97-075 , 
) TC97-077 , , 
) TC97-078 , , 
) TC97 - 080 , , 
) TC97-081 , 
) TC97 • 08J , 
) TC97-084 , , 
) TC97-085 
) 

) TC97 - 086 
) 
) TC97-087 
) 
I Tr97 - 0AA 

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE 
3 COMPANY 

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO . , INC . 

5 JEPPERSON TELEPHONE CO . , INC . 

6 SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
INC . 

10 

11 

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS , INC . 

SANCOM, INC . 

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO . 

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE 
1 2 COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION 

13 RC COMMUNICATIONS , INC. 

14 SPLITROCK PROPERTIES , INC. 

1 S SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE , INC. 

16 TRI - COUNTY TELECOM, INC . 

17 FAITH MUNI CIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

18 ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

1 9 
BRIDGEWATER- CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT 

2 0 TELEPHONE COMPANY 

2 1 UN ION TELEPHONE COMPANY 

22 MC COOK COOPERATI VE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

23 

2 4 

25 

KA DOKA TEL EPH ONE COMPANY 

BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE 

HANSON COMMUN I COAT IONS INC . OIBIA 

) TC97-0B9 , 
) TC97-D90 , , 
) TC97 - 092 , 
I TC97 - 093 , 
) TC97-094 
) , 
) TC97-095 
I 
) TC97-096 , 
) TC97-097 , 
) TC97 - 098 
I 
) TC97 - 099 
) 
) 

) TC97-100 
) 

) TC97 - 101 
) 

) TC97 - 102 
) 

) TC97 - l05 
) 

) TC97 -1 08 
) 

) TC97 - 113 
) 

) 

) TC97 - 114 
) 

) 

) TC97-11S 
) 

) TC97 - 117 
) 

) 

I TC9 7 - 121 
) 

) TC97-U5 
) 

' TC97 - 130 



1 HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

2 HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC., D/B/A 
MCCOOi< TELECOM 

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE 

5 MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. 

6 0 S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC . 

7 THREE RIVER TELCO 

TC97-131 

TC97-154 

TC97-155 

TC97-163 

TC97-167 

10 

11 

HEARD BBFORB THI PYRLIC YTILITIIS COMMISSION 

12 PBOC&BPJNGS· 

l3 

14 

15 

16 

17 

PUC COMMISSION· 

18 COMMISSION STAFF 
~ 

November 19, 1997 
1 : 30 P.M . 
Room 412, Capitol Building 
Pierre, South Dakota 

Jim Burg, Chairman 
Laska Schoenfelder, Commiaaioner 
Pam Nelson, Commiaaioner 

R~layne Ailt ■ Wiest 
C1,mron Hoseck 
1C.aren Cremer 
HarlAn Beat 
Bob Knadle 
Gregory A. Rialov 
David Jacobaon 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
Reported by : Lori J. Grode, RMR 

For us West : 

A P P E A B A N C B S 

William P . Heaston 
1801 California Street 
Suite s100 
Denver, CO 80202 

and 

Tamara A . Wilka 
P.O. Box 5015 
Sioux Fall& , SO 57117-5015 

Richard D. Coit 
P.O . Box 57 

9 For SDITC : 

10 Pierre, SD 57501 E , Solomon 

11 

12 For Ft . Randall: 

13 

Darla Pollman Rogers 
P . O. Box 89 
Onida, so 57564 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Don Lee 
Bill Hauge n, Jr . 
Bob Barfield 
Harlan Best 
Jon Lehner 
Harlan Best 

N P E X 

12 
46 
52 
54 
67 
86 



LR O C § E PINGS. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Okay . We'll go ahead and get 

3 started . I'll begin the hearing for the docket• 

relating to the eligible telecommun i cation• carriers 

S des i gnation . The time ie approximately 1 : 50 . The date 

i s November 19, 1997 ; and the location of the hearing 

i s Room 412, State Capitol , Pierre, South Dakota . 

I am Jim Burg, Commiaaion Chairman . 

9 Commisaionera Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are 

10 also present . I ' m presiding over thia hearing . The 

11 hearing was noticed pursuant to the Commiaaion'a Order 

12 For and Notice of Hearing iasued November 7, 1997 . 

13 The iasuea at this hearing ahall be aa 

14 follows : One, whether the requeating 

15 telecommunications company ahould be granted 

16 designation aa e l igible telecommunication• carriers; 

17 

18 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

2 3 

and , two, what service areaa shall be eatabliahed by 

the Commission . 
All partie» have the right to be present and 

~o be represented by an attorney . All peraon• ao 

testifying will be sworn in and aubject to 

cross-examination by the partiea . The Commiaaion'a 

final decision may be appealed by the parties to the 

24 State Circuit Court and the State supreme court . 

25 
Rolayne Wiest will act aa commiaeion 

1 counsel . Sh 2 e may provide recommended ruling ■ on 

procedural and evidentiary matters . The Commiasion may 

overrule its counsel ' s preliminary h rulings throughout 

t e hearing . If not ov l erru ed, the preliminary ruling■ 

5 will become final . 

At this time I'll 
7 the hear ing. turn it over to Rolayne for 

MS . WIEST: I'll take appearances of the 
9 parties . Rich, who do you represent? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

MR . COIT : I ' m here today representing all of 

the SDITC member 
recently applied companies, and also Kadoka wh i ch has 

for membership with 
And Darla Rogers the coal i tion . 

is here repreeent i ng some companies , 

for the record which and I guess she could ind i cate 

ones s he's represent i ng . 

MS. ROGERS : 
Stockholm - Strandburg; I ' m here represent i ng Valley ; 

d Golden West , including Viv i an ; 

a n Sully Buttes and Venture . 

MS . WIEST, Could you repeat those aga i n? 

Valley , Stockholm - Strandburg , Vivian , Golden West . 

MS . ROGERS : G olden West, Sully Buttes and 
Venture . 

MS . WIEST : us West . 

MR . HEASTON , Bi 
for US 11 Heaston and Tammy Wilka 

West Communicat i ons . 



MS . CREMER : Karen Cremer, commiaaion ataff. 

MR . HOSECK : Camron Hoseck, Commiaaion 

staff . 
MS. WIEST : we have had a request to take one 

s of these dockets first and that's TC97•075. Do any of 

the parties want to make an opening statement before we 

7 begin? 

Why don't you proceed with 075 then . 

MR . COIT : sure, that • • fine. I really don ' t 

10 have an opening statement . There are a couple of 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1S 

16 

17 

18 

1 9 

2 0 

21 

2 2 

23 

24 

2s 

exhibit• that we would like to admit . And I underatanC 

there's also been aome letters aent to the Commiaaion 

that we would like to admit into the record aa evidence 

on the ETC questions . And that would be Exhibit Nuaber 

1, which is the application of Port Randall for ETC 

designation, and Exhibit No . 2, which ia the reaponae 

of Fort Randall to~ data requeat from staff, dated, 

believe, October lat . And there are two letter ■. 

don ' t know if we· ve marked thoae yet . 

(EXHIBITS NO . 3 and 4 WERE MARKED POR 

IDENTIFICATION. I 

MR, COIT : There are two other exhibits that 

have been marked Exhibit No . 3. Kathy Marmet, ia that 

the letter of Dakota or ia Exhibit 3 the letter . 

MS . MARMET : Exhibit 3 ia the letter of 

1 Dakota . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1S 

16 

1 7 

1 8 

1 9 

2 0 

2 1 

2 2 

23 

24 

2S 

MR . COIT, So the Exhibit 3 ia the letter 

from Robert Marmet to the Commiaaion, and Exhibit 4 is 

a letter from Mike Bradley to the Commission . 

MS. WIEST : What • • the date of that letter, 

the letter from Bradley? 

MR . COIT, November 18th. 

MS . WIEST, Becauae I have one dated November 

18th and one the 19th . 

MR . COIT : I think 80 . Ia that right, 

Exhibit 3, i s that the 19th? Okay. 1 had• letter 

that was dated yesterday , but the ones we have marked 

for admission today, I believe both the letters are 

dated the 19th, November 19th . 

HS . WIEST : 

dated the 19 th ? 

So the letter from Mr . Bradley is 

HR . COIT : Yes . Sorry about that . 

MS . WI EST : And that's Exhib i t 4 . 

MR . COI T : I don't know why the y "re dated 

The 1 9th i s the one we're seeking d i f f erent l y. 

admi ssion on, I believe . Yea , they ident i cal 80 

seek i ng adm i ss i on of the 19th letter . 

are 

we• re 

MS . WI ES T: I h t ink they " re not exactly 

i denti cal bu t we'll go with the 19th . Cou l d I see the 

letter from Dakot a ? I don ' t believe we got c opies of 



1 that one . (Pause . ) So at thi ■ time are you offer i ng 

2 Exhibit• l, 2, 3 and 4? 

MR . COIT: Yea, that's correct . 

MS . WIEST : Ia there any objection to thoae 

s exhibits being admitted? If not , 1 , 2, 3 and 4 have 

6 been adm i tted in TC97 - O7 5. Then at thia time would 

7 aak if any of the partiea have any queationa pertainins 

8 to TC97-075, including the Commiaaionera? 

The only question I would have, Rich, ia on 

10 the response to the data requeat, Exhibit 2. And the 

11 f i rst question it talka about aingle party service . 

12 guess it'• not absolutely clear that it'• available to 

13 all the customers the way that the atatement ia written 

1 4 and answered. 

15 MR . COIT : Oh, because they ■ aid doea the 

16 abov e- referenced company have th i s service . 

l 7 

18 

HS. WIEST: Right . 

HR . COIT : ~•ah , I gue•• that i• correct . 

19 And I am not here today to serve aa a witne•• · 

20 

21 

MS . WIEST : No . 

MR. COIT : If that • a a concern that you feel 

22 you need addresaed , and I hate to •ay thi•, but I wa• 

23 led to believe that if there were eome queat i on• on 

24 appl i cations and there waa not a witne•• here to an•wer 

2s that, those questions could be dealt with between now 

l O 

1 and December 2nd . There are witneaaea here today for 

some of the other applications, but there ia not a 

3 wi tneaa here today with respect to Fort Randall ' ■ 

application . 

MS. WIEST : The only other thing I would 

suggest ia that perhaps the Commiaaion could just have 

7 i t clarified by another aff i davit from the person . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: We could approve it on the 

9 basis of that clarification . 

10 MS . WIEST : A late • filed exhib i t just 

11 clarifying that s i nce we are tak i ng affidavits from the 

12 wi tnesses on other issues . 

13 

14 

MR . COIT : l apprec i ate that opt i on . 

MS. WIEST : Otherwise , are ther e any other 

1 5 quest ions r e lating to 075? 

16 

17 

CHA I RMAN BURG: Can we make bench dec i s i ons? 

MS . WIEST : Staff wi ll have someth i ng too . 

18 The y' ll have test i mony on all of the cases. Does staff 

1 9 wan t to go now , or do yo u want to go at t he very e nd ? 

2 0 HR . HOS ECK: Ori g i nally we had p l anne d t o go 

21 after the appl i ca n ts had. 

22 

2 3 

MS. WIEST : All t he appl ican t s ? 

HR . HOSECK : Yes . And i f these are treat e d 

24 en mass or someth i ng f airly close to that, then we 

25 would be prepared t o put on our case in a similar 
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1 manner . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : That' ■ fine . 

MS . WIEST : Let's just go through them and 

then we'll have Harlan•• the witne••· Let'• go back 

s to TC97-068. Doea anyone have any que ■tiona on 

6 TC97-068? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Juat a clarification. What 

e data request reaponae ia this? 

MS . WIEST: Yea . That would be in that 

10 packet . 

11 MR. COIT : ta there a chance that we could 

12 consider or deal with the ■e en ma■■•• Mr. Ho■eek ha ■ 

13 indicated or auggeated? 

14 MS . WIEST : I'd r ather not just becau■ e on a 

15 few of them I have a couple queationa on some of thee. 

16 MR . COIT : Okay . Should I go ahead and 

1 7 introduce the exhib ic a ? 

18 

19 

MS . WIEST: Yea. 

MR . COIT : With respect to Docket TC97-068 

20 there are two exhibits. Exhibit No . 1 is the actual 

21 ETC reque ■ t filed by Vivian Telephone Company. And 

22 Exhibit No . 2 is the response of Vivian Telephone 

23 company to a data request from Commia ■ ion ■ taff . We 

24 would move the admission of those exhibits . I do not 

25 have the date ■ . I don ' t have them here with me . 

12 

l Okay . Yeah, the date on the Exhibit No . l ia 6-1997 , 

2 and the date on the re ■ pon■ e to the data reque ■ t i ■ 

10-14-97 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: 6-9; right, not 6-19? 

6-9, excuse me . 

MS . WI EST: Okay . I• there any objection to 

7 admitting Exhibits land 2 in 068? If not, they've 

8 been admitted . Again , Rich, on Exhibit 2, the firat 

9 quest ion , it says we provide single party service 

10 throughout . I guess I'll assume that means all 

11 cuatomers? 

12 MR . COIT: I would call Don Lee . Don Lee is 

13 here representing Vivian aa well as some of the other 

14 companies . Don Lee , do you want to take a seat? 

lS 

16 

17 

DOM LSS, 

called as a witness , being first dul y sworn, 

was exam ined and test ifi ed as follows : 

18 DIRECT EXAMINATION 

19 BY MR . COIT: 

20 Q. Could you respond to Comm i ss ion counsel 's 

21 question , please? 

22 A. Yes. The answer to your question is, yea, it 

23 does indicate that they provide service private line 

24 th roughout the study area. 

25 MS . WIEST: Single party to all c ustomers? 
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It's available to all customer•? 

A- Right. 

MS . WIEST : Thank you . That's the only 

question I have . Does anybody else have any queationa 

for this witness for 068? If not, thank you. 1 did 

6 admit Exhibit 1 and 2 . 069 . 

MR. COIT : We would move the admiaaion of 

8 Exhibits No . 1 and 2 in 069, and that i ■ an ETC request 

9 or application dated 6-9-97 and re ■pon■e to a ataff 

10 data request dated 10-lt-97 . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

MS. WIEST : Any objection? If not, they've 

been admitted. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBHFBLDER : Excuse me, I do 

not have the data request up here with me for aome 

reason . I'm sorry about this, but I need to go back 

and ask Mr . Lee about the Lifeline, Link Up. 1 think 

was that covered in the data requeat? I'm ■ orry to be 

behind the eight ball , but I did not have that and ■o 

need to know whether tnia company is doing Lifeline, 

Link Up now or whether you need to -- whether you 

intend to have that implemented by 1-1? 

A . You ' re referring to the Vivian Telephone 

company? 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Yeah, Vivian ia 

what we're doing now . 

14 

A. Vivian Telephone Company does provide 

2 Lifeline and Link Up throughout it ■ system with the 

exception of the Vivian Exchange, and they anticipate 

prov i ding it in the Vivian Exchange by January 1 , 

1998. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : But anticipated 

7 and doing it are two different things . And I think I'm 

8 going t o have to be aaaured that you ' re 
9 do it or that either going to 

you're going to ask for something from 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

us . 

by 

A. Do you want a commitment that we will do it 

that date ? 

one 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: of I think that's 

the requ i rements, if I'm reading 
A. Yeah. the Act right. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And I think 

that's impo rtant that we have that on the rec o rd. 

A. Certainly , Comm i ssioner . The answer is , 

they are comm i tted to prov iding it by 1 -1- 1998 . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFEL~ER ·. Thank you . 

yea, 

one on 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Just a question , a general 

that . On the tol l , what do we call it toll 

control? Do we need a atatem~nt on those, 

request for a wa iver ? 

too , or a 

MS . WIEST: They did actually request wa i vers 
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in their original application■ . 

MR . COIT : I wa ■ at the concluaion of going 

3 through , I gueaa, the queationa and so forth , 1 waa 

basically - - before the commiaaion act• on any of 

s these, going to restate the requeat . But if the 

6 Commission has question■ of Mr . Lee with reapact to 

7 certain aspects of providing it. I would -- yeah, I 

e would suggest you go ahead and aak it. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : No, I don"t have a problem a ■ 

10 long•• we know all of them that•• going to apply to . 

ll In other words, if it applie• to every one of them, 

12 then the statement at the end aaying it appliea on all 

13 of them is adequate for me . Or if you have aome that 

14 already could do the toll control, we need to know 

15 that . I doubt if there are any at this t.ime . 

16 MR. COIT : No , we don't . And the waiver, 

17 request is included in all the application• : But just 

18 to make aure it was ruled on, I was intending on 

19 bringing it up again at the end. 

20 

21 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Okay . That's fine with me . 

MS . WIEST : Any other queationa of this 

22 witness regarding 068 and 069? If not, we will go to 

23 TC97-070 . 

24 MR. COIT : Again, I would move for the 

25 admission of two exhibit• in TC97-070, and that ia the 

16 

1 ETC application or request dated 6·10 - 97 and responae 

to ataff•a data request dated 10-97. 

MS . W!EST : Any objection? If not, Exhibits 

1 and 2 have been admitted . Are there any queations 

5 ~ , th regard to this docket? If not , let's go to 

MR . COIT : We would move for the admiss i on of 

8 Exhib i ts No . 1 and 2, request for ETC status dated 

9 6 - 10-97 and response to data request of staff dated 

ll MS. WIEST : Any objection to Exhibits 1 and 

12 2 ? If not, they ' ve been admitted . Are there any 

13 questions regarding TC97-071? If not, we will go to 

14 TC97-073. 

15 MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of 

16 Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6 - 11 - 97 a nd Exh i bit 

1 7 No. 2, response to staff data request dated 10-14-97 . 

18 MS. WIEST : Any objections to Exhibits land 

19 2 being admitted? If not, they have bee n admitted. 

20 Any questions regard i ng 073? 

21 MR. COIT: I would note that Dennis Law, who 

22 is the current manager of Sioux Valley Telephone 

23 Company, is available if the Commissioners have any 

24 questions . 

