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DOCKET 
TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS 

DATE INTERVENTION 
NUMBER FILED DEADLINE 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 

Aoplicalion by ACSI local Switched Services. Inc. 10< • Certificate of Authority lo operate H a lelecommunlcations company 

TC97-153 w,thln 1he stale of Soulh Dakota. (Staff: TS/CH) · ACSI seeks authonty lo provide I lull range of lnteren:h1nge services, 09l1Ml7 09/26197 Including MTS. dedJCatod MTS, loll free, dedicated eoo acceu, calling card, debit card, 1udioconlerendng and operator-
assisted services • 

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS 

West Rtve1 Tclocommuncatx>ns CooperabYe, Hazen, North Dakola, porsuant to 47 USC 21 4(a) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby 
seeks designallOn as an ehglble telecommunications carrier Within the local exchange are■ that constitutes its service area in 

TC97-1S4 
South Dakota West Rive, Telecommunlcations Cooperal!Ye Is lhe lacilitiet-based local exchange c:arrier p,esenlly providing 09110197 09/26197 
local e1change telecommunications services In lhe lollowlng exchange In South Dakota· McL.aoghMn (823). West Rio/er 
TeleCt>mmunications Cooperative, l o its knowledge , Is the only carrier today providing local exchange telecommunications 
seMCe in the above e1chanae area. rstaff: HB/KC) 

Mobridge Te1ecommurncaboM Co . Hazen, North Oakola, porsuant to 47 U.S C 21 , (e) and , 1 CFR 542 01 hereby seeks 
de,ignatJOn as an ehg1ble lelecommunk:1tlon1 carrier within the local exchange area that constitutes 1ts service area ln South 

TI:17-115 Dakota Mobndge Telecommunications Co is the ladlmH-based local exchange carrier presently prOYidlng local e1diange 09/10197 09/26197 
lelecommunica!IOnS S8l"IIICeS In lhe following exchanoo in South Dakola Mobrielge (&4 5). Mobridge Telecommunlcatlons Co .. 
10 its knOW1edge. is lhe only earner 1oday proW:llng local ••change lelecommunications service In the above exchange are,. 
(Stitt HS/CHI 

REQUEST FOR PROPOSED RULES 

Any Inte1estod pe,son or entrty may file proposed ruin concerrw1g advertising requirements lor eligible lelecommunic:ations 
came,s Pu1suan1I0 47 USC section 21,(e)(1) , an eligible tetecommunkRlioM carrier must advertise the av11fabi!y of 

NA seMCes supported by the federal urwerAI service support mechnaisms and the charges 101 those services using media of proposed rules 
genera l dIsI1Ibu11on The proposed ruin musl be riled With the Commission on 01 befor& Seplembe, 29, 1997 Ana, b'f ~9/29197 
conlldemg lhe rules proposed by any lnlerested pe,son or entity. the Commission Intends lo open• rutemalung aettiog forth 
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Stutd,'2'~ 
Public Utilities Commission 
SUic Capi1ol Building. SOO East Capitol Avm~. Pierre, South Dakota S7.SO I-.S070 

October 1, 1997 

Mr Richard D. Coit 
Executive Director 
SDITC 
P. 0 . Box 57 
Pierre, SD 57501 

RE: Eligible Telecommunications Carrier application, TC97-1S5 
Mobridge T~munk:ations Co. 

Dear Mr.Coit: 

The above-referenced application has been rev\ewed by the staff of the Pubk Utilities 
Commission. The following additional information is needed In order for the Commission to 
consider this application: 

1. Pursuant to ◄7 C.F.R. 5◄ . 101{a){◄) , slngle-p.uty service or its functional equiv■'ent musl 
be made available by an Eligible Telecommunk:alions Cllrtier (ETC) to receive universal 
service suppor1 mechanisms. Does the above-referenced ~ny have this service? 

2. Pursuant to ◄7 C.F.R. S◄ .◄05 and S◄ .411 , Lifeline and Unk Up services must be made 
availabte by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers. Does the applicant company, as 
referenced above, make these services available to qualifying consumers? 

3. Please provide a verification by an authorized offteer, under oath, to the Commission ln 
which the applicant represents to the Cc:w'Mvssion that lhe facts stated in the Request for ETC 
Designation and the response to data request nos. 1 and 2, above. are truthful. 

Please respond by October 1 ◄, 1997. Upon recelpt of this infom\lltlon, it wil be evaluated by 
staff and the matter win be schedu~ for consideration by the Commission. Thank you for 
your attentton to this matter. 

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

g_~ 
Camron Hoseck 
Staff Attorney 

cc: Harian Bes1 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

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

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COO PERA TlVE ASSOCIATION, INC. 

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY 

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE 
OF HEARING 

TC97.-

TC97.Q69 

TC97-070 

TC97-071 

TC97-073 

TC97-074 

TC97-075 

TC97-077 

TC97-078 

TC97-080 

TC97-081 

ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. 

BAL TIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE 

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC. 

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC. 

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC. 

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
INC. 

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

SANCOM, INC. 

TC97-083 

TC97.{184 

TC97-085 

TC97-086 

TC9H87 

TC97.{188 

TC97-089 

TC97-090 

TC97-092 

TC97-093 

TC97-094 

TC97-095 

TC97-096 



SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO. 