2S MS . WIEST: Any questions? If not , we'll go 
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to TC97 - 074. 

MR . COIT : we would move for the admiaaion of 

3 Exhibit No . 1, which ia the ETC request dated 6-12-97 

and Exhibit No . 2, reaponae to staff data requeat dated 

MS . WIEST: Are there any objections? If 

7 not, 1 and 2 have been admitted . Are there any 

8 questions concerning 074? I have the same queation on 

this one , 

10 one. 

11 

12 

13 

14 filed . 

15 

Rich , with reapect to the data requeat number 

MR . COIT : Would an affidavit be adequate? 

MS . WIEST : Yeah, a■ far•• all cuatomera. 

MR . COIT : Okay. I will make aura that get ■ 

MS . WIEST : Any questions on 074? If not, 

1 6 let's go to TC97 - 077. 

17 MR . COIT : we would move for the admiaaion of 

18 Exhibit No . 1, which ill the ETC requeat and that' ■ 

19 dated 6-13-97. Also move for admiaaion of Exhibit No. 

20 2, which is a response to data request dated 10-9-97 . 

21 And there is also an Exhibit No . 3 in this docket , a 

22 supplemental response to staff data request. It's 

23 dated 10 -2 8-97 . We move the admission of all three 

24 exh i bits . 

25 MS. WIEST : Any objection? If not, those [__ _____________ ___.J 

1 three exhibits have been admitted . Are there any 

2 question■ regarding thia docket? 

18 

MR . COIT: I believe Mr. Lee is representing 

ITC today aa well? 

MR . LEE: That's right . 

MS . WIEST: Okay . Let's go to TC97-078 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the adm i ssion of 

8 Exhib i t No . 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-13-97 

9 and move for the admission of Exhibit No . 2, which is 

10 response to staff data request dated 10-9 - 97 . 

11 MS . WIEST : Any objection to those exhibits? 

12 If not, they ' ve bee n admitted . Any questions 

13 concerning th is docket? Let's go to TC97-0BO. 

14 MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

15 Exhibit No . 1, wh ich is the ETC request dated 6 - 16-97, 

16 and also move for admission of response to staff data 

17 request Exhibit No. 2, which is dated 10-14-97 . 

18 MS . WI EST : Any objection to Exhibits land 

19 2? If not, they've been admitted. Any quest i ons 

20 rega rdi ng th is docket? If not , let's move to 

21 

22 

TC97-081. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC 

23 request dated 6-16-97 , which is Exhibit No . 1, and also 

24 Exh ibi t No. 2 , response to staff data request, dated 

25 10-15-97 . 
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MS. WIEST : Are there any objections to 1 and 

2 2? If not, they've been admitted. Any queation• 

regarding this docket? so, Rich, with re ■pect to thi• 

4 
one, you will be aeking at the end about the waiver fo:1 

5 
the single party and all the other waiver&; ia that 

right? 

MR . COIT : ts there a waiver request in the 

e Stateline on the single party isaue? 

10 

11 

MS . WIEST : Yea . 

MR . COIT: I waan•t aware of that. 

understood there were some companiea that had purchaaec 

us west exchange ■ that were ■ till in the proce■■ of 

13 converting some party line ■ . But, yes , if they need a 

l4 waiver , I guess so. I ' ll renew that requeat. I don't 

lS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

have any factual information I can provide . I don't 

believe, Mr . Lee, are you here representing Stateline? 

MR . LEE: I am . And in conver ■ation ■ with 

Stateline management ·;1eaterday , they indicated that 

they would likely need a waiver requeat until March, 

2 0 April time frame when they can finish the conatruction 

21 to provide all one party service. 

22 MS . WIEST : And in their application they're 

23 actually asking for a one-year waiver ; correct? 

24 MR. LEE : But they're willing to ahorten it 

2S up . 

20 

MS . WIEST, 

2 waiver until June? 

So you probably just need a 

MR. LEE : That would be adequate. 

MS . WIEST: June lat? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we need to act on the 

6 waivers now? 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Do you want a 

8 motion on the waiver now? 

MS. WIEST: Let ' s talk about that . The thing 

10 is that all of these, I believe , are going to also need 

11 

12 

a motion on the wa i vers for the one year on the toll 

control, and we haven't been doing any of those motions 

13 at this time . 

14 

lS 

16 

17 

18 

CHAIRMAN BURG: We have to take each of those 

separat e mot i ons , do you think, at the end for the toll 

control? 

MS. WIEST : Yes . If we want to go --

MR . COI T: 

19 start doing wa i vers . 

We could pick i t up here now and 

That might be the easiest way . 

20 CHAIRMAN BURG : If we got to go through each 

2 1 o ne. 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

MR . COI T: Rule on them as you go through . 

CHA I RMAN BURG : Easier than going back. 

MS . WIEST: Okay . For 081 wi th respect to 

the wa i ver unt i l June 1st, 1998 , concerning single 
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1 party service to all cuatomer ■, and the aecond waiver 

2 on toll control for one year -- one year from what 

3 date , Rich? 

MR, COIT : I think I would guess that that 

s would be from the date of the order. 

MS. WIEST , Okay. 

MR . COIT : On the toll control? You're 

speaking to the toll control; correct? 

MS . WIEST: Yea, toll control. 

10 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a queatio1 

ll as long as we're talking about the waiver• both on toll 

12 control and on the single party aervice. A• long•• 

13 you're asking for waiver■, let' ■ make sure it' ■ done 

14 properly and that we • re not back here in two month• 

1s asking for more waivers . I would hate to go through 

16 this process, or would not like to go through thi ■ 

11 process again . I think we need to be accurate when 

18 we ' re doing it . I al•~ have a que ■tion about what 

19 meets the requirements of the Act? How much of a 

20 waiver can we give? I don't know as I know the an■wer 

21 to that. 

22 MS . WIEST: Right . The time actually in the 

23 FCC Order is not specified . But it doee ■ay in 

24 paragraph 89 , I believe , that the Commi ■■ ion must, upon 

2s a finding of exceptional circum■tances, you can make a 

22 

1 waiver for eingle party eervice• for a ■ pecified period 

2 of time . And alao on the toll limitation the company 

3 must alao ■ how exceptional circumetances exiet and need 

for additional time to upgrade. They should have to 

5 show individual hardehip, ind i vidualized hardship or 

inequity warrants additional time to comply and that 

7 would better serve the public interest that is in 

8 strict adherence to the time period and it should 

9 extend only ae long•• the exceptional circumstances 

10 exist . 

ll MR. COIT: I would note that in the 

12 applications, while we've requested a year, we've alao 

13 indicated that within that period of time we would file 

14 some information wi th the Commission indicating, you 

15 know , when the capability is available . If the 

16 Comm i ssion -- what we have -- and Mr . Lee , I think, can 

17 answer some questions in the area of toll control that 

18 I can 't answer . But we ' r e faced with a sit uation today 

19 where the capab ili t ie s are just not available. If a 

20 year is too long, you know, from our perspective we 

21 really didn't know whe n i t would be available and 

22 that ' s why we requested a year. But if there ' s better 

23 information on that , maybe the t i me period can be 

24 different. But right now we really don't know when the 

25 capability is going to be available. 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENPELDBR: I hate to belabor 

2 the point, and I know everyone want• to get through 

this , but to me it ' s very important that we do it 

right . And so i f it mean■ that we need to answer the 

5 question when we grant these waivers and we send theae , 

6 or you send them on to the FCC , we need to be sure that 

7 you have spelled out why these companies -- at leaat 

8 this is what I'm understanding -- why theae coapaniea 

9 can't do toll control and why it'• going to take that 

10 long of a period of time to do aingle party service . 

11 And ao I think that should be in the application 

12 somewhere , or at least in our motion•• we approve it, 

13 or we should have something on the record to aupport 

14 where we're going . 

15 MS. WIEST : They do explain the reaaona in 

16 the i r application , their original application, with 

17 respect to toll control . 

18 

19 

COMMISSIONEK SCHOBNFELDBR , Okay. 

MS. WIEST ~ ~ut if there are any further 

20 questions that the Commission would like to ask at thi• 

21 time, if you need more information on that , we could de 

22 that now . 

23 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I would like to 

24 know - - and this probably isn't true of all companiea. 

25 But of the ones you're teatifying for at least, 

24 

1 Mr . Lee , where they ' re at in deploying the technology 

that we need to do the•e two thing• and what kind of 

3 delaya you might expect . Becauae I don't want thi ■ to 

not go forward the way that it ' s been perceived that it 

should go forward . 

MR . LEE : Sure . Okay . I might respond t o 

that in general; and then if there are specific 

e questions, I'd be happy to do that . But the issue of 

toll limitation , which I believe under the FCC ' & 

10 description i dent i f ie s a toll restriction and a toll 

11 control, and t he i ssue at hand is in the toll control , 

1 2 which my u nderstand i ng is to i ndica t e that the end uaer 

13 subscriber i s to be able to control the amount of its 

14 monthly bi l l , at whic h t i me a restriction automatically 

15 k i cks i n a nd d i sallows access to the long distance 

16 network . To my knowledge , there is no sw i tch vendor in 

1 7 t he Un i ted States today who provides that capabil i ty 

18 wit h i n its sw i tch . I know that the vendors are working 

19 on i t . I cou l d not s i t here with a clear conscience 

2 0 and i nd i cate tha t on X date that I wou l d expect it will 

2 1 be available . Given my honest opinion, I would doubt 

2 2 that i t's a v a i lable t o the general populat i on within a 

23 year ' s t i me period . And therein is the reason I 

24 believe that SDI TC members ask for the one-year period 

25 because we don 't an t ic i pate i t being available . 
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The second or alternative to that i ■ a 

software provisioning of toll control. And , again, to 

3 my knowledge, there ia no interface between a ■ oftware 

system and a ■witch that ha ■ that capability . 

Primar i ly because it would take real time rating of• 

6 customer's usage ; and becauae the cuatomer control 

switch interexchange carrier it' ■ chooaing, there are a 

e myriad of optional call plans and rate structures that 

9 would be applied . And, to my knowledge , there juat i ■ 

10 no technology, nor software, available to carry out 

11 that program . 

12 COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLDBR: And if I recall 

13 right , it doesn't -- it'• not permiaaive, one or the 

14 other . You really to need to do all of the above. 

15 

16 

MR. LEE : It include• both , that • • correct . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I believe aome 

17 companies have asked the FCC for clarification, that 

18 sort of thing . ~~ d as far as I know, you might have 

19 better information than I do that that deciaion ha• not 

20 been handed down by the FCC. 

21 MR . LEE : A, I doubt I have better 

22 information; and, B. I agree it ha• not been handed 

23 down, to my knowledge. There ia that clarification 

24 procedure request in front of the FCC. 

25 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER , Okay . 

26 

CHAIRMAN BURG : To my knowledge , everybody 

2 can offer toll limitation ; right, from what we've had 

3 to get a general statement? 

MR . LEE : I'm going to define aa toll 

restriction, if I can, instead of toll limitation, yea . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Toll blocking is what I 

7 mean . Everybody can offer that? 

MR . LEE: To my knowledge , that's a true 

statement . 

10 CHAIRMAN BURG : And I gueaa 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 i mplying 

13 it or even putting i t into here . I think it aatiafiee 

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

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

16 this t ime it appears it should . So I don ' t see this 

17 point to me in making it a shorter limit because I 

18 don ' t think it will interfere with the ETC 

19 establishment . 

20 MR . LEE : I would agree wit h that and then 

21 would point out i n the application s the companies have 

22 indicated that they wi l l investigate and will work with 

23 their switch vendors so that when it does become 

24 ava il able , they're wil l ing to implement it . I think 

25 that the telephone companies feel that once it becomes 
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1 available , it ia in the public interest and would be 

l very supportive of that concept . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : With that I'll move that we 

t grant the one-year waiver on toll -- what is it 

5 called? Toll limitation? Toll control? 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd ■econd. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I'm going to 

8 concur with that as long aa the motion i ■ understood 

9 that there will be aome formal way to limit toll for 

10 these customers just ■ o that everybody understand• the 

11 motion. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I think in every application 

you agreed that you can do toll restriction --

MR . LEE: Right , 

CHAIRMAN BURG: if 1 remember reading the 

applications, and that to me 1• aatiafactory . 

MR. LEE: Thank you. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do you want them aa a 

separate motion? Okay . I'll alao move -- which one do 

we need on this one? 

MS. WIEST : The aingle party aervice until 

June lat. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant a 

waiver in TC97-081 in the aingle party requirement 

until June 1, 1998 . 

28 

COMMISSIONER NELSON, I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST: Any other questions in 081? 

4 you want to go back now? 

Do 

CHAIRMAN BURG: 

and get these others. 

It might be easier to go back 

MR . COIT : Whatever. 

MS. WIEST : We ' ll go back to 068, and the 

9 motion in 068 will be for the one-year waiver on toll 

10 control . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG: 

wa ive r of to ll control in 

I'll move that we grant the 

TC97 - 075. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST : 068 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the toll 

-- I mean I'll move we grant the waiver for toll 

limitation. 

HS . WIEST: To ll control. I'm sorry , we have 

to be accurate because what the FCC did is they call it 

combined toll control and toll blocking as toll 

limitation. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver 

for toll control in TC97-068. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 



COMMISSIONBR SCHOBNPBLDER: Concur . 

MS. WIEST : For one year? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yea. 

MS . WIEST : 069. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll keep making them. 
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I'll 

6 
move we grant the toll control waiver in TC97-069 for 

7 one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST: 070 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant toll 
10 

11 

12 
control in TC97-070 for one year, the waiver for one 

13 year. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 control, 

19 one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST : 171. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I• 11 move that we grant toll 

the waiver for toll control, in TC97-071 for 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS. WIEST : 073 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the waiver 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

for toll control in TC97•073 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 

10 

11 

12 

13 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOBNFBLDER: Concur . 

MS. WIEST , 07'. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I ' ll move we grant the waiver 

for toll control in TC97-074 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: 077 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' 11 move we grant the waiver 

for toll control in TC97 - 077 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST : 078. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the waiver 

14 for toll control in TC97-078 for one year . 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: 080. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : And I'll move we grant the 

waiver for toll control in TC97-080 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : We did 81 ; right, and we are 

23 done with 81 . 

24 MS . WIEST : Any further questions on 081? 

25 083, TC97 - 083 . 
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MR . COIT : we would move for the admi ■aion of 

2 the ETC request filed by Accent. dated 6-17-97, and 

3 Exhibit No . 2, the reapon ■e to ataff data requeat which 

MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, 1 and 

6 have been admitted . Any queation■ regarding 083? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the toll, 

8 the waiver for toll control in TC97-083 for one year . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNFELDBR : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97-084 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the admiaaion of the 

ETC requeat dated 6-17-97, which ia marked Bxbibit Ho . 

1, and we move for the admi ■aion of Exhibit No. 2, th• 

response to staff data reque ■ t dated 10-8 - 97 . 

MS. WIEST: Are there any objection■ ? If 

not, they've been admitted , 

CHA!~M~N BURG : I ' ll move we grant the waiver 

for toll control in TC97•084 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : 1•11 concur . 

Doe• thia have a single party queation on thia one? 

MS . WIEST : No . They ■ aid in their original 

application that they are offering aingle party aervice 

to all conaumera . 

it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNFBLDBR, 

Sorry . Jamee Valley; right? 
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I got a eticky on 

MS. WIEST: I believe in their •• okay . 

4 Yeah, that was Bob • • question . And the reaaon he had 

the queation ia it waa actually in the original 

6 application. So if you look at the original 

7 application on page two, under question number three, 

that they provide single party service to 

9 all consumers in their ■ervice area . 

8 they do state 

Number four down 

10 on that list . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

2 3 

24 

25 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay. 

MS. WIEST : Thank you. Okay. Let's go to 

TC97•085. 

MR . COIT: We move for admitting of Exhibit 

No. 1, the ETC request , dated 6·17 • 97, and Exhibit No . 

2, the res ponse to staff data request dated 10·10 · 97. 

MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they've 

been adm i tted . I have the same question here with 

respect to q uestion number one. 

MR. COIT : Hr . Benton is available to respond 

to questions , I bel i eve . Is this Heartland? Right? 

Or , Don , can you respond to any ques tions? 

MR . LEE : Mark has asked me to respond on hia 

behalf, which will be Heartland Communications, and 

they are offering all single . 
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MS. WIEST: Single party waa offered to all 

2 customers? Any other question• concerning this 

3 docket? I• there a motion? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant the 

5 waiver for toll control to TC97-089 for one year . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I' d ■ econd it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : concur. 

MS . WIEST : 085, I believe. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Excuse me , es. 

MS . WIEST: TC97-086. 

MR. COIT : 

request, Exhibit No . 

we move for the admi ■■ ion of ETC 

1, dated 6-17-97, and re ■pon■e to 

Exhibit No . 2, which ia dated staff data 

10 - 10-97 , 

have been 

that, Mr. 

requests, 

MS. WIEST: 

admitted . 

Lee? 

MR . ?.~E: 

Any objection ■ ? If not, they 

same queation , can you an■ver 

I ' m ■orry , t don 't have the 

19 associated compan i es wi th the exhibit number• . Which 

20 company are we referring to? 

21 

22 

MR . COIT : Midatate. 

MR . LEE : They are currently all private line 

23 services . 

24 

25 

MR . COIT : Single party; correct? 

MS. WIEST: Single party to all cu■tomer■ ? 

MR . LEE: Correct . 

MS . WIEST : Any other question■ in thi• 

3 docket? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I' 11 move we grant the toll 

5 control waiver i n TC97-086 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97 - 087 . 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of 

10 Exhib i t No. 1, ETC request , dated 6-17-97 , and Exhibit 

11 No. 2 , response to staff data reques t ., dated 10-16-97 . 

12 MS. WIEST : Any objections ? If not, Exhibit ■ 

13 1 and 2 have been admitted. 

14 CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant toll 

15 cont r o l waiver i n TC97-087 for one year . 

16 

17 

1 8 

COMMIS SI ONER NELSON: l ' d second it . 

COMMISSIONE R SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WI EST : Again , I ' d have a quest i on on 

19 thi s one, Rich. 

20 

21 wel l. 

22 

MR . COIT: Mr . Lee i s representing Bal ti c as 

MR . LEE : Ba lti c is currently all private 

23 l i ne . I ' m sorry , single party. I should use the r ight 

24 term , single party service . 

25 MS . WIEST: To all cu stomers? 
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MR . LEE : Correct . 

MS. WIEST: Thank you . TC97-088 . 

MR. COIT : we move for the admi ■■,ion of 

4 Exhibit No. 1, ETC reque ■ t dated 6-17-97 , and re ■pon■e 

s to ataff data request, which ie Exhibit No. 2, which i ■ 

6 dated 10-17-97 . 

MS . WIEST : Any objectionai If not, Exhibit ■ 

a 1 and 2 have been admitted . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

10 on toll control in TC97-088 for one year. 

11 

12 

13 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd ■econd it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNFBLDBR : concur . 

MS . WIEST : Can you an ■wer my question on 

14 this one, Mr . Lee? 

15 

16 

17 

18 service. 

19 

20 

21 

MR . LEE : company name, pleaae? 

MS . WIEST : Eaat Plaine . 

MR . LEE: Currently i ■ all aingle party 

MS . WIEST: Thank you. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-089 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the admiaaion of 

22 Exhibit No. 1, vhieh ia the ETC reque•t dated 6-17-97, 

23 and the admission of Exhibit No . 2, which i• a reapon•• 

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

25 MS . WIEST : Any objection•? If not, they ' ve 
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1 been admitted. Same question. 

MR . COIT : I don't believe that Mr . Lee ie 

3 here repreeenting Western today . What did they aay in 

the reaponee? 

MS. WIEST : They said Western Telephone 

6 offers single party service . My question is do they 

7 offer to every customer again? 

10 

MR . COIT : Well 

MS. WIEST : Can you do a late - filed on that? 

MR. COIT: We can do an affidavit on that 

11 one, I guess . 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move ve grant a waiver 

13 on toll control for TC97-089 for one year . 

14 

15 

16 

17 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : Okay. Let ' s go on to TC97 - 090 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

18 Exhib i t No. l, which is the ETC request dated 6 - 17 - 97, 

19 and Exhibit No . 2, which is the response to staff data 

20 request dated 10·24 •9 7 . 

21 MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not , they've 

22 be e n adm i tted . Any questions concerning this docket? 

23 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant a 

24 waiver on tol l control in TC97 - 090 for one year . 

25 COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second it. 



COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST, TC97-092. 

MR . COIT : we move for the admiaaion of 
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Exhibit No . 1, whi ch i• the ETC requeat of Kennebec 

5 Telephone company dated 6-18 • 97, and move for the 

6 admission of Exhibit No . 2, which ia the reaponae to 

7 staff data request dated 10 - 10-97 . And I would note 

8 that Mr . Rod Bauer is here to reapond to any questions 

9 that the Commissioners or ataff may have concerning 

10 their request. 

11 
MS. WIEST : Any question• concerning thia 

12 docket? If not , do you have• ■otion? 

13 

1 4 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Did we ad■it both those? 

MS . WIEST : I'm aorry, I did not . I will 

15 admit Exh i bit Number• land 2 . 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant a 

wa ive r on toll control in TC97-092 for one year . 

COM~raSIONER NELSON : I ' d aecond it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-093 . 

MR . COIT: We would move for the admiaaion of 

Exhibit No . 1 , which ia the ETC requeat of Jefferaon 

Telephone Company, dated 6 -1 8-97 , and move alao for th• 

admission of Exh i b it No . 2, reaponae to ataff data 

25 request, which i• dated 10-10 - 97 . And I would note 
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l that Nr. Dick Connora ia available to anawer any 

2 queationa concerning the Jefferaon requeat . 

MS . IIIEST, Any objection to the exhibits? 

If not , they've been admitted . Any questions 

5 concerning thia docket? 

10 

11 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97 • 093 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-094 . 

HR . COIT : We'd move for the admiaaion of 

12 Exh i bit No . 1, wh i ch i s the ETC request dated 6-19-97, 

13 and move for the admission of Exhibit No . 2, which i• 

14 the r esponse to data request dated 10-15-97. 

15 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exh ibi ts 1 and 

16 2? If not , those exhib i ts have been adm i tted . Do you 

17 

1 8 

have any witnesses f or this one? 

MR. COIT: Hr. Lee is available for both 

19 Sully Buttes and Venture . 

20 MS . WIEST : 1 just had a quest i on, I guess, 

21 concerning s ingle party serv ice because in this one it 

22 

23 

24 

does say should fac i lities not allow immediate single 

party service , Sul l y Buttes ma y offer multi-party 

service until the facilities are restored or installed 

25 to a llow for s i ngle party serv i ce . Has that occurred 
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in the past? 

A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone ha ■ no 

3 multi - line . The fact is all ■ ingle party aervice . 

think they added that language ■uch that if there were 

s a disaster that they had to re ■pond to, they wanted to 

reserve the r i ght to offer party line under the 

7 emergency bas i s only . But they have for a number of 

8 years been al l single party ■ ervice . 

1 0 

ll 

12 

13 

l4 

lS 

l6 

l 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

MS . WIEST : Any other queation ■ ? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

on toll control for TC97-094 for one year . 

concur . 

COMMISSIONER HELSON : I ' d second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLDBR: Well , t•ll 

MS . WIEST: TC97-095 . 

MR . COIT : We would move for the admi ■■ ion of 

ETC , Exhib i t No . l, dated 6-19-97, and admieeion of 

Exhibit No . 2 , ~~•ponae to data requeat dated 

10-15 - 97. I would point out that I believe that there 

might be an issue with reepect to aingle party aervice 

wa i ver in this caae aa well . 

MS . WIEST : Right . At thi ■ time are there 

23 any objections to Exhibit 1 and 2? If not , they ' ve 

2 4 been admitted . Yea . And it would appear they would 

2S need a wa i ver. And my que ■ tion for apparently tbey 

40 

l have three multi-party cuatomera and they plan to 

inetall aingle party aervice during the 1988 

3 conetruction aeaeon. So I gueas my queation i• 

4 apparently they haven ' t aaked for a waiver . 

5 doi ng so at this time? 

Are you 

MR . COIT : Yes, we would on their behalf . 

7 And I think Mr . Lee would be able to respond to 

8 ques t ions on that. I assume so anyway. 

10 

ll 

1 2 

13 

l4 

lS 

1 6 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

2 2 

2 3 

2 4 

2 S 

MR . LEE : Sure . But that would be correct, 

we do need a waiver . 

acceptable to us. 

The same June l date would be 

i n s i ngle 

conc ur . 

MS . WIES T : June 1 , okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I, l l move we grant a waiver 

party serv i ce to June l , 1998, i n TC97 - 095 . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I would second that. 

COMMISS I ONER SCHOENFELDER : Sure , I ' l l 

CHA I RMAN BURG : And I'll also mo ve that we 

g r ant a waiver for tol l contro l on TC9 7 - 095 fo r one 

ye ar . 

COMM I SS I ONER NELSON : I ' d s e cond it . 

COMMI SS I ONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WI ES T : TC97 - 096 . 

MR . COIT , I move for the adm i ss i on of ETC 

r eq uest . Exhibit No . l, dated 6-19 - 97 , and move for the 
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1 admiaaion of Exhibit No . 2, reaponae to data requeat 

2 dated 10-10-97 . 

MS . WIEST : Any objection•? If not , they've 

4 been admitted . Any quest i ons concerning thia docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

6 on toll control in TC97-096 for one year . 

7 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I ' d aecond it. 

10 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLOBR: Concur . 

MS. WIEST: TC97·097 . 

MR . COIT : We move for the admiaaion of 

11 Exhi bit No . 1 , ETC requeat , dated 6-19-97, and Exhibit 

12 No . 2 , response to data requeat dated 10-10-97 . 

13 MS . WIEST: Any objection ■ ? If not, they ' ve 

14 been admi tted. Does anybody have any queationa 

15 concerning this docket? 

16 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

11 for toll control in TC97-097 for one year . 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

COHMI~SIONER NELSON : I'd ■econd it . 

COMMISSIONFR SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97•098, 

MR . COIT: We move for the admi■■ion of ETC 

22 request dated 6 - 19-97, which ia marked Exhibit No . 1, 

23 and admi ■ a i on of Exh i bit No . 2 , which i a the re ■ponae 

24 to data reque st dated 10 - 14 • 97 . 

25 MS . WIEST : Any objection to Exhibit ■ 1 and 

2? If not , they ' ve been admitted . Are there any 

queationa concerning thi ■ docket? 

,2 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant a 

4 waiver for toll control in TC97-098 for o ne year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST : TC97 - 099. 

MR. COIT : We move for the admiasion of 

9 Exhibit No . 1, which i s the ETC dated 6-19 - 97 , and 

10 adm i ssion o f Exhib i t No . 2 , wh i ch i s the response to 

11 data request dated 10-9-97 . 

12 MS. WIEST : Any object i on ? If not , they've 

13 been admitted . I have the same question on this one . 

1 4 The question i s do we have s i ngle party service, and 

15 t he answer i s y es? 

16 MR . COIT : Mr . Le e , are you here for Roberta 

17 Cou n ty or not? 

18 

1 9 

MR . LEE : No . 

MR . COIT : Then we probably nee d t o ha ndle 

20 t hat, I suppose, by the aff i dav i t . 

21 

22 

2 3 County or 

24 

25 

MS . WIEST : Okay . 

MR . LEE: Rich , are we talking about Roberta 

MR . COIT : Roberta County. 

MR. LEE: I know from another sou rce other 
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1 
than this that as manager of the South Dakota 

2 
Aeaociation of Telephone co-op ■ and the daily requeeta 

3 
we've had there that they do, in fact , provide all 

single party service throughout Robert• County Co-op, 

that will suffice for your information here . 
if 

MS . WIEST: Is that sufficient? 

7 MS. CREMER: That's sufficient. 

MS. WIEST: Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll aove we grant a waiver 

1 o for toll control in TC97-099 for one year . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1S 

16 

17 

18 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNFBLDBR : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-100 . 

MR . COIT : We move for the admiaaion of 

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97, 

and admission of Exhibit No . 2, reaponae to data 

request dated 1 0 - 9 - 97 . 

MS. ~;SST: Any objection? If not, they•ve 

19 been admitted. same queation on thi ■ one . 

20 

21 

22 

23 

MR. LEE: I don't know the anawer . 

MR. COIT: There i ■ -- Mr . Lee i ■ not here 

representing RC Communication• today . ■o I au■pect 

we'll have to deal with that with a late-filed exhibit 

24 i f that ' • okay . 

2S MS. WIEST : Okay. 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-100 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I ' d second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER ; Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97•101 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the adm i ssion of 

7 Exhibit No . 1, which ia the ETC request dated 6-19-97, 

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

10-14-97. 

10 MS . WIEST: Any objection? If not, they ' ve 

11 been admitted . Any questions concern ing this docket? 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant waiver for 

1 3 toll control in TC97-101 for one year . 

14 

1S 

16 

1 7 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd aecond i t . 

COMM I SS IONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WI EST: TC97-102. 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

18 Exhibit No . l, wh ich is the ETC dated 6-19-97, and 

19 Exh i bit No. 2, wh i ch i s a response to data request 

20 dated 10 - 14-97 . 

21 

22 

23 

24 

MS . WIEST: Any objections? If not, land 2 

have been adm itted . 

docket? 

Any questions concerning this 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

25 for t oll control in TC97 -1 02 for one year . 



COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . MIEST , TC97·105 . 
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MR. COIT, we move for the admiaaion of ETC 

5 
request , Exhibit No . 1. dated 6 - 19-97, and adai• ■ ion of 

6 
Exhibit No . 2, reaponee to data reque ■ t dated 10-14-97 . 

MS . WIEST : Any objectio~? If not, Exhibit ■ 

1 and 2 have be en admitted . Any que ■tion■ concerning 

9 this docket? 

10 
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

11 for toll control in TC97-105 for one year. 

12 

13 

14 

1 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLOBR : Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97-108 . 

MR. COIT: We move for the admiaaion of ETC 

requeet , Exhibit No . 1 , dated 6-23 - 91, and the 

admission of Exhibit No . 2, re ■pon■e to staff data 

request dateC 10 ~!4-91 . 

MS. WIEST : Any objection? If not, Exhibit ■ 

2o 1 and 2 have been admitted . Same queation . Can you, 

21 Mr . Lee , an ■wer that one? I ■ that aingle party ■ervic■ 

22 

23 

24 

25 

available for 

MR . 

MR . 

MR. 

COIT : For 

LEE: I do 

COIT : we 

Paith . 

not repreaent them, l ' m ■orry . 

would requeat permiasion to 

1 provide that via affidavit. 

MS . WIEST: Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC91-108 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC91-113 . 

MR. COIT : We move for the admission of 

9 Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6-25-91 , and Exhibit 

10 No . 2 , response to data requests dated 10-9 - 91 . 

11 MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, they ' ve 

12 been admitted . I have the same question on this one . 

13 MR. COIT: Thia is Armour . Bill Haugen can 

14 r espond to your question . 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2 1 

MR . HAUGEN : Yea , I can answer that . 

BILL BAUQSX, Ja . , 

called as a witness, being first duly sworn, 

was examined and testified as follows : 

EXAMINATION 

MR . HAUGEN : Good afternoon . 

MS . WIEST : And I would just like to ask you 

22 i f you c u rre n tly provide s i ngle party service to all of 

23 your customers in your area . 

24 MR . HAUGEN : Single party service is 

25 a vailable to all of our customers i n Armour Independent 
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1 Telephone Company aervice area . 

2 late aeventiea . 

It ha ■ been since the 

10 

11 

12 

13 

MS. WIEST : Are there any other• queation• of 

this wi tness? Thank you . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll centre! in TC97-113 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd aecond . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENPBLDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-114 . 

MR. COIT : We move for the admi ■aion of ETC 

request of the eridgewater-Caniatota Telephone Company , 

which ia dated 6-25-97 , that' ■ Exhibit No . 1. And al ■c 

move for the admieaion of Exhibit No. 2, which ia 

14 response to da~• requeata of ataff dated 10-9-97. And 

15 Mr. Haugen i s here as well to respond to any queation ■ 

16 in this docket. 

17 
MS . WIEST : Firat of all, any objection to 

18 Exhib i ts 1 and 2? If not , they've been admitted. And 

1 9 I would ask the aam~ que ■tion . 

20 MR. HAUGEN: Single party aervice ia 

21 available to all the cu ■ tomera in the 

22 Bridgewater-Canistota Exchanges . 

23 MS . WIEST : Thank you . Any other que ■ tion■ 

24 of this witness? 

25 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver L_ _____________ ___, 
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for toll control in TC97-ll4 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97 - 115. 

MR. COIT: We wou l d move the admi ■aion of 

Exh i bit No . l, the ETC request of Union Telephone 

7 Company . dated 6 -25- 97 , and Exhib i t No . 2 , response to 

8 data request which ia dated 10-9-97 . 

MS . WIEST : Any objection ? I f not , Exh i bits 

10 land 2 have been admitted. And I would ask the same 

11 

12 

13 

question in this docket . 

MR . HAUGEN: Single party service i s 

available to a ll the customers i n the Union Telephone 

14 Company serv i ce area, Hartford and Wall Lake Exchanges, 

15 

16 

aga in , has been si nce late sevent ie s . 

MS . WIEST: Thank you . Any other questions 

17 of this witne ss ? 

18 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a wa iver 

19 for toll restriction in TC97-115 for one yea r . 

20 

21 

22 

23 

COM MISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIE ST : Thank you. TC97 -117. 

HR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

24 Exh i bit No . 1 , ETC request dated 6-30 - 97, and Exhibit 

2 5 No . 2 , response to data request dated 10-14 - 97 . 



MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, Exhibits 

2 1 and 2 have been admitted. Any que ■tiona concerning 

3 this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

s for toll control in TC97 - 117 for one year . 

10 

11 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd ■ econd it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97-121 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the admi ■eion of 

Exhibit No. 1, the ETC reque ■ t of Kadoka, dated 7-3-97, 

and the admiaeion of Exhibit No . 2, re ■pon ■e to data 

12 requests dated 10-28 - 97 . 

13 MS . WIEST : Any objection■ to Exhibit ■ 1 and 

14 2? If not, they ' ve been admitted . Any que ■tion■ 

15 concerning thie docket? 

1 6 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

17 for toll control in TC97•121 for one year . 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COM~!SSIONER NELSON : I ' ll eecond it . 

COMMISSIOUER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-125 . 

MR. COIT : We ' d move for the admiaaion of ETC 

22 request, Exhibit No . 1, dated 7-7-97 , and Exhibit No. 

23 2 , reeponae to data request of ataff , which i• dated 

24 10 - 29-97 . 

25 MS . WIEST : Any objection to Exhibit ■ 1 and 

2? If not, they ' ve been admitted . Any questions 

2 concerning this docket? 

so 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-125 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-130 . 

MR . COIT : We would move for the adm i ssion of 

9 Exhibit No . 1, the ETC request dated 7 - 10-97 , and 

10 

11 

12 

Exhibit No. 2, the response to data request dated 

10 - 14-97 . 

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and 

13 27 If not , they've been admitted . Any questions 

14 concerning this docket? 

15 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

16 for toll control i n TC97 - 130 for one year . 