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE 
COOPERATIVE ASSOC1A TION 

RC COIIMUNICATIONS, INC. 

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC. 

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC. 

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC. 

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT 
TELEPHONE COMPANY 

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY 

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY 

TC97-497 

TC97-098 

TC97-499 

TC97-100 

TC97-101 

TC97-102 

TC97-105 

TC97-108 

TC97-113 

TC97-114 

TC97-115 

TC97-117 

TC97-121 

BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE 

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A 
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A 
MCCOOK TELECOM 

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE 

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. 

US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

THREE RIVER TELCO 

TC97-125 

TC97-130 

TC97-131 

TC97-154 

TC97-163 

TC97-167 

The South Dakola Public i.JtJlibes Comm1SS10n (Commission) received requesls from 
the above captK>Oed telecommurncahons companies requesting designation as eligible 
1e1ecommun1cations earners 

The Camusst00 electromcally transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention 
deadlines to interested 1nchv1duals and entities. On June 27, 1997, the Commission 
re<:eived a Petition to Intervene from Dakota Telecomnu,1cations Systems. Inc. (OTS) and 
Dakota Telecom, lnc.(OTI} with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket 
TC97-075) On July 15. 1997. at os regularly scheduled meeting. the Commission granled 
mtervent,on to OTS and OTI 1n Docket TC97-075 No other Petitions to Intervene were 
Med 

The Commisst00 has ,_.,sd1c:tion over th1s matter pursuant to SOCL 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 

USC § 214(e)(1) through (5) 

The ,ssues at the hearing shall be as follows. ( 1 ) whether the above captioned 
telecommunications companies should be granted designation as eligible 
te lecommunications earners. and (2) what service areas shall be established by the 
Comm,ss,on 



A hearing shall be held at 1:30 P.M., on Wednesday, November 19, 1997, 1n Room 
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota. It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted 
pursuant to SOCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be present and to be 
represented by an attorney. These nghts and other due process rights shall be forfeited 
if not exef'Osed at the hearing. tf you or your representative fail to appear at the time and 
place set for the hearing, the Final Decision will be based solely on the testimony and 
evidence provided, if any, during the hearing or a Final Decision may be issued by default 
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20. After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence 
and testimony that was presented at the heanng. The Commission will then enter Findings 
of Fad, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this 
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above 
captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible 
telec:orrm..rlications carrier, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible 
telecoovTwica1ions calliers. The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties 
to the state Cirrurt Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law. It is therefore 

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the l ime and place specified above on 
the issues of whttther the above captioned telecommunications companies should be 
g-ranted designation as eligible telecommunications carriers, and the Commission shall 
establish service areas fOf eligible telecommunicat ions carriers. 

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, this hearing is being held in a 
physically accessible location. Please contact the Public Utilities Commission at 1..S00-
332-1782 at least 48 hours prior to the hearing if you have special needs so arrangements 
can be made to accommodate you . ,;,;( 

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this __2__ day of November, 1997. 

CEATWCATEOf SUMC:£ 

TM ~ i..c,y ~ Iha 0.1 
~hnbNn NfWdloday upon .. ~ 
Of HCotd In ltn docbt. n 11...o on the docl,. .. 
..-.tc.ht.byt.:vnilaorbyftrstdl:ufflllil.in 

=.:;;-,~-
8y ,All/! fla l&f(/g i~ 
... .,~11/2/n 

BY OROER OF THE COMMISSION. 
Commissioners Burg, Nelson and 
Schoenfelder 
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WESTERN TELEPHONE CO MPANY 

STOCKHOLM - STRANDBURG TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC . 