17 

18 

19 

COMM I SSIONER NELSON: I would second i t . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-131 . 

20 MR . COIT : We would move the admission of ETC 

21 request Exhibit No . 1 , which is dated 7 - 10 - 97 , and 

22 Exhib i t No . 2, response to data request dated 10-14-97 . 

23 MS . WIEST: Any objection to Exhib i ts 1 and 

24 2? If not , they ' ve been admitted . Any quest i ons 

25 concerning th i s d ocket? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll aove we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97 - lll for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-154 . 

MR . COIT : we would move into the record 

7 Exh i bit No . 1 , the ETC reque ■ t, dated 9-10-97, and al ■c 

e Exhib i t No. 2, the re ■pon■e to data requeat dated 

10 - 16-97. 

10 MS . WIEST : Any objection to Bxhibit 1 and 

11 2 ? If not , they have been admitted . Let'• ■ee, on 

1 2 th i s one th i s was one of a couple that no time period 

1 3 was requested for the waiver . I a ■■ume you ■ till want 

1 4 t h e one ye a r ? 

1 5 MR . COIT : Mr . Barfield i ■ here . He could 

16 respond . He ' s Mr . Bob Ba rfield , manager for We ■ t 

1 7 Ri ver . 

1 8 MS . ~ ! EST : They reque ■ t a waiver but thi ■ i• 

19 one of t he few one e that didn't aek for one year, ae 

20 far as I c an see, or any time per i od . So I waa 

21 wond er i ng if there wa ■ any different time period that 

2 2 was being requested . 

2 3 aoa ••••i&LD. 

2 4 

25 

called as a witness , be i ng f i rst duly ■worn, 

wa ■ examined and testified•• follows : 
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BXAMINATION 

MR . BARFIELD : In response to your quest i on, 

3 since the vendor doe• not have a date , as far aa we 

4 know, at thia time to provide th i s , that • • the reason 

S we didn't ask for a certa i n time period on the waiver . 

MS . WIEST : But we will need a time period . 

MR . COIT : Would you be will i ng to accept the 

8 one - y ear t i me period that is being granted to other 

9 companies ? 

10 

1 1 

MR . BARFIELD : We sure would . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: And I th i nk the thought 

1 2 beh i nd i t i a if there still i sn ' t any solution, the n it 

13 wou l d be ren e wed or we ' d request . Wi th tha t, I ' ll move 

14 that we grant a wa i v e r for to l l control in TC 97- 1 S4 f o r 

15 o ne yea r. 

16 

17 

18 

1 9 

COMMISS IONER NELSON: I wou l d se c o nd i t . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Co nc u r. 

MS . WI EST: Le t's go to TC9 7 - 155 . 

MR . COIT : We would r equest adm i ss i on o f 

20 Ex hi b i t No. 1 , which i s the ETC reques t o f Mo b ri dge 

2 1 Telecommu n icat i ons, whi ch i s dated 9· 1 0 - 97, and also 

22 Exh i b i t No . 2, whi ch i s the response to data reque st 

23 dated 10 - 16 - 97 . 

24 MS . WI EST: Any ob j ect i on ? If not, Exhib i ts 

2 5 l and 2 have been adm i tted . And I wo uld have the s a me 
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1 
queation with respect to the l ength of the waiver . 

MR . BARFIELD : And the reaponae would be the 

same. we would aak for a year on the waiver. 

MS . WIEST : Thank you . Any other queationa? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'll move that we 

6 grant a waiver on toll control in TC97-155 for one 

7 year . 

10 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd aecond it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I concur . 

MS. WIEST : Thank y ou . Let • a akip to 

11 TC97-167 . 

12 

13 

l4 

15 

16 

1 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

MR . COIT : 1 would juat note that Three Rive1 

Telco ia not an SDITC member company , ao I ' m not really 

here today to represent Three River Telco . 

MS. WIEST: Nobody ia here? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any queationa on 

it, or do we have to have repreaentation? 

MS . ~! EST : Somebody needs to move it in . 

MR . COIT: Well , if you're looking for a 

body, I guess I can serve .. the body . 

MS . CREMER : Othervi ■ e, I can move to admit 

the tvo exhibit ■ , Numbe r 1, 10-10-97, the reque ■ t for 

ETC , and 11-7 - 97 , the amended - - oh, I'm ■orry, that•• 

24 us weat . Let me try that again. 10 - 16 of '97 i ■ the 

25 requeat and 11-13-97 i s the amended request, and I L_:__ ____________ ____. 
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l vould a ■ k that they be admitted in . 

MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not, they ' ve 

3 been admitted . Are there any queationa concerning thi ■ 

4 docket? I vould note that their application doea 

5 request a vaiver for one period for toll control . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : There i an•t a question on the 

7 single party line, though , is there? 

MS . WIEST : No . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I ' ll move ve grant a waiver 

1 0 for toll control in TC97-167 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd s e cond . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: At this time did you vant to go 

1 1 

12 

13 

l4 to US West , or i s Harlan going to speak to these 

15 dockets? 

16 

1 7 

18 

19 

20 

2 1 

22 

23 

MS . CREMER : We'll fi nis h u p these first . 

MS . WIEST : Okay. 

(STAFF'S EXHIBIT NO. 1 WAS HARKED FOR 

IDENT I FICATION .) 

BARLAK B■ST, 

called as a wi tness , being first duly sworn , 

was exam i ned and testified as follows : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
24 BY MR. HOSECK : 

25 Q . Would you state your name for the record , 
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1 please. 

A. 

Q. 

A . 

Harlan Beat . 

And what i ■ your job? 

I am deputy director of fixed utilities for 

the Public Utilities Commiaaion, South Dakota . 

Q . And have you been preaent in the hearing rooa 

this afternoon for the hearing on theae application■ ? 

A. 

Q . 

Yea . 

And have you had the opportunity to review 

10 the caption in the notice of thi ■ hearing which liata 

11 the cases which are before the Commia ■ ion on thia date? 

12 

13 

A. 

Q . 

Yea . 

And are you familiar with the application■ in 

14 each of these caeea? 

15 

16 

A . 

Q. 

ha . 

As a part of your job, have you reviewed 

17 those applications? 

1 8 

19 

A . 

Q. 

Yea, t have . 

You have b9fore you an exhibit numbered 

20 Staff ' s No . l; is that correct? 

2 1 

22 

A. 

Q. 

ho . 

And is that an exhibit that you prepared in 

23 the courae of your duties ? 

24 

2 5 

A. 

Q. 

Yes, i t is . 

Just briefly explain to the Commiaaion, 

56 

1 pleaae, wha t that exhibit entails . 

A . What I have done on thia exhibit ia across 

the top ia listed each of the companies requesting 

eligible telecommunications carrier status, the 

s associated docket number, and the staff counsel that i• 

aeaigned to the respective dockets . Down the aide , the 

left - hand aide, is the requirements that are set forth 

for ETC status. Populated within the columns is the 

9 responses that the respective companies gave wi thin 

10 their exhibits land Exhibit 2 that have been adm i tted 

11 into the re co rd . 

1 2 Q . And are there any changes or co r rections to 

13 this exhib i t that you would like to make at this t i me? 

14 A . One that I am aware of i s under Vivi an 

lS Telephone , Docket TC97 - 068, under the Lifeline and Link 

16 Up it shows that it wi ll be ava i lable 1 - 1 - 97 . It 

17 should be 1 · 1 · 98. I 'm not aware of any othe r 

18 co r rect i ons . 

1 9 MR . HOSECK: Okay . At th i s poi nt i n t i me I 

20 wo uld move Staf f• s Ex hi b i t No . l i nto ev i de nce . Th i s 

21 is i ntended as test imon y for all of the dockets e n mass 

22 wi t h the except i on of US West . 

23 COMM I SS I ONER SCHOENFELDER : US Wes t i s o n 

24 here though . 

25 HR . HOSE CK: That would be hand l ed l ater . 
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HS . WIEST : 18 there any objection? 

MR . COIT: My comment would be that I ju ■ t 

3 received thi• ao I haven't had an opportunity to go 

4 through to make aure thi ■ ie all accurate. 
gueaa I 

can take Mr. Beat'• word that it i ■ accurate and I'll 

6 have to do that, I guee ■. 
other than that, t don't 

7 have any comment . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

MS. WIEST : oo you want an opportunity to 

look it over? 

MR . COIT: well, it might take me a while, ac 

1 don't have any objection . 

MS . WIEST: Okay . Then Staff Exhibit No . 1 

will be admitted into all of the docket ■ that we have 

14 gone through so far. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

MR, HOSECK: Okay . Thank you . 

Q. Based on the review of th••• docket ■ that you 

have done and relying to whatever extent you may on 

Staff's Exhibl! No . 1, did the applicant companie• meet 

the requirements of becoming an eligible 

20 telecommunications carrier? 

A. Yea, they have , with the noted late•filed 
21 

22 affidavits that will be done in a number of the 

23 dockets. 

24 Q. And with regard to advertiaing aervicea 

25 L•~x~c~ha~n_g:•_-_w_i_d_•_·_d_o_y_o_u_h_a_v_•_•_r_•_c_o_m_m_•_n_d_•_t_1_0_n_t_o_t_h• __ _, 

SB 

1 Commia ■ ion for a proviaion to be included in an order 

2 which would come out of theae proceedings? 

A. Yea . Staff•• recommendation for advertising 

4 would be that the ETC carrier be required to advertise 

5 at least once each year ; and if they have any rate 

6 change , that that rate change be advertiaed when it 

7 does change. 

Q. And in conclusion, do you have an opinion as 

9 to whether or not the applicant ■ contained on Exhibit 

10 

11 

l, with the exception of OS Neet which baa not had its 

case heard yet at this time, whether or not those 

12 applicants meet the qualification• aa an eligible 

13 

14 

telecommunications carrier? 

A. With staff ' s review that ha ■ been undertaken, 

1S yes, they do meet the requirements for ETC status . 

16 

17 

18 

MR . HOSECK : I have no further questions of 

this witness . 

HS. WIEST: Are there any queations of this 

19 witness? Mr . Coit ? 

20 CROSS-tXAMINATION 
21 BY HR . COIT : 

22 Q . I assume when you talked about advertising 

23 rate changes that you're referencing the rates just for 

24 the essent i al services that are supported by universal 

25 service ? 
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A. Yes . 

MR . COIT , No further questions . 

MS . WIEST , Ma . Rogers? 

MS . ROGERS : No, no question■ . 

MS. WIEST : Mr . Heaston? 

MR . HEASTON : No. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : The only question I'd have i ■ 

e there any -- is advertising identified in any way? Ia 

9 there any criteria for what advertising means in the 

10 context of this? Ia the methods in the FCC Order aa 

11 well? 

12 

13 question? 

14 

MS . WIEST : I'm ■ orry, what was the 

CHAIRMAN BURG : The question I had for Harla1 

15 or anybody else is, is there a meaning, is there a 

16 description, definition for advertising, what that 

17 constitutes? 

MS . ~!F.ST: Under the atatute itself 18 

19 

20 

214 (e) ( 1) (8) they mu u t advertise the availabilit.y of 

such services and if you"re referring to the services 

21 that are supported by federal universal service and the 

22 charges therefore using media of general di ■tribut i on . 

23 

24 me . 

2S 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay . I think that ■ati ■ fie ■ 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Does that mean for 

Lifeline and Link Up, they have to advertiae thia 

2 once? 

MS . WIEST : That would be under ataff•a 

4 recommendation , I believe. 

A. Yea, once each year . 

60 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Well, frankly, I don't 

think it's adequate . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Are you doing 

that? Are you - - to follow up - - excuse me , to follow 

10 up on Commissioner Nelson ' s question, are you 

11 recommending that they advertise once each year after? 

12 I be lieve our order said that you have to send an 

13 appl i cation to everyone once initially and then to 

14 every new customer. You're requesting this 

15 advertisement of Lifeli n e , Link Up in addition to, 

16 wou ld that be accurate or not? 

17 A. Right . The Lifeline, Link Up under TC97 -1 S0, 

18 which was issued yesterday , states that it shall be --

19 a form shall be , or a letter shall be sent to present 

20 customers, and then this would be an advertisemen t of 

21 i t. They"d have to do advertisement of this for at 

22 least once each year . 

23 

24 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Okay. Thank you. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : So i s the answer to 

25 Laska's ques ti ons it's in addition to? 
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A. Yea . They would do it or iginally, and once• 

2 year after . 

4 Where? 

A . 

A. 

MS. WIEST: How would they advertise? 

Where would they advertiae? 

MS. WIEST : Yee. 

Whatever general distribution it meet• 

11 

e according, 1 aeaume , it mean ■ newspapers and thoae 

9 types of publications. 

10 MS. WIEST: So it could be any type of 

11 general diatribution media once a year? 

12 A. Whatever is available within their given 

13 exchange ■ that they serve. 

14 MS . WIEST : And it would only be for those 

15 services supported right now by federal univeraal 

16 service? 

17 

18 

A . Yee. 

MS . WIEST: And every time they changed a 

19 rate for one of tho•~ service ■, then that would have tc 

20 be re-advert ised at that time? 

21 

22 

A. Yes . 

MS. WIEST : Are there any other queationa of 

23 this witness? If no t, thank you . Actually, I do. 

24 could you retake the stand, Harlan? I gue•• we have a 

25 question for you. could you look at your exhibit for 
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1 Venture Communications, TC97•095? 

A. Yea. 

MS. WIEST: Doea the answer to number four, 

single party service, we did grant them a waiver 

S because currently they do not have single party service 

apparently to three customers? 

A. ha. 

MS . WIEST : So would that be incorrect there , 

9 your question there? 

10 

11 

A. It would be a clarification there to it , yes. 

MS . WIEST : Okay . Thank you . Do you have 

12 anything further , Mr . Hoseck? 

13 MR . HOSECK : Staff has nothing further. 

14 Thank you . 

15 MS . WIEST: Do you want to take a short break 

16 until we go to US West? 

17 MR . CO I T: When does the Commiss i on ·· are 

18 you going to wait until the end to rule on all of these 

19 with respect to the actual ETC designation ? 

20 

21 break . 

22 

23 

MS . WIEST : That ' s why we"re tak i ng a short 

IAT THIS TIME A SHORT RECESS WAS TAKEN. ) 

MS. WIEST : Let's get started again. And we 

24 wi ll go to TC97 • 163. 

25 MR . HEASTON: And I would move admission of 
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1 Exhibit 1, which i ■ the reque ■ t, and Exhibit 2, which 

is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which ia the 

3 aervice territory map . That•• Exhibit 1 , 2 and 3 

respectively in the docket . 

MS. WIEST : Any objection to Exhibit ■ 1, 2 

6 and 3? oo you have a copy of the aervice territory 

7 map? Are there any objection■ to Exhibit ■ 1, 2 and 3? 

tf no t, they ' ve been admitted . You may proceed , 

9 Mr. Heaston . 

10 MR . HEASTON: We would alao join in the 

11 motion on the toll control . The reaaon we did not aeek 

12 a waiver in the initial application ia because•• I 

13 read Paragraph 388 of the Order in the DA 97-1S7 

14 ind i cated that toll blocking would be aufficient in the 

1 s meantime and it was dependent upon when you upgraded 

16 switches . And so we do not feel we need a waiver of 

11 toll control , but the common wiadom a ee•• to be there 

18 needs to be a 'lll'aiv= ,-. so we will follow the herd here 

19 and request the toll control waiver alao. 

20 And we are also one of the parties to the 

21 request of the FCC to recon ■ ider the toll limitation, 

22 that this includes both toll blocking and toll 

23 control . And I guess we would alao point out that witt 

24 the implementation of number portability that ia going 

2 5 to i mpact toll control somewhat significantly . And ao 
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l while we agree with Bob Barfield in hi• obaervation 

that ■ ince we don•t know when it'• going to happen, 

that•• why we wouldn • t want a time limit on it , but we 

are willing to accept the one year with the 

5 understanding that if there is not the ability to 

i mplement it or if the ability ia too expensive to 

7 implement, that we would be able to come back to this 

8 Comm i ssion and seek further waiver of that, of 

implementing toll control with part of the essential 

10 telecommunication• carrier obligation. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

MS . WIEST : Okay . Would the Commiaaionera 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Did we admit the exh i bits? 

MS . WIEST : Yes. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we wa i ve toll 

15 control for TC97 - 163 for one year. 

16 COMMISS I ONER NELSON : Well , I ' m going to 

17 second it , but I heard an expansion of what we ' ve been 

18 wa iv ing i n the past from g i ving them one ye ar wi th the 

19 idea we 're go i ng to r enew it . And the reason I was 

20 wi lling to grant i t i s because te c hnology is not out 

21 there . Now, the Act requires that it be there and i t 

22 d i dn't say anyth i ng about how much it cost . So I 

23 d i dn ' t hear anything about one of the reasons we were 

24 wa i ving i t in the past was because that it might be 

25 cost prohibitive as much as because technology wasn't 
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there. l can understand why technology wasn't there, 

2 but I didn't •- I wasn't in Congress when they voted 

that was part of the Act . 

MR . HEASTON : It's not part of the Act . 

s guess that ' s the first thing . It ' s an FCC -­

COMMISSIONER NELSON : It ' s a rule . 

MR . HEASTON : It's an FCC dictate . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : But it has the same 

9 weight as the rules and statute unless it's changed in 

10 court; r i ght? 

11 MR . HEASTON : That' ■ true . But unleaa the 

12 FCC changes, as we've urged them to do. 

13 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Right . So I'm 

14 seconding your motion with the understanding it ' ■ 

1s exactly as we had atated it originally ; i• that 

16 correct ? 

17 

18 year. 