5 JEFF ERSON TELEPHONE CO . , INC. 

10 

11 

~~~~y BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 

VENTURE COMMUNICATI ONS , I NC . 

SANCOM, INC . 
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f B 0 c E E p I N G s 

CH AIRMAN BURG: Okay. We'l l go ahead and get 

started. I' 11 begin the hearing for the dockets 

relati ng to the eligible telecommunications c arriers 

The da te 
s des i gnat ion. The time is approximately 1:50 . 

is November 19, 1997; and the locat ion of the hearing 

is Room 4 12 , State Capitol. Pie rre, south Dakota. 

I am Jim Burg, Commi ssion Chairman . 

9 
Commissioner s Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are 

The 
10 also p ~esent. I'm presiding over this heari ng. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

l 9 

hearing wa s noticed pursuant to the Co mm ission's Ot der 

For and Notice o f Hear i ng i ssued November 7, 1997 . 

The issues at this hearing shall be as 

follo ws: One , whether the requesting 

telecommunica tions c om pany should be granted 

designation as eligible telecommunic ations carriers; 

and, two , what serv ic e areas shall be established by 

the Commission. 

All parties ha v e the r ight to be present and 

20 to be rep resented by an attorney. All perso n s so 

21 testifying will be sworn in and subject to 

2 2 c r os s-examinat ion by the parties. The Commission's 

23 

2 4 

25 

fi nal decision ma y be appealed by the part ies to the 

State Ci r c u it court and the State Supreme Court. 

Rola yne Wi est will a ct as Commission 

counsel. She may provide re comme nded rul i ngs on 

2 procedural and evidentiary matters . The Commission may 

3 ove rrule its counsel's prel im inary rulings throughout 

the hearing . If not overruled , the prel i minary rulings 

5 wi l l become fina l. 

At this t i me I'll turn it over to Rolayne for 

the hearing . 

MS. WIEST : I 'll take appearances of the 

9 parties. Rich, wh o do you represent? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

MR. COIT: I' m her~ tod ay representing all o f 

the SDITC member comp an ies, an d als o Kadoka wh ich has 

recently applied for membersh i p wit h the coalition. 

And Dar la Rogers is here r epresenting some companies, 

14 and I guess she could indicate for the record wh ich 

15 ones she's representing . 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

MS. ROGERS: I'm he re representing Vall e y ; 

Stockho lm-Stra ndburg; Golden West, including Vivian; 

and Sully Buttes a nd Venture. 

MS. WIEST : Could you repeat those again ? 

Valle y , Stockholm -St randburg , Vivian, Golden Wes t. 

MS . ROGERS : Gol de n West . Sully Buttes and 

Venture . 

MS . WI EST: u s West . 

MR. H£ASTON: Bi ll Heasto n and Tammy Wilk a 

fo r u s West Communic ations. 



staff. 

MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff. 

MR . HOS ECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission 

MS . WIEST : We have had a request to take one 

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

the parties want to make an o pening statement before we 

7 begin? 

Why don't you procee d with 075 then. 

MR. COIT: Sure, that's fine . I really don't 

10 have an opening statement. There are a couple of 

11 exhibits that we would like to admit . And I understand 

12 there's also been some letters sent to the Commission 

13 that we would l ik e co admit into the record as evidence 

14 on the ETC questions. And that would be Exhibit Number 

15 1. wh ic h is the application of Fort Randall for ETC 

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

17 of Fort Randall co a data request from staff, dated, 1 

18 believe, Octobe r 1st. And there are two letters . 

19 don't know i f we·ve marked those yet. 

20 

2 l 

22 

( EXHIBITS NO . 3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR 

IDENTIF ICATI ON.) 

MR. COIT: There are two other exhibits that 

23 have been marked Exhibit No. 3. Kathy Marmet, is that 

2 4 t he letter of Dakota or is Exhibit 3 the letter. 

25 MS . MARMET : Exhib i t 3 is the letter of 

10 

Dakota. 

MR. COIT: So the Exhibit 3 is the letter 

from Robert Marmet to t he Commission, and Exhibit 4 is 

a letter from Mike Bradley ~o t he Commission. 

MS . WIEST: What's the date o f that letter, 

the letter from Bradley? 

MR . CO IT: November 18th. 

MS. WIES T: Because I have one dated November 

18th and one the 19th. 

MR . COIT: I think so. Is that right, 

11 Exhibit 3, is that the 19th? Okay. I had a letter 

12 that was dated yesterday, but the ones we have marked 

13 for admission t oday, I believe both the letters are 

14 dated the 19th, November 19th. 

15 MS . WIEST: So the letter from Mr. Bradley is 

16 dated the 19th? 

17 

1 8 

19 

MR. CO IT: Yes. Sorry about that . 

MS. WIE ST: And that's Exhibit ~ -

MR . COIT: I don't know why they're dated 

2 0 differently. The 19th 1s the one we're se e king 

21 admissi on on. I believe. Yes, they are identical so 

22 we 're seeking adm1ss1 on o f the 19th letter. 

23 MS . WIEST: I think they're not exactly 

24 identical but we· ll go with th e 19th. Could I see the 

25 le tter from Dakota? I don't believe we got copies of 



1 I that one . ( Pause. ) So at this time are you offering 

Exhibits 1, 2, 3 and 4 ? 

MR . COIT: Yes, that's correct. 

MS. WIEST: Is there any objection to those . 

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

been admitted in TC97 -075. Then at this time I would 

7 ask if any of the parties have any quest ions perta ining 

to TC97-075, including the Co mmissioners? 

The only que stion I would have, Rich, is on 

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

11 first question it talks about single party service. 

12 guess it's not absolutely clear that it's availabl e to 

13 all th ~ customers the way that the statement is written 

14 and answered . 

15 MR. COIT: Oh, because they said does the 

16 above-referenced company have this service. 

l 7 

18 

MS . WIEST : Right . 

MR. COIT: Yeah, I guess that is correct. 

19 And I am not here today to serve as a witness. 

20 

21 

MS . WIEST : No. 

MR. COIT: If that's a concern that you feel 

22 you need addressed, and I hate to say this, but I was 

23 led to believe that i f there were some questions on 

2~ appl1cations and there was not a witness here to answer 

25 that, those questions could be dealt wi th between now 

10 

1 and December 2nd . The re are witnesses here tod ay for 

some of the other applicat ion s , but there is not a 

witness here today with respect to Fort Randall's 

appl ication. 

MS . WIEST : The only other th ir. g I would 

suggest is that perhaps the Commission could just have 

it clarifi ed by another affidavit from the person. 

CH AIRMAN BURG : We could approve it on the 

9 basis of that clarification. 

10 MS. WIEST : A late-filed exhibit just 

11 clarifying that since we are taking affidav it s from the 

12 witnesses on other issues . 

13 

" 
MR . COIT: I appreciate that option. 

MS . WIE ST: Other wise, are there any o ther 

15 questions relating to 075? 

16 

17 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Can we ~a ke bench decisions? 

MS . WIEST: Staff wil l ha ve someth i ng too . 

18 They'll have testimony on all of the cases. Does staff 

19 want to go now, or do y o u want to go at the very end? 

20 MR. HOS ECK: Origi nally we had planned to go 

21 after the applicants had . 

22 

23 

MS. WIEST : All the app licants? 

MR . HOSECK: Yes. And if these are treated 

2 4 en mass o r something fairly close to that, then we 

25 would be prepared to put on our case in a similar 
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l manner. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine. 

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

then we'll have Harlan as the witness. Let's go back 

s to TC9i - 068. Does anyone have any question& on 

6 T C9 7-068? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Juet a clarification . What 

8 data request response is thi a ? 

MS. WIEST: Yes. That would be in that 

10 pa c ket . 
MR. COIT: Is there a chance that we could 

11 

12 consider or deal with these en mass as Mr. Hoseck . as 

13 

15 

16 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

25 

indic ated or suggested? 

MS . WIEST : I'd rather not just because on a 

few of them I have a couple questions on some of chem. 

MR . COI T : Okay. Should 1 go ahead and 

introdu c e the exhibits? 

MS. WIEST : Yes. 

MR , COIT: With respect to Docket TC9 7 -068 

there are cwo exhibits. Exhibit No. l is the actual 

ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone company. And 

Exhibit No. 2 is the response of Vivian Telephone 

Company to a data request from Commission staff. We 

wo uld move the adm issio n of those exhibits . I do not 

have the dates. 1 don't have them here with me. 

l Okay . y h 12 
ea • the date on the Exhibit No . 

ad h 1 is 6-1997, 

n t e date on the response to the data request ' • 

10 - 14 - 97 . '"" 

7 admitting 

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

MR. COI T: 6 - 19 - - 6-9, excuse me. 

MS . WIES T: Okay. I h 
Exhibits l s t ere any o bjecti o n to 

and 2 in 068? 
been admitted . If not , they"ve 

Aga i n, Rich , on Exhibit 2, the 
9 question, it first 

10 throughout . says we provi de single party service 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

25 

I guess I 'll assu me that means all 

customers? 

MR . COIT: 
Don Lee is he re I woul d c all Don Lee. 

representing Vivian as well as some o f the other 

Don Lee. do you want t o take com pa nies. 

DON LB.I, 

called as a wi tness, being 

a seat? 

first duly sworn, 

was examined and test i fied as follows: 

DI RECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR . CO I T: 

Q . Could you resp ond to Commission counsel's 
q ues ti on, please? 

A . Yes. The answer t o your ques tion 

does indicate that they provide is, 
serv ic e pr i vate 

yes, i t 

line 
throughout th e study area . 

MS, WIEST : S ingle party to all cus tomers? 
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It's ava ilable t o all custome rs ? 

A. Right. 

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

question I have. Does a nybody else have ~ny ques tions 

for th is wit nes s for 0 68? If not, thank you. I did 

6 adm it Exhibit 1 and 2. 069. 

MR . COI T: We would move the adm ission of 

Exhibits No . 1 and 2 i n 069, and that is an ETC request 

9 or application date d 6-9-97 and response to a staff 

10 da t a request dated 10 - 14 - 97 . 

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

12 been admitted. 

13 COMM! SSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : Excuse me, 1 do 

1 4 not have the data re q uest u p here wit h me for some 

15 reason . I'm sorry about this, but I nee d to go ba ck 

16 and ask Mr. Lee ab o ut the Life l ine, Link Up . I think 

11 wa s that cove red in the data r e quest? I'm sorry to be 

1 8 beh in d the eight ba ll, but I did n o t have that and so I 

19 nee d to kno w whether th is company is d oing Li feline , 

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

21 int end to have that implemented by 1-1? 

22 A. You 're referri ng to t he Vi vian Teleph o ne 

23 Company? 

24 COM MI SSIONER SCHOENF ELDER: Yeah , Viv i an i s 

25 what we're doing now. 

14 

A . Vivian Te lepho ne Company does prov i de 

Lifeline and Li n k Up throughout its system wit h the 

except ion o f the Vivian Exchange , and they ant icipate 

providing it i n the Vivian Ex cha nge b y January 1, 

1998 . 

CO MM I SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Bu t ant ic ipated 

and doing it are t wo different thi ngs. And I think I'm 

8 going to hav e to be assured that you'r e either go i ng to 

9 do it or that you're going to ask for something from 

10 us . 

11 A . Do y ou want a c omm i tment that we will do it 

12 by that date? 

13 CO MM ISSIONER SC HOENFELDER : I th i nk that ' s 

14 one o! the requ i re ments, if I'm re ad ing the Act r ig h t. 

15 

16 

A . Yeah. 

COMM ISSIONER SC HOENFELDER : And I thi~k 

17 that' s import a nt that we have tha t o n the r eco rd . 

18 A . Cert ai n ly, Commissioner. The answer i s, yes, 