19 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I mean the motion was for one 

COMHISSION£R SCHOENFELDER : I believe the 

20 motion was for one year, a waiver for one year, and I 

21 didn't know that the motion had anything more than 

22 that , than juat a waiver from toll control for one 

23 year. 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG: It doesn't . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Then I ' ll concur . 
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COMMISSIONER NELSON, All I 'm saying, though, 

ia I voted for it and there will be a record that I 

3 voted for it; and the reason I voted for it waa the 

technology wasn't available . And that ' s a lot 

s different in my mind than it's cost prohibitive . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I think 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Not that that wouldn't 

e be an isaue in my mind that you could debate. I don ' t 

g want a record that I'm supporting something for a 

10 different reaaon than I did. 

11 CHAIRMAN BURG : Just a comment that I ' d make 

12 on it, I guess . If there isn't a technology, I really 

13 hate to see all 50 or 75 filings just for an 

14 extension. If the r e i s some way we could certify there 

15 i s no techno l ogy and extend it as we come up towards 

16 that year, I'd welcome that solution rather than go 

11 through this with th i s many of them. I , personally, in 

18 my own mi nd , cannot see a solution when we're go i ng to 

19 have multiple companies in number portabili ty . It 

20 boggles my min d to aee how that ' s even going to happen 

21 that you could end up wi th any kind of toll 

22 l i mitat i on . So I'm guessing when we come up to the 

23 year, we • re st i l l not going to have a solution , and I•~ 

24 not looking toward to requiring all of you -- I mea n 

25 that's the name of a bureaucrat to file that many 



1 piece ■ of paper. So if we can find a way to 

2 consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any 

suggestions. That's all I have . 
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MR. HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner av·ailable 

s here, and we do have a couple queation• to ask him. 

.ro■ L■naa, 

called•• a witneaa, being firat duly aworn, 

was examined and te ■ tified •• follow■: 

DIRICT IXAMIIATION 

10 BY MR. HEASTON: 

11 Q. Mr . Lehner, in our application we deacribed 

12 the iseue of eliminating multi-party aervice• and goin 

13 to aingle party service throughout US West service 

14 areas. can you update the Comaiaaion on the atatua of 

15 that consistent with what we've already put in the 

16 application? 

17 A. Yea. A• of October 31 of thia year the 

18 number of multi - par~y or two- and four•party cu ■ tomer ■ 

19 in Us West ' s territory is 612. 612 . 

20 

21 Jon? 

22 

23 

A. 

Q. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : What waa the date on that, 

Aa of 10-31-97. 

And what can you tell the Commie ■ ion about 

24 our continuing effort to eliminate the multi-party 

25 service? 

68 

A . The plan right now i ■ to eliminate all of 

2 tho ■e 612 except for 52 of them. And the time frame 

for that will be by the end of the second quarter, 

4 which I auppoae we could put for a date of 6·30 of 

'98 . So all but 52 of those will be completed by 6·30 

6 of • 98. 

Q . And what about the remaining 52? 

A. The remaining 52 are extremely high cost 

9 upgrades . And until other technology or other means 

10 become available, there are no plans right now . We 

11 have no plans to move ahead with those 52. 

12 Q . With that we still believe that it is 

13 appropr i ate for us to -- we still believe the waiver is 

14 appropr i ate in this case; is that correct? 

l S 

16 

17 have . 

18 

19 

A . That is correct . 

HR . HEASTON: That's all the questions l 

MS . WIEST : Ms. Cremer? 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

20 BY HS . CREMER: 

21 Q. Mr . Lehner, where are those 52 located? Are 

22 they spread throughout , or are they in a specific area, 

23 do you know? 

24 A. I could read them off for you. There's about 

25 a dozen exchanges . Or I could give you a late-fi l ed 
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1 exhibit. Let me juat read them off . Arlington is 

four; Belle Fourche , six; De Smet, four; Huron , three ; 

Lake Preston , one. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Do you want to ■ tart 

S over? 

A. Arlington, four ; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet , 

7 four; Huron, three; Lake Preaton , one; Madiaon, two; 

e Milbank , four ; Pierre, two ; Redfield, two; Siaaeton, 

g six; Spearfish, two ; Volga, five; Watertown, ten; 

10 Yankton, one. 

11 Q . I ■ there a particular rea ■ on? la it like 

12 Anaconda line or something? 

13 A . It's a combination of •any factor ■, but you 

14 mean aa far as the S2 are concerned? 

15 

16 

Q . 

A . 

Yea . 

It ' s a combination of many factor■. We're 

17 talking about feeder distribution, we're talking about 

18 in some cases a P~!~ GAIN system■ like Anaconda that 

19 would need to be replaced . 

20 

21 I have . 

22 

MS. CREMER : Okay . That's all the que•tion■ 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Have you investigated any 

23 other technical eolutiona other than to a aingle party 

24 other than line extension? 

25 A . You mean in order to provide a ■ ingle party 
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1 service to theee cu ■tomera? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yea. 

A . Yea. I think the answer is we are constantly 

looking for a cheaper way to do th i • because in some 

s cases , Commissioner , we're talking about over $100,000 

6 to upgrade a single customer, and it just doesn't make 

7 sense to do that . And the answer would seem to lie 

8 probab l y in some form of wireleaa, but ao far the 

9 wireleas technologies, whether then satellite or fixed 

10 wireless, are still pretty expensive . I see that as 

11 the ultimate solution , though, to some of these . 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'm going to move to grant 

13 the waiver . 

14 MS . WIEST : Just a second. Do the 

15 Comm i ssioners have any other questions ? As opposed to 

16 the other ones , I'm go i ng to have to ask you some 

17 questions to ve r i fy th i ngs that were in the application 

1B because that was s i g n ed by Mr. Heaston . It wasn't 

1 9 s i g ned by a wit ness wi th an aff i da v it, as all t he 

20 others were . So bear wi th me for a second . 

21 

22 

A . I've never trusted his signature either. 

MS. WI EST: First one , does US West provide 

23 vo i ce grade access to the public switched network to 

24 all i n i ts service area ? 

25 A . Yes . 
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MS . WIEST: And does it provide local uaage? 

A . Yea . 

MS . WIEST : Do you provide dual tone 

4 multi ~frequency signalling or it• functional 

s equivalent? 

A . ""· 
MS . WIEST: Do you provide acce•• to your 

8 emergency services? 

A . Yes . 

10 
MS . WIEST: Do you provide acce•• to operator 

11 serv i ces? 

12 

13 

A. Yes . 

MS . WIEST : Do you provide acce■■ to 

14 interexchange aervice? 

lS 

16 

A . Yes. 

MS . WIEST: And do you provide acce•• to 

17 d i rectory assistance? 

18 

19 

A . Yes. 

MS . WIEST : And you've already talked about 

20 toll control and the waiver. Do you provide or are you 

21 abl e to provide toll blocking? 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

A . Yea . 

MS. WI EST : Then getting back to your reque ■ t 

for the waiver on single party ■ervice , I know in your 

application you talked about the one ■ that you have no 
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l plane , you know , of providing aervice due to the coat 

2 and everything . My problem, I gueaa, ia that I don't 

see that there ia any de minimu ■ exception within the 

FCC rules with respect to single party service . Have 

5 you been granted any of th i s type of de minimus 

6 exception to that requ i rement, do you know , in any of 

7 the other statea ? 

A. I am not aware . 

MS . WIEST: And what I ' m getting at is that 

10 it appears , accord i ng to the FCC rules and I ' m 

11 looking at 47 54.lOl ( c ), that i n order to grant any 

12 additional t i me t o complete network upgrades for single 

13 party or en hanced 911 or toll limitation , that the 

1 4 Comm i ssion does in fact have to set a time period for 

1 5 you to comp l ete those network upgrades . Is your 

1 6 contention tha t we do not ? 

17 A . I would not make that contention . I ' m go i ng 

18 to let my attorney argue with you about that . 

1 9 MS . WIEST: Well, then , I do have a couple 

20 other questions . Hy other question is on service 

21 area . And it i s also a requ i rement of the state 

22 Commission to designate service areas as opposed to 

2 3 

24 

2 S 

study a reas for nonrural telecommun i cations companies . 

First of all , you would agree that you are a nonrural 

telecommun i cations company? 
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A. Ye ■. 

MS . WIEST : And in the FCC' ■ public notice 

96 _45 ia ■ ued 9 - 29-97, it doe ■ ■ tate that we mu■ t ■end 

to USAC the name ■ of the ETC' ■ and the deaignated 

s service areas for nonrural carrier• no later than 

6 December 31st, 1997. And I know you made ■ome 

reference to these things in your application , but I 

e don ' t think you really told us what you want your 

9 service area to be . Becauee the FCC ha ■ told ua that 

10 we better not adopt your atudy area•• your ■ ervice 

ll area for large ILEC'•· Do you have aervice areas for 

12 your company that you want the Co■miaaion to adopt at 

13 thia time? 

14 A. well , I auppoae that -- and, Bill, jump in 

15 here. I guess , to help me with thia. But I auppo■e 

1 6 that our service area ought to be our exchange• in the 

17 state of South Dakota . Now, the study area i ■ a 

18 different issue dn~ that has not been determined yet . 

19 But I would think that our service area would be our 

20 exchanges that we serve in the state of South Dakota . 

21 MR . HEASTON : If I may from a legal 

22 standpoint, there is no def i nition yet; and certainly 

23 our service area would be those areas within which we 

24 are authorized to provide the supported services . 

25 MS . WIEST: Right. And that' ■ my question. 

MR. HEASTON : Prom a general perspective , I 

2 guess , if that•• what you're looking for is what you 

3 would designate to the FCC would not be anything 

4 outside the area where we're authorized or certified to 

5 provide service . When it comes to where the areas are 

6 going to be that would be where the services would be 

7 supported by a universal service fund , whether it's 

h igh cost or low income or libraries or whatever it 

9 happens to be, you know, that's an area that's 

10 currently under debate depending upon which proxy coat 

11 model is going to be accepted . And so that's why we 

12 are somewhat vague on that term because what this 

13 Comm i ssion has not done and nor has the FCC come out 

14 with any final decision as to what model it is going to 

15 accept. So I think if we're required to take a look at 

16 a Rservice area ,• I would do it from the standpoint of 

17 what Jon - · to comply wi th the law . If that's what 

18 we're looking for , to comply with the FCC requirement. 

19 I think that's what we would look at is an area , 

20 though, no larger than an exchange area, which we wo uld 

21 equate to a wire center or an exchange area . And we 

22 have however many are on that . 

23 MS. WIEST: He how many exchanges do you 

24 still have? 

25 MR . HEASTON : It's on the list we submitted . 
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A . I can't answer that exactly. It' ■ 

2 approximately 35 . 

MS. WIEST : It would be attached? 

MR. HEASTON : It ' ■ on our exhibit to our 

5 application . 

MS . WIEST : So however many with the 

7 amendment the three that were mi ■■ed . That ~ ■ how many 

a service area• you would like the Comai ■■ ion to 

g designate for US We ■ t at thi ■ time? 

10 ... I gue■■ I'• not ■ ure whether we would want tc 

11 des i gnate each exchange . 

12 MS . WIEST : My proble• ia we are ■uppo ■ed to 

13 t e ll the FCC by December 3l ■ t what your deaignated 

15 ... 
16 exchang e . 

17 

18 about i t 

19 

The n I auppoae we ought to do it exchange by 

MS. WIEST : If you want more time to think 

MR . HEASTON ~ Yea, I think I would . I mean 

20 th i a i s not ■ omething that • • come up in the other two 

21 states that I've done thi• in, and I had the eame baeic 

22 application . I wi ll have to • ~ I will do a late•filed 

23 exhibit on that if I could with an affidavit from Jon . 

24 

25 

MS . WIEST: Okay . 

MR. HEASTON : What are you relying on again, 
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Rolayne ? 

MS . WIEST : Actually what aa tar a ■ the FCC ' ■ 

3 publ i c notice. that va• docke t 96-4S DA 97-1992 i ••ued 

9-29-97. 

MR . HEASTOK : 18 9 2 • 

MS . WIEST : And I ' m al ■o r~ l y ing on 

7 paragraph• 195. 192 , 193 of the FCC'• univer•a l service 

order . 

10 

11 

12 

MR . HEASTON : 197, 175 . 

MS . WIEST : 157 or 

MS. CREMER : 185, 192. 

MS . WIEST: The docket number for the FCC 

13 universal serv i ce . 

MR . HEASTON : Not the docket number but the 

15 orde r number, the order number. 

16 MS. WIEST: Okay. I was looking at 185, 192 

17 and paragraph 

18 

19 97-157? 

20 

MR . HEASTON: I got those . Was it FCC 

MS . WIEST : 157, r i ght . And the other thing 

21 you might want to address in paragraph 185, for 

22 example, it does say if a state PUC adopts its existing 

23 service areas for large ILEC's, their study area, this 

24 would erect significant barriers to entry . We are also 

25 encouraged to consider designating service areas that 
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1 require an ILEC to ■ erve areaa other than they have not 

2 traditionally served. 

MR . HEASTON: Yea. And, see, thi ■ -- what 

the problem this cauee ■ ie where you have not 

5 considered and have left to the FCC to determine how 

that's going to be modeled from a proxy ■ tandpoint. 

7 And, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic element• 

e than the wire center for univereal high coat aupport 

but 1 do not have a South Dakota ■pecific look becau ■e 

10 

11 

1 2 

ll 

th i • coam i s ■ i on decided not to do their own earlier 

th i • _ _ a coup l e a ontha ago, •• oppoaed to Wyoaing and 

Nort h Dakota where 1 do have tbat becauae tho■e two art 

look i ng a t do i ng tbe i r own , or euggeeting their own 

14 coa t e tud y . s o I do have the aaall grid■, •• we call 

15 i t. and I cou l d i dentify tbat for you . 1 cannot 

16 

17 

1 8 

19 

i der.t f y a n y th i ng• a l l er than r i ght now tban • wire 

ce nter . 

MS . Wl!~T: Okay . 

MR . COI T : ~~cu ■ e ■e. • •YI co■aent briefly 

2 o on t.hi ■ ? And I under ■ t.and t.hat I'm not a party but I 

21 

22 

do believe i t va• my under ■tanding today that the whole 

i e ■ ue of dieaggregated ■ervice area• for US Weat or 

23 any other company may come up. But I would like to ••l 

24 ve certainly have an intereat in the iaaue . And 

25 think that the FCC rules indicate that -- the order• L__ ____________ _, 
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l and the rule ■ indicate that before changing an existing 

service area, th•t the Coaaiasion at the ■ tate level 

3 need■ to find that it ' s cons i etent with univer■ al 

eervice requ i re■ente. So I think it ' s a rea l ly 

i nvolved -- invo l ves a l ot •ore than the rev i ev of 

actually look i ng at ETC serv i ce obligations . You"re 

talk i ng about mak i ng change• i n a US West ■ervice area 

B that could sign i ficantly change ~he level of aupport it 

9 might receive under a federal universal service fund. 

1 0 

11 

12 

Oec i a i ons on US West service area disaggregation and 

so forth coul d certainly impact rural telephone 

companies as well . And I guess going into this 

13 proceeding i t was our understanding that there are 

14 c ertain established incumbent LEC service areas , and we 

15 d i dn ' t understand , I guess, that we -- that the issue 

1 6 

17 

lB 

in this US West docket or any of the other ones would 

be with regard to disaggregating service areas . 

MS. WIEST : I ' m not talking about 

19 disaggregating service areas. And I think you have to 

20 recognize the distinction that was made between 

21 nonrurals and rural companies with respect to service 

22 area . If we want to look at doing anything to rural 

23 companies with respect to disaggregation, we have to 

24 

25 

specifically petition the FCC . That's all I'm talking 

about , and that's the reason why I only brought up this 
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issue with respect to US Weat . And it'• just my 

2 understanding the commission doe ■ have to do the 

service area in order for US West to get your 

, universal aervice money . 

MR . HEASTON : If I could have until whatever 

6 date was suggested earlier on getting the additional 

7 affidavits in, I ' ll have a reco■mendation for you fro• 

e us west on that . 

MS . WIEST: Okay. Are there any other 

10 question• of this witneaa? One a ore que ■ tion, 

11 Mr . Lehner. Do you have any ob■ervation to what 

1 2 

13 

14 

Mr . Beat auggeated a ■ adverti ■ ing requireaenta for you1 

company? 

A . I'm not aure that 1 underatood exactly what 

1 s he va• requ i ring. If the requirement i ■ to advertiae 

16 it once a year in the nevapaper, I don't think we have 

17 a problem with that. 

18 

19 

MS . Ni~~T: And getting back to aingle party 

serv i ce i s h i gh coat . the only barrier ia to provide 

20 sing le party service to those 52 cuatomera? 

21 

22 

23 

A. Yea. 

MS . WIEST : Ia it alao Us Weat'a poaition 

that the settlement agreement that you've stated ia 

24 suspended concerning single party service no longer 

25 applies where I believe you stated you would have 

80 

single party aervice to all cuatomera by the year 2000? 

A. Had the 121 inveataent program continued, I 

3 would have been out here talking to the ataff and t o 

you about theae anyway, becauae •• we honed down to 

5 aome to the l aat few on aome of theae exchanges , it 

6 became obviou a that thia waa thia ia fooliah to 

7 apend that kind of money with the current technology . 

8 Juat doean't make any senae . 

MS. WIEST : That•a all I have. Mr . Heaston, 

10 yo u might also want to addreaa the question of whether 

11 the Commission has the authority to pr~vide any de 

12 

13 

14 

mi nimus except i on to the single party without putting 

the time line on it . 

MR . HEASTON : I don ' t know that de minimus is 

15 the issue, but I do think that you could put a time 

16 line on it and make it renewable that we would have to 

17 come in. I think what the rule would allow you to do 

1 8 is require us to come in on a regularly-scheduled 

19 

20 

basis , maybe annually , maybe semi-annually , to update 

the Commission of whe re we are technologywise in taking 

21 care of these last 52 . That would be my position on 

22 this is that that puts a time limit on and it makes it 

23 

24 

25 

driven by the technology and the affordability of it . 