19 they are comm it ted t o pr o v i d ing it by 1-1 -19 98 . 

20 

21 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Thank you . 

CHA IR MA N BU RG: Just a questi o n, a general 

22 one o n that . On th e toll , what d o we ca ll i t toll 

2 3 con trol? Do we need a statement on those, too, o r a 

24 reque st for a wa iver? 

25 MS . WIE ST: They d i d actual ly request wa ive r s 
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in their original applications. 

MR. COIT: 1 was at the conclusion of going 

through. I guess, the quest ions and so forth, I was 

basically - - before the Commission acts on any of 

these, going to restate the request . But if the 

commission has questions of Mr. Lee with respect to 

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

a woul d s uggest you go ahead and ask it. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: No, I don't have a problem as 

10 long as we know all of them that's going to apply to. 

11 In ot her words, if i t appl i es to every one of them , 

12 

13 

" 
15 

16 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

then the statement at the end saying it applies on all 

of them is adequate for me. or if you have some that 

already could do the toll cnnt r ol, we ~eed to know 

chat. I doubt if there are any at this time. 

MR. COIT: No, we don't . And the wa i ver 

request is included in all the applications. But just 

to make sure it wa s ruled on, I was intending on 

bringing it up aga in at the end. 

CHAIR MAN BURG : Okay. That's fine wit h me . 

MS . WIEST: Any other questions of this 

wi tness regarding 068 and 069? If not , we will go to 

TC97-070 . 
MR. COIT: Again , I would move for the 

admission of two exhi b its in TC97-070, and that is the 

ETC application 16 
to staff's data or request dated 6 - J0-97 and response 

request dated 10 -97. 

HS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhib its 

Ar e there any questions land 2 have been admitted . 

wit h regard to this docket? 
6 TC97-071. If not, let · s go to 

MR. COIT: We would 
Exhibits No. l d move for the admission o f 

an 2 • request for ETC 
6-10-97 and response to d status dated 

10 10-9-97. at.a request of staff dated 

ll 

12 

13 

l4 

15 

16 

l 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

MS . WIEST : 
2 ? If Any objection to Exh ibits 1 and 

not, they've been admitted. 

quest ions regarding TC97-071? Are there any 

TC97-073. If not, we will go to 

MR . COIT: We woul d move for the admission o f 

€-11-97 and Exhibit 

staff data requ e st 

Exhibit No. l , ETC request dated 

No. 2 , response to 
MS. WI EST : dat ed 10-1 4 -97 

2 bei ng admitted ? Any o bjections to Exhibits 1 and 
I! not• they h 

A~ y q ave been admitted. 
uestions regarding 073? 

MR . COIT : I would 
l& the current note that De nn is Law, 

manager of Sioux Valley 
Comp an . Telephone 

y, l& available if the 
questions . Commi ssioners have any 

who 

MS . WIEST : Any questions? If not• we, 11 go 
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to TC97-074. 

HR. COIT: We would move for th e adm i ss ion of 

Exh i bit No. 1, wh ic h is the ETC request dated 6-12 -9 7 

and Exh ibit No. 2, response to st aff data request dated 

10-31-97 . 

MS. WIEST : Are th e re an y obj ections? I f 

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

e q ue stions concerning 07 4? I have the same question o n 

chis one, Rich, wit h r espe c t to t he data request number 

10 o ne . 

11 

12 

ll 

1 4 filed. 

15 

MR . COIT : Would an a f fidavit be adequate ? 

MS . WIEST : Yeah, as far as all customers. 

MR . COIT: Okay. I wi ll make sure that gets 

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

16 let's go t. O TC 97 -0 77 . 

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

18 Exhibit No. 1, wh ich is the ETC request and that's 

19 dated 6-1 3 -97. Aiso move for admiss io n of Exhibit No . 

20 2, which is a response to data request dated 10-9 -91. 

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

22 supplementa l response to st af f data request . It's 

23 dated 10-28-97 . we move the admission of all three 

2 4 exhibits. 

25 MS . WIEST: Any objecti on? I f not , those 

thre e exhibits hav e been admitted . Are there any 

2 questions regarding th i s docket ? 

1 8 

MR . COIT : I bel i eve Mr. Lee is represent ing 

I T C today as well? 

MR . LEE : That's right . 

MS. WI EST: Ok a y. Let's g o to TC97 - 018 . 

MR . COIT : We move for the ad:n i ss ion of 

Exhibit No. 1, wh ich is the ETC request dated 6 -13- 97 

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

10 response to st af f data request dated 10 -9-9 7 . 

11 MS . WIEST: An y obj e ction to those exhibits? 

12 If not, they've been admi t:ed. Any questions 

13 concerning this docket? Le t 's g o to TC97 - 080 . 

14 MR. COIT: We mo v e fo r the admissio n of 

15 Exhi b it No. l, wh ich is the ETC request dated 6 -1 6-91 , 

16 and a l s o mo ve f o r adm i ss ion of res ponse to staff da ta 

17 request Exh i b it No. 2, which is dated 10-1 4 - 97. 

18 MS . WIEST : Any o b jection to Exh ibi ts land 

19 2 ? If not, they've been adm itt ed . Any questi on s 

20 regarding t his d ock et ? If not, let's move to 

21 TC97 - 081 . 

22 MR . COIT : We move for the adm ission of ETC 

23 request dated 6-16-97 , whi ch i s Exhibit No. 1. and a l so 

2 4 Exh ibi t No. 2, response to staff data request, dated 

25 10 - 15-97 . 
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1 1 

19 

HS . WIEST : Are there any object ions to 1 a n d 

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

regarding this docket ? So , Ri c h, with respect to this 

one, you will be ask i ng at the end about the waiver for 

the s i ngle party and all the other wai vers ; is that 

right? 

MR . COIT: Is there a waiver request in the 

S ta teli ne o n the single party issue? 

MS . WIEST: Yea. 

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

understood there were some companies that had purchased 

12 us west exchanges that were still in the proces s of 

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