MS . WIEST : Okay. Any other questions? 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a question 
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1 of Mr . Lehner. And the rea ■on I have a question i ■ 

2 becauae in your amended application you might have 

addressed it, however, I don ' t have a copy of that and 

I apologize . But you addreaaed in here and you have an 

s exhibit on your original application that regard■ 

6 Lifeline, Link Up . And basically what it i• it'• your 

7 tariff, or a page that look• like a tariff page to me . 

e Now, us west really intend• to comply with the 

9 Commission order in Lifeline, Link Up? 

10 

ll 

12 that . 

13 

14 

lS 

16 

"· 

,. _ 

Absolutely . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOBNPBLDBR : I need to know 

And that page doesn't apply any more . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you . 

MS. WIEST: Any other question•? Thank you. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I gueaa I have a 

17 question . You know , you -- when you were talking about 

18 why y ou ahould~•t have to provide thia single party 

19 systems for theee areas that you liated like Spearfiah 

20 and Pierre and all the list that you went through• · 

21 

22 

"· Yes . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON , Why would it •· it juat 

23 seems weird to me that it would be that expensive to 

24 provide those services i n some areas . Like Pierre and 

25 Huron, thoae are pretty -- I mean can you explain that 
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to me a little bit becauae I find that a little odd . 

"· The high coat we're talking about in many 

cases, not only replacing, we're talking about 

4 customers that were engineered probably back in the 

5 sixties and seventies to multi - party service vith no 

intention of having single party service . So we're 

talking in many cases i m lee and miles of distribution 

8 cable, some cases aix pair, 11 pair , maybe even greater 

pair . So we ' re talking about now hav ~ng ... to replace 

10 that cable with probably SO pair or a hundred pair 

11 cable . And we're also talk i ng about many cases where 

12 

l3 

l4 

lS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

at the end of that cable h 
people we ave to extend what some 

will call a drop , what I call a pair of wires , 

sometimes several miles. And in order to provide 

sing le party service - - well, I take that back in that 

case . The drop piece of that will be okay . I was 

thinking of if they have more than one line . But we're 

talking about distribution cable, we ' re talking about 

feeder, ad n we"re talking in some cases about PAIR GAIN 

s y stems that are just plain full . I'm talking about 

systems that you've heard l i ke Anaconda that are going 

to need to be replaced . It ' s expensive . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON , I guess in my mi nd it 

seems to me that cost prohibitive ·- I d i dn't exactly 

envision exa c tly what you were just explaining to me 



83 

1 becauae I was thinking maybe theee line• had to be run 

2 out miles and mile• and mile• and there'• nobody out 

3 there or aomething . But if thi ■ i ■ in a fairly 

4 populated area, and it doean't aeem to me that the ■e 

5 people should have to live with just two party 

telephone system when most of the world doesn't , aa we 

7 know it in south Dakota, doe ■n't have to do that 

e because the lines are all filled up. 1 mean I'm 

looking for some reason why that'• acceptable, 

10 especially when some of tho■ e little companies are 

11 saying that they got maybe three or four people left 

12 that they don't have that ■ervice for and tbey•ve ■ade 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

every effort to ■ ay, well, we want a waiver but we will 

do it by the end of the year or whatever. 

A. I think that most of the compan iee you•ve 

been listening to up until now -- and I obviously can't 

speak for them, but I think you're talking about 

engineering th~~ was done probably 1S, 20 year• ago in 

most of these companies' case• where they at the time 

spent the money to do that. We did not do that . We 

provided distribution systems that were literally 

designed not to provide single party service. There 

are different funding mechanism• and different 

requirement• that we've had . They've had the ability 

to spend that kind of money and recover it. Now, t can 
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spend $100,000 or $150 000 ' or 50,000, whatever it ie, 

to do these, but somewhere that 
it ien • t . has to be recovered and 

going to be recovered from a customer . That 

customer isn 't going to pay for that . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : 
fliea in th It seem■ to me this 

e face of what the governor•• 

7 year . I mean here we• re talking bill ■ aid lut 
making available high 

technology to everybody in South Dakota . 
9 · Basically 

that•a what the bill says . And we"re 
10 people that aren't even going talking here some 

to have single party 

11 telecommunication in this state . 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1B 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A . Commissioner, all I can tell you is what the 

coat is. And I think that•• -- I think that•a, unless 

there ' s a recovery mechanism, it would make no sense to 

spend that kind of money. 

recommend it . 

And I certa in ly wouldn't 

CHAIRMAN BURG: h Te question I have in the 

LEC industry when we have these kind of situat i ons once 

there's another provider in a while 
that i s closer that 

Would that be the case 
Would that to any of these? 

be a reasonable solution ever? 

can do it. 

Yes , it would. is And, Comm i ssioner, if there 

any company in this room that would like to serve 

any of these 52, I would be happy 

A. 

to negotiate . 

CHAIRMAN BURG , I think maybe when we're down 
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1 to S2 , we ought to get a list of tho ■e names and aee if 

2 we could work it out . 1 share what Coun■ el ha ■ said. 

I'm not sure we can make the exception. I know that 

4 us west'• counsel ha• given u• what I call a abort 

S term one , that in other word■, we could give the waivet 

for a limited period of time, but I don't know that' ■ 
1 an indefinite solution and we probably ought to work --

look at working together to meet and find the aolution 

9 to meet the FCC rules I think if we can. But ao many 

-- maybe, I gueaa, what I would like to reque ■t ia tb• 

actual name and location of tho■e S2 filed at aome 
10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1s 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

time . I don• t care whether it•• part of thi ■ docket 01 

not. 

A. I think that can be provided. 

MS, WIEST: Any other queationa? If not, 

thank you. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I suppose we do need acme 

type of waive~ ! n order to grant tbeffl an ETC atatu ■ . 

MS . WIEST : sorry, for which now? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: For ■ ingle party. 

MS . WIEST: At thia time ataff ha ■ a witneaa 

on this case first . 

MS . CREMER: Staff would call Harlan Beat . 

called as a witne••• being previoualy aworn, 
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was examined and testified as follows : 

DIRECT SXAMINATION 
3 BY MS . CRBMER, 

Q. Harlan , 
5 TC97 - 163, u were you the analyst assigned to 

S West's application? 

A . Yea . 

Q. And have you reviewed that application by U S 
8 West? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1S 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

A. Yes . 

And would 
testified you agree with Mr. Lehner 

earlier that they 

Q. 
when he 

met all the requirements of 
47 CFR 54 - 101? 

A . 

Q. 

That they have met those? 

Yes . 

Yes, with the discussion 
single party. that we• ve had on 

A. 

Right . Okay . And d at your recommendation 
a vertising, would that be the same for for 

Q. 

was for the others ? U S West as it 

A. Yea . 

Q. And what would 

Commission in defining 

your recommendation be for the 

a service area for us West? 

A. It would be the wire center . 

MS . CREMER: That's all the questions I would 
have . 



MS. WIEST: Any que ■tiona , Ma . Wilka? 

MS. WILKA: No queatione . 

MS . WIEST : Commissioners? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I'd have ia 

s based on that, should we not -- 1 mean is this -- what 

6 do I call it? Ia this a document that is filed in 

7 these hearings? 

MS . CREMER : Yea. 

CHAIRMAN BURG , gueaa 1 think we ought to 

10 correct that exhibit to put no on each of thoae that 

11 we've made a waiver for on the aingle party becauae 

12 believe the answer ia no and we've made a waiver to 

13 aatiafy that . 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1B 

19 

20 

MS. CREMER , Okay. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that' ■ filed. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER, 

for a waiver in that area , have we? 

we have not moved 

CHAT~~AN BURG: Yea, for aix month• on one 

other company. 

MS . WIEST: We have two aingle party waiver■ 

21 so far, but US West we haven't moved yet; right? 

22 

23 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG : But if we do and for any we 

do , since he's a witness on the ■ tand and thi• ia hi• 

document, 1 think that thi ■ document ■hould be 

corrected to reflect, no, they do not meet that to 

BB 

1 coincide with the waivers we've given . 

do we 

MS . CREMER : Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I gue■■ I don ' t know. What 

need to do to make sure that correct i on ia made? 

MS . WIEST : I believe there are three 

6 companies that do not at this time provide single part~ 

7 service, so all they would have to do i ■ change that 

8 yea to no for those Stateline, Venture, and US West ; 

9 right? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1B 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG , And the testimony on the 

record is adequate to accomplish that? 

MS. WIEST : Yea . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Okay . That's all I 

wondered. 

MS. WIEST : So how many wire centers does US 

West have? 

A . 3B. 

MS. WIEST : 38. Thank you . 

questions of this witness? 

MS . CREMER: No. 

Any other 

MS. WIEST : Would you like to admit this 

docket for the purposes of this docket? Before I only 

admitted it for the other dockets . 

MS . CREMER : Actually I wasn't going to move 

it into this one because people testified to it, so 1 
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1 didn ' t really need it in mine . But I can certainly l STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

2 move it . 2 COUNTY OF HUGHES 

MS . WIEST : It'• up to you . 

MS . CREMER : We don"t need it in thia docket . 

MS . WIEST : Any other queationa of thia 

6 wi tneae ? Thank you . Anything elae from any of the 

7 part i ea? At this time I believe the com■ia ■ ion will 

take theae matter• under adviaement . We are waiting 

for some late • filed exhibit ■ in aome docketa, and it 

10 will be poss i ble that perhapa the Com■iaaion will make 

11 the decia i ona either at a Commiaaion ■eeting or at the 

12 December 2nd hearing on aome other related BTC 

13 docketa . Are there any queationa from anybody or any 

14 comment ■ ? 

15 MR . COIT : I would juat, for the record, like 

1 6 t o formally request that the Commiaaion designate each 

11 of the -- baaed upon the record, the affidavit ■ yet to 

18 b e submitted , t ~~ t the Commia ■ ion de ■ ignate each of the 

19 rural telepho ne comp1,nies, SDITC member companiea, •• 

20 ETC ' a and that their study areas be deaignated a■ their 

21 service area. That's all 1 have . 

22 MS. WIEST : Thank you . That will cloae the 

23 hearing. 

24 (THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3 : 50 P . M. ) 

25 

I, Lori J . Grode, RMR , Notary Public , in and 

for the State of South Dakota, do hereby certify that 

the above hearing , page ■ 1 through 89, incluaive , waa 

recorded atenograph i cally by me and reduced to 

typewriti ng . 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that the foregoing 

10 transcript of the said hearing is a true and correct 

11 transcript o f the stenographic notes at the time and 

12 place specif i ed here i nbefore . 

13 I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a relative or 

14 employee or attorney or counsel of any of the parties, 

15 no r a relati ve or employee of such attorney or counsel , 

16 or financially interested d i rectly or indirectly in 

17 this act i on . 

18 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my 

19 hand and sea l of off i ce at Pi erre , South Dakota , th i s 

20 let day of December , 1997. 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

Lor i J . Grode , RMR 
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Bofott th• Public Utilities Commiuio■ 
of th• St■tt of So•th Dakota 

RECEIVED 

JUL O 7 1997 

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

IN THE MATTER or THE REQUE!,T or 
BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE 
FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

REQUE!,T FOR 
ETC DESIGNATION 
DOCKET TC97-

Brookings Municipal U1ilitics • Telephone Department ("'Brookings Telephone .. ) 
pursuant 10 47 Uni1ed Stales Code Section 214 {eJ and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section 
54.201 hereby seeks from the Public Utilities Commission ( .. Commission1 designation as an 
-eligible 1el«ommunications cnrricr .. "Ailhin the local exchange: area thal constitute itJ JffVicc 
am in South Dakota. In support of this request. Brookings Telephone ofTm the following: 

I. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214 (c) ii is the Commission's rnponsibility to designate 
local exchange clU'Tlers (LEC"s'') as ··eligible telecommunications carrias .. ( .. ETCs1. or in other 
words, to dc\mninc whKh I.ECs have: assumed univ1:1Sal scn·ice obligations consi5lml with the 
federa l law and should be dccrm.-d eligible: to recci\·c fcdtral universal service suppon. Unda-47 
C.F.R. § 54.201. beginning January I. 1998, only tcl«ommunicatioosaorricrs UIII have -V<d 
designation from the Commission to scn·c: as an eligible telecommunications carrier within their 
scn •icc area will be eligible to rccei\'e federal uni\'crsal sen-ice support. 

2. Brookings Telephone is the facilities-hued local exchange carrier prcsmdy providing 
local exchange lelccommunications scr\'iccs in ilS sen-ice an:a using the follo"'in& cxchanac 
prefixes in South Oako1a: 

688. 692. 696 and 697 - scndng within the corporate limits of Brookings SD 

Brookings Telephone 10 iu knowledi;c: is the only carrier today providing local cxctianae 
telecommunications scn•iccs in the above identi fied service area. 

In order to be designated as a ETC. the common carrier must: (a) provide the services 
supponcd by the federal uni\·cnal service suppon mechanisms. u listed in Section S4.IOI of the 
FCC's rules. 47 C.F.R. § 54.101 ; and (b) advertise the availability of such scrvicn and the 
chatJcs therefore using media of general distribution. 



3. Brookings Telephone in accord with 47 C.F.R. § 54.101 offers the following local 
exchange telecommunications services lo all consumers throughout its service area: 

• Voice grade access to lhc public s~i1chcd network. 
•Local exchange service including an amount oflocal usage free of 
per minu1e charges. 

-Dual tone multi-frequency signaling: 
•Single-party service: 
-Access to emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 91 I public services: 
•Access 10 operator services: 
•Access to intcrcxchangc service: 
•Access to directory assistance: and 
•Toll blocking SCl'\'icc 10 qualified low-income consumers. 

As noted atxwc. Brookings Telcphont does pr0\lidc toll limitation service in the fonn of 
"1011 blocking- to qualifying consumers. howe-.'Cf. the additional toll limitation service of,oll 
contror is not pro\lided. The FCC defines "loll control" as a service that .. allows consumers to 
specify a certain amount of toll usage that may be incurred on their telecommunications channel 
per monlh or per billing cycle ... By comparison. ""toll blocking .. lets consumers .. elect not to 
allow the completion of outgoing toll calls from their telecommunications channel. .. § 47 C.F.R. 
S4.400(a). Brookings Telephone is oot a..- Iha! any local exchanse carrier in South Dakola 
has a curmit capability to provide -.Oil Control" service. The FCC gave no indication prior IO 
the release of its uni-.'ffS&I service order (FCC 97•1 S7) that toll control would be imposed asan 
ETC service rcqt.1imncnt and. to our information and belief. as a rault, LECs nationwide are not 
positioned to make the service immediately available. In order for Brookinp Telephone 10 
provide the scrvkc. additional usage tracking and storage capabilities will havc to be installed in 
its local switching equipment. At minimum. the service requires a switchina software uparade 
and It this time Brookings Telephone is in\lCSligaling and attempting to dctcnnine whether the 
necessary so1™.-arc ha been dc,·el<>!)Cd and when it might become available. 

Accordingly. Brookings Telephone is faced with exceptional circumstances concemina 
its ability to make the toll control service a\lailabJe as set forth in the FCC"s univasal service 
rules and must request a ~"&i-.·cr from the requirement to provide such service. At this time. a 
waiver for a period of one )'eat is requested. Prior to the end of the one year period. Brookings 
Telephone will repon back to lhe Commission with specific information indicating "''hen the 
necessary network upgrades can be made and the service can be made available to assist low 
income c,_,.,... Pursuant 10 Section 54. IOl(c) of the FCC's rules. 47 C.F.R. 54.IOl(c). the 
Commission may designate Brookings Telephone 11:i an eligible communications carrier while it 
also grants Brookings Telephone additional time to provide toll control. This way. Brookings 
Telephone will be able to obcain universal service suppon while it works toward imp&cmcnting 
toll control. 



4. Brookings Telc:phonc: has previously and will continue to advertise the availability or 
its local exchange services in media or general distribution throughout the exchange areas served. 
Prior to lhis filing. Brookings Telephone has not generally advertised the prices charged for aJI 
the abm,c identilied ICIVices. It will do so going forward in accord wilh any specific advertising 
standards lhat the Commission may develop. 

S. Based on the foregoing. Brookings Telephone respectfully requests lhat the 
Commission: 

(a) grant a temporary wai\·cr of the requirement to provide "toll control .. service. 
and 

(b) gnnt III ETC designation to Brookinp Telephone covmna all its pment ,emee ... 
in the Stale. 

Daltdthis 2nd dayofJuly, 1997 

City of Broolr.inp Municipal Utilities • Telephone ~ 
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BROOKINGS TELEPHONE [) •11,.... ..... ,.0.a.• -...,.o.­___ , 
,.. -117-1172 

0..-27, 1997 

Karen Cremer. Slaff Altomey 
SooohllollGIIIPUC 
SOOEallC..,...A­
Piom, SD 57501-5070 

o..rw..c,_-

.. _IO)'OUt0..-1. 1997--Nol. 

RECEIVED 
OCT 2 9 1997 

SOUTH DAKO 
ur1unrs co.J!,~~,~~c 

Cityol ......... M,aicipollllililifa-T ..... O.,.- ■ -....-Y-.. 
Lifolioo ... U.l.\>,.......-a...i..,balwil• ....... ~ .. PCC-47 
CFRll54.400-54.417,-•-----.,•~---.i....,...-,,1, 1991. __________ ,...... .. 

ur-.-u.u,,..... •• ,..._...,...£TCa,._.,,1cn1154_405 
... 54.411,ilil ... ......,.•.,.---•---ETC--~• ..-~ .. ~ - 47Cfal54.IOl-lilladlo_.....,.... ___ _ 

blb-.acanierey....,.fllllralaMllaJ.._.....,.._.,.~...,,_. 
Lifolioo ... U.I.\> ....... 

11a,- 21!..~"' Qdoha· 1997,-.,..~,_ • ..,. 
twdlo_ot __ ~__.c,..°'-_"'_.,_.,_ 
--ol ......... M,a;cipollllililia, .. _dloinilialETCapplicalica .......... 
..,._....,..._C,-.°'-boia■firlldllly---•••--­
twdlo,..-i-._, .. boboa,w .. iaibalETCapplicalica ................ 
---tNltolliloa* .......... illannmaaadbelilf. 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER Of THE AUNG BY 
BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE FOR 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

ANDINGS Of FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS Of LAW, 
ORDER AND NOTICE Of 

ENTRY Of ORDER 
TC97-121 

On July 7, 1997, the Public utHitlos Commlulon (Comrnlulon) - I - for 
dotlgnltion11anoWgiolo-Cltrier(ETC)'"""Broolun9IMunicipllT..,._ 
(B,_ingl Telophono). e.-ingl Tltlphono ,_- dotlgnltion n _, ligibll 
-CltrierwittNnthelocllex~.,...thlt~lta--. 

Thi CornmiUion elec:troniclJly transmitted notice of the tiling and the in1INention -
toinllfH1odindividullsandantitin. ,.,paqono,11,tiCyftlldto__,., llyordlr­
- 7. 1997. the Cornm111lon Mt the hllring for this -for 1:30 p.m. on -19. 
1997, in Roo,n 412, S- Capitol, Pieff9, South Dakota. 

The heiring - hold .. - - At tho hllring. tho CornmiHlon ~ Broolun9I 
T.tlphonl a one yter''tWIN'lf' dthli ,...,,_. to provide IOI contra Nfvice within itl NMCe ... 
At Its ~ 11 , 1997, mooting, tho CornmiHlon granted ETC dnignMlon to Broolungs 
Telephone and dnignated ill study ... a its Nf'Yice ... . 

- on tho-of-. tho CornmiHlon ...... tho~ Findings ol Fld and 
Condusionl of law. 

,,_.CWFACT 

On July 7, 1997, tho CornmiHlon - I - for dlligrll1lon a _, ETC '""" 
8.-;ngs Tlllphonl. Broolungs Tltlphono ,_- dnignMlon n _, ETC - tho 1oc11 
exchange .... that constitute itl NMCe .,.., Broolungs T-.,,..one Nf'Yfl tt. following 
u~: Broolungs(888, 892,098, lnd8117). -1. 

Pum,ant to 47 U.S.C. S 214(1X2). tho CornmiHlon Is roqund to~ 1 common 
Cltrierthlt ..-. tho .....,.._,,.o!Sldlon214(oX1) .. ., ETCfor•--dnlgnMod 
by tho Commiulon. 

Ill 

~ I047U.S.C. S214(oK1), ac:am,onc:aniorthlt isdnignated u-, ETC Is ligibll 
to rec:eiYI t.n'MSIII IIIM0e support and 1h11. ~ its MMCe .... offer the Mrvicn that .,. 
supported by-.i univetsll NMCO - --using Its own,_ o, 1 
combination ot its own facilitiel and ,...._ ot another carrier's NNicfl. The earner must aso 
advettiM the availabiity ot such MMOtl and the ratu for the HfVk:es using media of general - -



IV 

Tho F- Communications COnmtsion (FCC) ha dNignlCed tho lollowing - or 
---~by--..vioo'"-1modlanilms: (1)YOice~ 
..... 1o111o,,.---(2)local-, (3)dual--~lignalingotlts 
lunclional equal; (4) u,glo par,y ..vioo or Its lunclional equlvalont; (5) - to -

Mrval; (8) -• IO - -.; (7) - to --..vioo; (I) - lo 
dnctOIY - ; ..i (9) IOI limitation lot qualiljing - - - 47 C.F.R 5 
54.101(a). 

V 

Aspal1dbobigations •_,ETC, _, ETCis,.._to .- .. -~and Unit 

Up - lo qualiljing - - · 47 C.F.R. f 54.411'5; 47 C.F.R. 5 54.411 . 

VI 

Brooking• T....,._-. YOice ~ - to tho,,._ - - to al 
tonlU'IIOnl llwoughoul its-.,.._ e-1. 

VII 
--.pT-.,i--.1oca1nc11ango..vioo-..,g_,_., __ _ 

dpar-CNIVNtoal-llwoughoulb..vioo-. Ill. 

VIII 

-. T-.,i--.dual--~lignaling loal .,..,.._.llwoughoul 
.. ---111-

IX 

111. 
X 

--.OST .......... offars_M __ toal-llwoughoulb 

--- 111-
XI 

Brookings T....,._-. _. to ---lo al-llwoughoul b ---111. 
XII 

--.OST....,._ __ to ____ toal-llwoughoul 

lts---111. 



XIII 

lln>ol<ing1 Tolophono oflerl ac:ceu to dndOfY auistanc:e to all consumon tllroughout ill 
..,.. .... Jsl. 

XJV 

Onoofh-'"'l'ftd tobo Pf(>Yidod by_, ETC to qualifying low-Income c:onl<IIIIOB 

;s toll limitation. 47 C.F.R. 5 54.101(1)(9). Toti llmitotlon consim of both tol blocldng Ind toll 
- · 47C.F.R 5 54.400(d). Toti c:on1n>l ls I -thlt- consumon1o spoc:ily1-
-oftotl uugothot moybo-pormonthorpor-.g cydo. 47C.F.R. f 54.400(c). Toti 
~ ••-thlt llllconSumo<S- no, to-hCOfflllllllon of OUlgOingtotl cala. 47 
C.F.R f 54.400(b). 

1. 

xv 

lln>ol<inglTotop,ono-tcl~1ollc:onsurnas~ill--. -

XVI 

~ T..,._ - no, curron1ly - IOI-· Ill. In onllr lar-. 
Totop,on■ O>p,ovidltotl-. --nc:ldngond-.....--.. -0,bo -lnb-~....,_._ -.T..,._ ls~O>-­
h--■ry-hllboa,dovolopedond-Mmigllt_,,. _ _ 111. 

XVII 

-.T....--tllllttlsf--._tio<,ol--...ill _,.,_.,. ___ Ind,__, ____ ._,..._. 

O>..-IUdl-.111. PltorO>hondofh--poriod, -.T..,.__.-1 -tohcomn-olUlon_lpocillc_-. _______ bo 

..- In ontor., p,ovidl IOI control. 111. 

XVIII 

_, _ _,._~.,---..-,of- ■--byh­
unhll<Hl ---ondllll __ lar __ uolng_d...._. 

dist,_,-. Tollphonc, ..._ M M-h ~of b--­
-ln-of~-........ -..till--. - . -.T..,._ 
hllnol~-hp,aolar-- Ill. -.T.....,_ -ill 
-1o"""""'-lnf~-dovolopldbyh~. Ill. 

XIX 

Btoolungl T..,._ - not curron11y-~ Ind LIN< Up - - In ill 
--- E>H>it2. -.T..,._wil_h~ondl.lN<Up--ln 
llofb--boglrri>gJirAlory1,111111,ln --47C.F.Rff54.4000>54.417, 
lndushle, ondlnf~mposldreq-. -2. 

xx 

Tho ~ - thot -. Tolophono curron1ly p,ovidls Ind_. c:ontinul o, 
..-.. -.,g-.«-~b--: (1)_grocll_ 



to tho..-- - (2) - uugo; (3) - tono ~ lignaling; (4) single­
party-; (5) acc:ess to - MMCH; (8) ac:cou to-- MMCH; (7) ac:cou to 
in-..:hango - ; (8) ac:cou to dil.-y - ; and (II) tol ~ lor qualifying -
income c:ons'-'MrS. 

XXl 

The COfflmiuion finds that pursuant to 47 C.F.R. f 54.101(c) ~ will grant -. 
Tollpllonla-cltho~to-tolc:ontn>IMMCHuntil~31, 111N. Tho 
~--.....,..,,,..-~-.Talophonalramprovidingtol -•tlia-• to tho ~in obtaining tho----.. ...- tho -- XXJI 

Tho Com- finds thal-. Talophona inlanda to pnNida L.-. and - Up 
_... .. ~-throughoutltl _______ ,... --- XXJII 

Tho CommlUiOn linds that -. Talophona - - tho ..,-, cl tho ..,. _ _,...bytho ___ .._, __ .,.dwgao_ 
tllrougllout Its - -using_., ___ ----ThaCOfflmiuion ___ ,.,._1or.,,.,.,. _ _....bytho ___ .._, 

-cllangH. tho--fflUltbo_Uling_cl ___ _ 

XXIV 

Pursuant to 47 U.8 .C. f 214(0)(5), tho COfflmiuion ~ -. T....,._., CU'TW'll---- n ita MMCli ... 

C0NCI •-OF I.AW 

TheCommillion-~ O.Wtllil ffllllt0r .,..,.._to80Cl.0,..,..,. 1-28, ◄--31, 
- 47 U.8.C. f 214. 

Pwluant to 47 U.8 .C. f 214(0)(2), tho COfflmiuion ii --to~ a__, 
___ tho....,_cl-214(o)(1)u.,ETClora--~ 
by tho Commillion. 

Ill 

,,.._to47U.8.C. f214(o)(1), oamnon-thal 11~---ETCilolgiblo 
.. ----ond-.throughoutltl--.------l-4 by ___ .._, ___ UlingltlOM1-0,0 
com-clltlOMt ___ .,......,....,., _ _ Tha-muot-

-tho ...,~ c111UC11-. and tho .... rortho _using,_.,_.. - -



IV 

The FCC hos designated the following services o, lunc:tionolitio u thoH -od by 
federal uniYerHI MM0I support mechanisms: (1) voice grade ac:ces1 to the public swttc::hed 
-rk: (2) local u-: (3) dual tone multHrwquency signaling o, ill functional equal: (4) single 
par,y HMCe or its functional equivalent; (S) access to emergency NtVic:es; (6) access to operator 
nrvice1: (7) access to lnterexchange HMCe; (8) access to directory asli1tance; and (9) toll 
limitation to, qualifying --con.....,.. 47 C.F.R. 5 54.101(a). 

V 

As pert d a obligations as an ETC. an ETC is reqund to make available Lifeline and Link 
Up services to qualifying --consumers. 47 C.F.R. S 54.405: 47 C.F.R. S 54.,11. 

VI 

Bruol<.ngs Talophona hos - Iha rwq.....,,.,.. of 47 C.F.R. 5 54.101(a) with the._.,,, 
oftha~toollortolcontrol. l'lnuarllto47C.F.R. f54.101(c), theCornmiulonc:ondudnthat 
Bruol<.ngs Tetophone hos demonlttalod eJ<COlllic)nal c:in:Lmstanc:n that justify granting H •­
of the requirement to offertdl con~ until Oecember31 , 1998. 

VII 

Brookings Tetophone - p,oVMla Uleino and Unk Up progrwns to qualifying..-,.. 
ttvoughout its Nrvice.,... consistent with state and federal ft.Ml and orders. 

VIII 

Bruol<.ngs Talophona- - Iha availability of the MMCH ~ by Iha -
----andthec:harVOl-usingmadiaof_.._ 
onoooadl-. fftha-loranyoftha-~bythe_uniYwul __ 
---. the-rat•-bo-usingmadiaof_.. _ _ 

IX 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. S 214(oX5), the Cornmiulon dollgnatas Bn>otcingl T-,,nono'1 
CUfT9f11 study ..... its HMC8 ...... 

X 

The~~ Bruol<.ngs Talophona as_, oligiblo I-■ -
forit1MM01 .... 

h is themof9 

ORDERED. 1h11 BruoO.n;s Toiopllono's """"1 R,dy ... is dosignatad as ill - ... , 
and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that Bn>otcingl Tetophone - bo gqntod a - of the 
rwquirementtoollartotlc:ontn,tservicesuntilC>oco..-31 , 1111111: andHl1 

FURTHER ORDERED, that~• Tetophone lhall follow Iha~ rwquir-,,to 
u bled above; and it is 



FURTHER ORDERED, !hat lln>oldngs T....,.,.,.,. 11 dolignolod n _, oligiblo 
telecomrnunicat carrier for itl MM0I ...... 

NOTICE Of ENTRY Of ORDER 

Pl.EASE TAKE NOTICE 1h111N1 Onllt-duly- on the ..£1.!!!: day ol lloc»mbor, 
1997. Pursuant to SDCl 1-2&-32, this Onllt wil lau - 10 days -the - ol lKOipl or 
faikn to -doliW!y of the - by the portiol. 

Doted It-· SOuth Ookota, this ..12!!: day of~. 1997. 

Clln'R:All: a, IIIMCI. 

n.~,..,ca111a ..... __,,..,_....,..,......,...,.. .. ,...._ 
tlCOfdil'I ..................... .... .... .., ...... .., ......... ......, 
.....,~ ... ~PNl!lid'-'. 

Ir ~,t/,k 
_. 1ilj1.Pj11 



[J BROOKINGS 
municipal utilities 

December 24, 1997 

DWllllmAw. •,.O. b­
~S.D. 1111111 

- 1fkEIVED 

DEC 1997 
SOUTH .A'.C: f4PWUC 
lfflllTlts , _;:.\115510fj 

Enclosed is a copy of the Lifeline and Link Up Plan for Brookings Telephone 
Company and an Exhibit "A" of the PUC Onlc:r issued in Dockd TC97-ISO. 

La&nJulius, Dirmoroffinaicc 
Brookings M..ucipal Telephone 
POBox588 
Brookings, South o.oca 57006 



LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN 
OF /JltOODNGS TELE,HONE COIUANY 

The Brooltbtg, T•wpi,on, C-,..,y 1Ubmiu Ibis ..... .,..- to 47 CFll I S4.40t(d). 
Brooltbtg, T•wpi,on, C-,..,y bu bem de,ignmd u., eliple . . - by 
d,o Soullt Doko1a Public tllilitia ~ ("SDPUC") ad, • _., - - Lifoliao 11111 
Liok Up - aYlilable to qualifyiaa lc>w-incam - • - - ill .. ~ -. 
Fllral Onltr- D«i,;o,,; N""" of EN,y of D«tslon - - ti, 1997, - ill 
Docket TC97•150 Qn tbc Mee of the Jnmtipgjgg iacP tlr I Mm pl Liplr; Up "9nPM), 
-•lllldloduExhibitA..llld..,,,._wilbt1,oc:rilaria---47Cfllff 
"4.400 to "4.4 I 7, incllsive. 

I . The Lifeline 111d Link Up prosrams Ulilt qualiliod low....,._ ...,._. by 

pn,vidina for - .-bl)' charges 111d - - -... ... local 
..ie,lloee - - The - applies to ...... ..ie,lloee line •• qualiliod 
_ .,,, principal place ormideace. 

2. A quolilied low-income comumer is a <elephoae llll>lcriber who poniciplla ill• -
-ort11e fi>llowing public usisun<:e "'°""""' 

L Medicaid 
b. Food Swnps 
c. Supjllemalla1 Securily Income (SSI) 

d. Fedcnl Public ffC>UIUll -
e. Low-1-nellomeEaqyAllislaacel'ropam(U!EAP) 

l . A qualiliod low-iocome - is elip,le to receiw eitber oc-Lifoliao 11111 Liok 
Up-..,._ 

4. Broo1tbtg, T.J,plow c_,,, wili ldwrtite d,o IIVlillbility o(Lililiao 11111 Lill< Up 
...-..it11ec1,arpslllerefore....,.mediaor_..dillributioa..sill.....iwilll 
my Nia dm - be dcwloped by tbe SDPUC fi,r appicllioo to llililllo ---··----
5. Ill addilioo, Brooltbtg, T,wpi,on, C-,..,y, a re,pred by d,o Fbtal Onl,r -
IJ«iJio,r; Notk:, of EN,y of D«uion or tbe SDPUC (Exhibit A), ,.;n -. ill ii'• 
-Np01ttod,oSDPUCt1,o.....,_of_wilbilli1'1....,._..,.... 
Lifoliao ..s/oc Link Up asitlance. Ill addilioo, dlis - d be provided to d,o u.- Service MmimillnliwC-("USAC"). 

6. lllformmon as to tbe - or C0111U1DOn ~ fi,r Lililim ..s/oc Liok Up 
...-.,_ aimady be provided by Broold,rp T•iq,l,an, c_,,, becauN ii bu 

DO - to tbe - iaFofmaioft -- to -- - - o(a 



tlleplloae..i..c,,'bcn .. po,licipotinsinlbo--pul,lic--­w- diis ~ /1,oo/rb,p T•lqlton, c_, - prcmdo, • diis lime, 
- •--oflbo aumberofils llll>tcri>erl wllo, afterl...ary I, 1991, 
will be roc<MD1 LifeliDe llld/o, Link Up teMCe. lmonulioa u to die aumber ofils low­
..,._ lllbocri,en ~ b- Lifeline llld/ar Link Up can be prowled -
appicaDom b- LifeliDe 11111 Link Up - .,_ - .......t by ~ 
T•lqlton, c_,. 
7. ID ICCOld witb die SDPUC's Fi1'11/ Ordu- D<cuion; Nolla a/ Eary a/~ 
.-.,. r.1q1,o,wc_,will-.~--toa11ofils__,. 
--to•---tboyapplyb-__ ....,.... 

- . 11111 to odler penom o,Clllilies upoa dieir nque,t. 

I. LifeliDe .....,. means • Mail local serw:e olfcrina ror which qualilied 1ow.­
<OmUmer1 pay reduced charsu 

2. LifeliDe ,er,ice includes voice .,..ie access to die public IWildled ...-i., local 
-dual tonc: ...ii;..&equencysianaJinlo,ils llmclioGol ......... up-pony-
ar ils tlmdioaal equivaloat, acceu to_-,_ to __ __ 

acceu to i111eracbaoae service, acceu to dinctory UlillaDce, 11111 toll limilmoa. 