1 4 waiver, I guess so . I'll renew that request. I don 't 

15 have any fa ctu al information I can provide. I don't 

16 be lie ve, Mr . Lee. are you here representing Stateline? 

17 MR. LEE: I am . And in conversations with 

18 Stateline management yesterday , they indicated that 

19 they would li kely ne ed a wa ive r request until March, 

20 Apr il time frame when t he y can finish the construction 

21 t o prov i de all one party service . 

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

23 a ct ually asking for a one • year waiver; correct? 

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

25 up. 

20 

MS. WIES T: So you probably just need a 

2 wa iver until June? 

MR . LEE : That would be adequate. 

MS . WIEST : June le t? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we need t o act on the 

wa ivers now? 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Do y o u want a 

motion on the wa iver now? 

MS. WIEST: Let's talk about tha t. The thing 

10 is that all of these , I bel iev e , are going t o also ne~d 

ll a motion on the waivers for the one year on the t oll 

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

13 a t t h is time. 

CHAI RMAN BURG : We hav e to take each o f those 

15 separate motions, do you thi nk, at the end for the toll 

16 cont r ol? 

17 

18 

MS . WIE ST: Yes. I f we want to g o .. 

MR . COIT: We coul d pick it up here now and 

19 start d oi ng waivers . That might be the easiest way . 

20 

21 one. 

22 

23 

24 

CH AIR MAN BURG: I f we got t o g o t hr o ugh each 

MR . COIT: Rule on them as y ou go through. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Eas i er than going back. 

MS . WI EST: Okay . For 0 81 with respec t t o 

25 the waiver u nti l Jun e let, 1 99 8, co nce rni ng single 
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I party service to all cu stome rs , and the second wa i ve r 

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

3 date , Rich? 

MR . COIT: 1 think I would gue ss tha t t hat 

5 would be from the date o f the o rder. 

10 

11 

MS . WIE ST: Okay. 

MR. COI T : On the toll control? You 're 

speaking to the toll control; correc t ? 

MS . WIEST : Yes, toll control. 

COMMISSI ONE R SCHOENFELDER : 1 have a question 

as long as we're talking about the wa i ver s both on toll 

l2 control and on the single party serv ice. As long as 

l3 you're asking for wa ivers, let's make sure it's done 

14 properly and that we're not b a ck here in two months 

15 asking for more wa ivers. I wo uld hate to go through 

16 this process, or would not like t o go through this 

l7 process again. I t h i nk we need to be accurate when 

1 e we're d oi ng it. I als o have a questi o n about what 

19 meets the requirements of the Act? How mu ch of a 

20 waiver can we give? I d on't know as I know the answer 

21 to that. 

22 
MS . WIEST: Right . The time actually in t he 

23 FCC order is not specifi ed. Bu t it do es say i n 

24 paragraph 89 , I bel ieve, that the Commission must, upon 

25 a findi ng of exceptional ci rc umstances , you can make a 

22 

1 wai ver for single party se rvi ces for a specif i ed per iod 

2 of time. And also on the tol l l imitati o n the compan y 

must also show exceptional circumstances ex i st and ne ed 

for add itional time to upgrade. They should have to 

sho w in d ivi dua l hardship, indi v i dua lized hardship or 

inequit y warrants add ition al time to comply and that 

7 would better se r ve the public inte re st that is in 

strict adherence to the time per iod and it should 

9 extend only as long as the e xceptional circumstances 

10 exist. 

11 MR . COIT: I would note that in the 

12 applications, wh il e we've req ue sted a year , we 've also 

13 indicated that within that period o f time we would file 

1 4 some information with the Commi ssi o n indicating, you 

15 know, when the capability is available . If the 

16 Commission -- wh at we have -- and Mr. Lee, I thi nk, can 

17 answer some questions in the area o f toll control that 

18 I can ' t answer . But we're faced with a situation today 

19 where the capabil1t1es are just not available. If a 

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

21 real ly d i dn't know when it would be available and 

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

23 information on that, maybe the time period ca n be 

2~ d i fferent. But r19ht now we really don't know when the 

25 capab il ity is go1ng to be available. 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to be l abo r 

the point, and I know everyone wan ts to get through 

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

right. And so if it means that we nee d t o answer th e 

s question wh en we g r ant these waivers and we se nd t he se , 

6 o r you se nd them on to the FCC, we need to be s u re that 

yo u have spelled o ut why these compan ie s - - at least 

this 19 what I'm un ders t an ding -- wh y these companies 

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

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

11 And so I think that should b e i n the application 

12 3 0 me where, or at least in our motion as we approve it, 

13 o r we should have something on the re co rd to support 

14 whe~e we're go i ng. 

l 5 MS. WIEST: They do explain the rea sons i n 

16 their appl i cation, the i r original application, with 

17 respect t o t oll control . 

18 

19 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay . 

MS . WIEST: But if there are any further 

20 questions that t he Commission woul d like to ask a t thi s 

2 1 time, if you need more information on that, we could do 

22 t hat now. 

23 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I would li k e to 

2 4 k no w -- and this pro bably i sn 't true o f all compani es. 

2 5 But o f the ones y o u ' re testifying fo r at least, 

24 

Hr . Lee , where the y 're at i n deploying the t echnology 

that we need to do these two t h i ngs and what kind o f 

3 delays you mi g ht expect. Because I don't want this to 

not go for ward the way tha ~ it' s been perce ived that it 