3. Qua1ilied low-income IUbtcriben .. n,quind to tubmit • applicalion lbnD in ardor to 
receive Lifeline MMCL ID applyina fi>< Lifeline uai-, die - - Clllifl, 
.- penalty of perjury dial tboy .. cumady ponic:ipam,s in • - - of die 
qualifying public - ...,.._ listed in Seclion A.2, above. ID llldilioa, die 

IUblcriher - · - to aoafy 8roolrlng,s T•iql,o,w c_, - tboy -participoling in die~ public-pn,pm(s). 

4. Tbe toUI -i.Jy LifeliDe credit avail.tie to qualified _. ii su,. ~ 
T•iql,o,w c_, obaII pnmde die credit to quali8ed _, by applyina die 
fedenl bue1ine ,uppon - of SJ.50 to waive die _., -.i Eml-U• 
c- Line chqe 11111 applyina die addiaoaal audlorized l!odenl aipport - of 
Sl.7' as a credit to die_., - local - - - Tbe -.i -
,uppon-aodaddltioaalaipportavaillble,-..S'-25,lbaD-~ 
T•iql,o,wC-~io-llrill"ed(arodlorwisa~-)--11< 
die services listed - in Seclioa B.3. ,_ Ibo anadled SDPUC Fi1'III Oar ad 
D«uian; Nolla a/ Eary a/ D<cuion, die SDPUC bu audlorimd - -

roductioas fi>< clip,le ·--- ....... Ibo - - --ors1.7' available. Tbe SDPUC did DOI - •-LililiDl- to lad 
my lllnber rate roductioas. (Exbibit A. f"mdinp of Fact VD 11111 V1D; 11111 C-of 
Lawllllllllll). 



5 . ......... T.,.,,,,,_ C- will DOC - lllllocrilMn - dNir Laliac 
....,. 1>r -,.,- of IDB ...... ,_ ... SDPI/C, ..,.- to 47 en t 54.401(bXl),lllll.,...,i ... _a ____ iii• !0<1.....-, 

6. &oapcto..,. _..,.. ~ r.,.,,,,,_ c---•-­..,.SDft/C ...-to 47 <:n t 54.101cc>. ..,. __ ,_.,.......,.to• ~----tboy ....... toli&liao.,.... IC ... 
.....,_ .... to .....,. IDB limilalioa, .... .,... - .__ port of dlot 
-•Laliac-. 
7 . ......... T,,.,,,_ C-will DOC collect a....,. dopooit ill order to iDililre 
LlliliDe - if ... qualifyma low-iDcome - volamly .... tol --. ... 

- ........ - . 11o-. - - ··--...... - be requind • ., -paymmt. 

C. I.ilk Up 

I. LiDlt Up _,, 

(a) A Rdudioo in die cwtomary c1mae fi>r cocmmic:iog -
Nf\'ic:efi>ra..,,,.telec:ommunic:o-••-••principllpi­
ofraidmc:e. Tbenduc:liamlilallbe50 ....... of ... ~c:lmp..­
Sl0.00, "11ic:bover ii Im; and 

(b) A de&md -.ie lbr poyma of ......... - lbr ___,. 
N1w:e,fi>rwllid>die__.doeDOCpay......_ Tbe ............... 
- to---belbr-...... ofupto$200.00dm .. 
defiinod to a period DOC to - oat,-. 

2. Clmps - fi>r ...,,._.,.--any .......... --~ 
--........... -todle- Tbea ...... doDOCinobleaoy ,.-_,.;,ydq,o,il......-, 

l . Tbe LiDlt Up - mall allow a - ID,..... die - of ... LiDlt Up 
prosnm tor a IIOCOlld or--.- lime only tor a principll pi-of,_ widl., ---die-addreuM wtiidldlel..illlt Up--providod 
prw,ioully. 

S,.-., T.,.,,,,,_ C-
525 W_,, Ave. Brookiop, SD 57006 
605-692-6]25 

~ PDlilioa 



EXHI BI T "A" 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION 
INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP 
PROGRAMS 

FINAL ORDER AND 
DECISION; NOTICE OF 
ENTRY OF DECISION 

TCt7-1150 

Af its August 18, 1997, ragulafy-.-ing, the PYblic Utilities Commi1aion 
(Commission) voted to open a docket concerning the Fed«al Communic:aliona 
Commissiai's (FCC's) Report and Order on Univanal Service ,_.ting the Lifeline and 
l ink Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided that tt would p,avide for 
additional -.i1 support in the..,.,... al $1 .75, allove the a.mint $3.50 level. -• 
In orde< for a state's Li1911ne"""""""" to,_,., the additional $1 .75 In -.a a,pparl, 
the state a>nmission IIUII _,,.. thlt reduction in the portion al the I-,_ paid 
by the end.-. 47 C.F.R § 54,403(a). Additional -.a a,ppar1 may also be,_ 
in an amount equal to one-hall al any support _,,ied from the -jlndlction, 
up to a maximum al $7.00 in-oupport. 47 C.F.R § 54.403(a). A - axmi1uion 
must file or require the camer to file information with the edmlnl- al the -.1 
universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's lifeline plan..-. the- set 
forth in 47 C.F.R § 54.401 . 

By orde< dated August 28, 1997, the Commission allowed - pencno and 
.-.tities to llbmitwritlan-CXJf101minghowthe Commiaion should~ the 
FCC's rules on the lWaline and Link Up prog.-ams. In their writtan commonta, intarested 
penons and entities COIMMK1ted on the following quealions: 

1. Whether the Commiuion should approve intrastate rata reductionl to allow 
- eligible for lWeline support to receive the addttional S1 . 75 in -.a support? 

2. Whether the Commiaion should set up a state lifeline Program to fund fur1her 
raductions in the intrastate rata paid by the end US8f? 

3. Whether the Commission 11,ould modify the existing lWeline o, Link Up 
Programs? 

4 . Shall the Commission file or require the C8fTier lo file infonnation with the 
administrator al the - ~ IOflliat lund demonstrating that the carrier's lifeline 
plan meets the atteria set forth in 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d)? 

By order dated October 16, 1997, the Commission set public hearings to receive 
public C0IMMK1I on the questions listed -ve. The hearings were held at the following 
limes and plac:es: 

Baflll..CJil'.: Monday, October 27, 1997, 1:00 p.m., Canyon Lake Senio, Citizens 
Center, 2900 Canyon Lake Drive, Rapid City, SO 



eIEBBE: 

s1oux FALLS: 

Tuesday, Oclober 28, 1997, 1 :30 p.m., State Capitol Building, Room 
412, 500 Eal Capitol Avenue, Piem!, SD 

Wednesday, October 29, 1997, 9:00 a.m .. Center for Active 
~ions, 2300 Wast 46th, Sioux Falls, SD 

At its November 7, 1997, .-ing, lhe Commission ruled as follows: On lhe first 
issue, lhe Commission authorized intrastate rate reduclions lo allow eligible ..,,,.._. 
lo receive lhe additional $1 . 75 in -.1 support Woth reopect lo lhe oecond iuue, lhe 
Cormiission decided lo not set"" a - l.ileline l)R9anl lo 11.n:t fu1lw Nlduclions at this 
time. On lhe third iuua, lhe Convnission eliminated lhe exllling TAP program that 
requires U S WEST and carriers that have purchased U S WEST -=- lo 11.n:t a 
$3.50 reduction d local ratN lo low income aJll0rTas age 60 and r:Nflt. The Commiuion 
lu1lw ruled that lhe South o..ata Li1k Up -■rn follow lhe FCC RMS. In addition, lhe 
Convnission ordered that staff, in consultation wi1h lhe carriers, daWlop a -- farm 
for MW-certification; that lhel8 f'ormo be sent lo all d lheir c:ustom.s pnor lo .lara.y 1, 
1998, and-. lo all rwwQlllorners; and that lhe carriers .-111e 1orTno ..­
lo rry person c, rity ""°" ~ On lhe lol.<1h iasue, lhe Commiuion ruled that lhe 
canier be ~ lo file with Iha FCC Iha inlonnalion dei1u lllbilliijj that lhe camer'1 plan 
.-S lhe applicable FCC criteria and that lhe carrier land an .,,.,,,_ oopy to lhe 
Commission. Furlher, that lhe carriers inducla in their - raport lo lhe Commiuion 
lhe number d subsaiberl who receive Lifeline and Link Up support 

Based on the written comments and evidence and INlimony ..-...S at lhe 
i-ings, lhe Convnission .,_ lhe following FindifijjS d Fact and Condulionl d Law. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The anant - l.ileline program iI n,ferred lo as lhe Telephone--.,. Plan 
(TAP). The curant stale Li1k Up P'Ow,"!1111 is n,ferred ton lhe Link Up- program. 
The Commission implemantad lhel8 pro,.,rarns in lhe U S WEST -=- .,......,i lo 
ils Decision and Order dated February 17, 1988, is■ued in Dodclil F-3703, lD..lbl.MIIIII[ 
of lbe knfrtioetioo !io hPt111NNIIICiol of a IatOPbaOo Ayj1tanqt PIID fQc $Qulh Oetsore 
CuaUlmtiJ. Exhibit 1 at page 1. Slbsequent buyers d U S WEST -=- wwe 
required IO also offer lhe TAP and Link Up America programs. JSI, at -1-2. 

The amou,t d TAP assislance is $7.00, $3.50 d which is ,-1y funded, wi1h lhe 
remaining $3.50 funded by lhe local telecommunications carrier. JSI, at page 3. Althoul11 
U S WEST was originally allowed lo charge a surcharge lo fund lhe program, U S WEST 
subsequently gave"" Iha! right in Docket F-3647-l!, lo the MaftlC qi !bl PbGlic Uti@u 
Commission IDYll!iaatiao into tbo Effads o( Ult 1986 Jax RefCfJD Ad AO SolCJ Petm!e 
IJlililiu. Exhibit 5. In order lo receive lhe TAP assistanoe, a member d lhe -



must be 60 years cl age or older ant pal1icipafe in either the food stamp or the low-income 
energy assistance p,ogram. Exhibit 1 at page 2. 

Ill 

The Link Up America progan provides ... _,.., in ., amount equal to one-natl 
cl the qualifying subsaibe<'s telephone service c:onnec:tion charges 14> to a maximum cl 
$30.00. kl- at page 3. In order to receive Link Up --.ce, a aJSlonw must be 

receiving-food stamps or low-income--. must not pre..-.tly have 
local telephone- and must not have_, provided telephone service at his or 1w 
residence wi1hin the previous thnNt months, and must not be a dependent for -
ina>me tax IUP()S8S (~ c:riloria does nol apply to lhose 60 years cl age or 
older). kl. The Link Up program is 11.w,ded entirely out cl -.1 funds. kl. 

fl/ 

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up _...,. in CC Dod<8t No. 116-
-45. kllbl,.._QfE~JoiJlecw!l111llriYwlll s,n,;,;a edapladMay7, 1997. 
llegiMing January 1, 1998, the FCC lo<nl thll the- -ine Lifeline supportwtll 
be$3.50perqualifying low-income consunwwill a, - S1.75 in-support 
Wthe statea,mmiuion-a0011-1di11g .-.cb:tion in---· 47 
C.F.R § 54.~a). --Lifeline support in a, amount equal to one-half the 
amount cl any slate Lifeline support (nol to UCNd $7.00) is also --- kl. 

V 

The FCC fur1her found that the -.J support for Link Up will continue to be a 
reduction In the llllecamu1icllt carrier's - camection charges equal to one half 
of the carrier's customer c:onnec:tion charge or $30.00, whichever is less. 47 C.F.R S 
54.413(b). 

VI 

Pursuant to the FCC's IIAN, W thon is no - LWeline or Link Up p,ogram, a 
ainsumer is eligible for support W the ...,...,_ participates in one ol the following 
__,,., Medicaid; food..,.,.; ~ Se<uily Income; - public housing 
-.:.,; or the Low-lncane Home Energy-.:. Progam. 47 C.F.R §§ 54.409(b) 
and 54.415{b). In addition, W thenl is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a aJSlonw 
111111 ca1ily .nllr penalty ol perµy that the amtomer is receiving benefits from one ol the 
__,,.Ii11Bd - ant agn.es to notify the c:arier Wthe aJStomer ceases to participate 
in sucll program or programs. 111. 

VII 

The lint issue is - the Conmssion !hould _,,..,. inlnlstate rate reductions 
to allow constMneB eligible for LWeline support to receive the additional $1.75 in 1-.. 



M4'P(J!t. The earrn-. finds-~ lhall uharize - rate reductions for eligible 
telecommunic:atio ~ providing local exct,enge - to - eligible 
-. to ,_,,. lhe additional $1 . 75 in ~I support Tiu, lhe total - d 
- lupport is SS.25 per eligible customer. 

VIII 

lhell900nd ... il-lhe~--up•-Uf91ineprogram 
to fund fut1her reductions in lhe intrastate rate paid by lhe end ...-. The CommiAion 
finds tt will not Ill up. - Lifeline program to fl.lid further reductions at this lime. 

IX 

The third issue is - to modify or •- lhe exllling Uf9line program or 
Li'lk Up program. Wiil, reopec:1 to lhe aa,g Ueline program, lhe CommiAion -­
·----~TAP pragram.- l9qllira US WEST and carriers lhll -
~US WEST exchenges to fl.lid• $3.50 reduction d local,_ IO low~ 
..-ageeoand,,,.. lheConvnlulonfurtherfinds.,. .. SolAh Dll!ala ~ 
and Li'lk Up programs -I follow lhe FCC NIN. lla 47 U.S.C. 15 54.400 to 54.417. 
lhe-d~ lhe FCC rules and not inlllluling further-~ - ii 
that the FCC eliglbililyraquiren.uand _ __, ,...._wil applylO .. 

- Dll!ala Ulellna and Li'lk Up _ _ In-. the CommiAion ---­
Commisllon -. In conoultation with the carriers, develop • - fonn for ...,_ 
- lhecarrierslhalll«ldlhaselonnlto..:h,.__priarl0~1, 
1998. The carriers -I a11o Hnd a fonn to ..:t, d lhllr new-. Flnllly, lhe 
can1els shall fflliM the fonns aval- to.,,., perwon or nily upon.....-_ 

X 

lhef<uth ... il-lhe~lhaudfila, orln .. --, requlre 
.. carriorlOllla-wilhthefl.lid-. lill47C.F.R§54.«J1(d). The 
~-_ .. carrilrsmallboi"'CIUAdtolilelhll-dlio""lllllllloijjlhal 
.. corriel'1plln---~FCC rulNand-thecarrior-an ~ 
copy to the~ The carriers - - be raqund to lncull In -­
report to the CommiAion lhe ,,.._ d MIIClibers who ,_.. Lnline and Li'lk Up 
aupport. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Ccmnmm ha µisdidion ,,,_ thil mallli< l)<nUant to SDCL Chapter 49-31 , 
ll)8Cifically49-31-1.1, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7. 1, 49-31-11 , 49-31-12. 1, 49-31 -12.2 and 
12.4, and 47 C.F.R 15 5•'-'400 to 54.417. 



Pursuant to 47 C.F.R § 54.403(a), the Convnission authorizes intrastate rate 
reductions for eligible telecomnuiications companies providing local exchange service 
lo allow eligible consumers to receive the additional S1 .75 in fedelal support. 

Ill 

The Commission declines to Institute a state lifeline p,oi,am to fund furtl,­
rec1a:lior1s al lhis time. The existing So<Ah Dakota Lifeline and link Up p,oi,ams shall be 
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 lo 54.417, .....-, on 
Jan.ay 1, 1998. The Convnission stall, in conaultation with the carriers, shall develop a 
sllnda'd form for self-airtification. The carriers shall Nnd lMM tom,s to each cuoton. 
prior to January 1, 1998. The carTie<s lhall also Nnd a tonn to each cf !hair rww 
cu11omers. Finally, the carriers shall make the tom,s avail- to any perwon or entity 
upon request 

rv 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R § 54.401(d), the Convniasion find1 the carriers shall be 
_,;red lo file thal information demons1r■ling that the-· plan - the ■pplicmle 
FCC rules and thal the carrier send_, - a,py lo the Camiaion. Tha carriers 
shall also be required to include in their annual report lo the Commission the .....- cf 
aublaibers who receive Lifeline and link Up support. 

It is therefore 

ORDERED, that the Convniasion -.arizes intrutate rate reduclionl for eligible 
telecommunications companies providing local exchange l8MC8 to allow eligible 
consumers to receive the additional S1 .75 in federal support; and~ i1 

FURTHER ORDERED, lhal ""'Conmission will not oet up a state lifeline p,oi,am 
to fund further reductions at thi5 time; .-: it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Convnission shall eliminate the exiating TAP 
progwn; that the South Dakota lifeline and link Up pmgrams follow the FCC rules; that 
the Convnission staff, in conaultation with the carriers, -op a standa-d form for Hit· 
certification; that the carriers shall send lMM forma to all of their cullonler1 prior lo 
Jan.ay 1, 1998; that the carriers shall also send a tonn to each cf their new custonws; 
and that the carriers make the fonns avail- to any person or entity upon ,_i; and 
itis 



FURTHER ORDf.RED, lhat the carrier -I file with the FCC the lnlonnallon 
dol1oiltlati11g 1hat the carier'a plan ..-the applicable FCC nJlea and lhat the carrier 
send an inf0111111ione1 copy 10 the Commialon. The caniera -I alao include In !heir 
- lllpCfl ...... Camialan ... nunt. at aubacriberS who - Lif911ne and li1k 
Up support 

Dated at Pierre, Soulh ~ . ft1ls ~day at-• 1997. 

CBlffllCA11! a, IBMCI: 

lllt ........ ..., ........ ............................ ,, ................... _... .... .... .., ...... ., ... ___ ....., ....... ,,,..,. ........... ..... 
.. ~clr!4 
- 11/1~/97 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION: 

~ 
~ 
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