should go f o rward . 

MR . LEE : Sure. Okay . I mi gh t respond to 

that i n general; and then i f the r e ar e specific 

e questions , I'd be happy t o d o that. But the issue of 

toll limitation. wh i ch I believe under the FCC ' s 

10 des c r i pt ion i dentif ie s a toll restr ic tion and a toll 

11 cont r ol, and the issue at hand i s in the to ll control, 

12 wh ich my unde:st a nding is to ind icate that the end u ser 

13 subscri ber is to be ab l e to control t he amount of its 

14 mo nthly b ill , at which time a restr ic t io n automat ically 

15 k ic k s in and d i sa llows a cce ss to the long dis tance 

16 net work. To my kn o wl edge, there is no s witch ven dor in 

17 the United States today who provi de s that c apability 

18 withi n its s wi tch . I kn o w tha t the vendo rs a re wo rking 

19 o n i t . I could not sit here wit h a cle ar con sc i ence 

20 and indicate that on X date that I wo u ld expect it will 

21 be ava il able . Given my ho nest opinion, I wo uld d ou bt 

22 that it's ava il able to the general p o pulation ~ ithin a 

23 year's time period . And therein is the reason I 

2 4 believe that SDITC me mbers ask for the one-year per iod 

25 bec aus e we don't ant ici pate it be i ng a v a ila b le . 
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The second or alternative to that is a 

software provi s ioni ng of toll control. And , again, to 

3 my knowledge, there is no interface between a software 

system and a switch that has that capability. 

Primarily because it would take real time rating of a 

custome r 's usage; and because the customer control 

sw it ch interexchange carrier it's choosing, there are a 

e myriad of optional call plans and rate structures that 

9 would be applied . And, to my knowledge, there just i s 

10 no tech nology, nor soft war e, available to ca rry out 

11 that program. 

12 COM MISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: And if I r • call 

13 right, it doesn't -- it's not permissive, one or the 

1~ other. You really to need t o do all of the above. 

15 

16 

MR . LEE : It i ncl udes bot.h , that 's correct. 

COMMISS IO NER SCHOENFELDER: I believe some 

11 compan i es have asked the FCC for clarification, that 

18 sort of th i ng. And as far as I know , you might have 

19 better info r mat ion than I do that that decision has not 

20 been handed down by the FCC . 

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

22 informat io n ; and, B, I agree it has r.ot been handed 

23 down, to my knowledge. There is that clarification 

24 procedure request in front of the FCC . 

2S COMMISS IO NER SCHOENF ELDER: Okay. 

26 

CHAIRMAN BURG: To my knowledge, everybody 

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

to get a general statement? 

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

restr iction, if I can, in stead of tol l limit ation, yes . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Toll blocking i s what I 

7 mean. Everybody can offer that ? 

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

statemen t . 

10 CH AIR MAN BURG: And I guess my position is to 

11 me, the othe r -- I really don ' t see, you know, since 

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

13 it or even putt i ng it into here . I think it satisfies 

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

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

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

17 po i nt to me in making it a shor te r limit because I 

18 don't think it wil l interfere with the ETC 

19 establishment . 

2 0 MR . LEE : I woul d agree with that and then 

21 woul d point out 1n the applications the companies have 

22 indicated that they w1ll i nvestigate and will work with 

23 their switch vendors so that when it d oes become 

24 available, they're willi ng to implement it. I think 

25 that the te ephone compa nies feel that once it becomes 
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available, it is in the public interest and would be 

very supportive of that concept. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'll move that we 

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

called? Toll limitation? Toll control? 

COMMISSI ON ER NELSON: I'd sec o nd. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to 

e concur with that as long as the motion is understood 

that there w1ll be some formal way to limit toll for 

10 these customer s just so that everybody understands the 

11 mot i on. 

12 CH AIRMAN BURG: I think i n every application 

13 you agreed that you can do toll restriction -­

MR. LEE: Right. 

15 CHA I RMAN BURG: if I remember reading the 

16 applications. and that to me is satisfactory. 

17 

18 

MR. LEE: Thank you . 

CHA IR MAN BURG : Do you want them as a 

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

20 we ne ed on this one? 

21 MS . WIEST : The single party service until 

22 June 1st. 

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

24 waiver in TC91-081 in the single party requirement 

25 until June 1, 1998. 

COMMISSIONER NELSO N: I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

28 

MS. WIEST: Any other questions in 081? Do 

you want to go back now? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: It might be easier to go back 

and get these o the rs. 

MR. COIT: Whatever. 

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

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

10 control. 

11 CHAIRMAN BURG: 1 · 11 move that we grant the 

12 wa iver of toll control in TC97-075. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Co ncur . 

MS. WIEST: 068. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the toll 

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

18 l imitation. 

19 MS. WIEST : Toll control . I'm sorry, we have 

20 t o be accurate because what the FCC did is they call it 

21 combined coll control and toll blocking as toll 

22 limitation . 

23 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver 

24 for toll control in TC91-068. 

25 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 



COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : For one year? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes . 

MS . WIEST : 069. 
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CHAIRMAN BURG, I ' ll keep making t hem . I'll 

6 
move we grant the toll control waiver in TC91 - 069 for 

7 o ne year . 

,o 

11 

12 

COMMISSI ON ER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Co ncur . 

MS . WIEST: 070. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant t oll 

control in TC 97-O70 for one year, the waiver for one 

13 year. 

15 

16 

18 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS, WIEST : 171. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant toll 

control, the wa i ver for toll control, in TC97 - 071 fo r 

19 o ne year. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

CO~MISS IO NE R SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: 07 ) , 

CHAIR MAN BURG: I'll move we grant t.he wa iver 

2 4 for toll control in TC97-073 for one year. 

25 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Conc ur. 

MS . WIEST : 074. 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll mov e we grant the wa i ver 

for t o ll cont ro l in TC97-07 4 for one yea~. 

COMMISS IONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIES T: 077. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the wa ive r 

for toll control in TC97 -0 77 for one year. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOEUFELOER: Concur. 

MS. WIES T: 078. 

CH AI RMAN BURG : I ' ll move we gra nt the wa iver 

1~ for toll control 1n TC 97-07 8 for o ne year . 

15 

16 

17 

18 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: 080. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : And I'll move we grant t he 

19 wa ive r for toll control i n TC97 -0 8 0 for o ne year. 

20 

21 

22 

CO MM ISSIO NER NE LSO N: Seconded. 

CO MMI SSIONER SCHO ENF ELDER: Co ncur. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: We d id 81; right, and we are 

23 done wit h 81. 

2 , MS . WIEST: Any further questions on 081? 

25 083, TC9 7-083. 
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11 

12 
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HR . COIT : We would move for the admission of 

the ETC request filed by Ac cent, d ated 6-17-97, and 

Exhibit No. 2, the respo ns e to staff data request wh ich 

is dated 10-8-97. 

MS. WIEST: Any o bj ec tion? If not, 1 and 2 

have been admitted. Any questions regarding 083? 

CH AIRMAN BURG : I'l l move we grant the toll , 

the waiver for toll control i n TC97-083 f or o ne year. 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIES7: TC97-08 4 . 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of the 

13 ETC requ e st dated 6 - 17 - 97, wh ich i s marked Exh i b i t No . 

14 1, and we move for the admission of Exh i b it No. 2, the 

1S response to staff data request da ted 10 - 8-97 . 

16 MS. WIEST: Are there any objections? If 

17 not, they've been admitted. 

18 CH AIRM AN BURG: I'l l move we grant the wa i ver 

19 for toll control i n TC97 - 08 4 for one year . 

20 

21 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON : Secon ded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I'll concur . 

22 Does this have a single part y question on this on e? 

23 MS . WI EST: No. They said in their original 

24 appl ication that they are o ffer ing single party serv i ce 

25 to all consumers. 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I got a sticky on 

it . Sorry. James Valley; right? 

MS . WI EST: I believe in the i r -- okay. 

Yeah, that was Bob's question. And the reason he had 

the question is it wa s actually in the original 

application . So if you look at the original 

application on page two, under questi on number three , 

they do state that they p rovi de single par ty service to 

9 all co ns umers in their service area. Number fou r down 

10 on that list. 

11 

12 

13 TC97 - 085. 

14 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay. 

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

MR . COIT: We mov e for admitting of Exhibit 

15 No. l, the ETC request, dated 6·17-97 , and Exhibit No. 

16 2, the response to staff data request dated 10 - 10-97. 

17 MS. WIEST: Any o b jections ? If no t, they've 

18 bee n adm i tted. I have the same question here with 

19 respect to questi on number one. 

20 MR . COIT: Mr . Benton is available to respond 

21 to questions, I believe . Is this Heartland? Right? 

22 Or , Don, c an you respo nd t o any questions? 

23 MR . LEE : Mark has asked me to respond on his 

24 behalf, wh ich wi:l be Heartland Communications. and 

25 they are off er ing all single . 
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MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to a ll 

2 customers? Any other questions concerning this 

3 d ocket? Is 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 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I 'd second it. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: 0 85, I believe . 

CHAI RMAN BURG: Excuse me, 85. 

MS . WIEST: TC97 -0 86. 

MR . COIT: we move for the admission o ! ETC 

l2 request, Exh i bit No. 1, dated 6 • 17 • 97, and response to 

13 staff data requests , Exhibit No . 2, which is dated 

H 1 0-10- 97. 

lS MS . WIEST : Any o bject ions? If not, they 

16 have been admitted. same question, can you answer 

17 t.hat, Mr. Lee? 

18 MR . LEE : I'm sorry, I don't have the 

1 9 a ssociated companies with the exhibit numbers. Which 

20 company are we referring to? 

21 

22 

23 services. 

24 

2S 

MR . COIT: Midstate. 

MR . LEE: They are currently all private line 

MR . COIT: Single party ; correct? 

MS . WIEST: Single party to all customers? 

MR . LEE: Correct. 

MS. WIEST: Any other questions in this 

3 docket? 

H 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the toll 

control waiver in TC97 • 086 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97•087. 

MR. COIT: We mov e for the admission o f 

1 0 Exh i bit No. 1, ETC request , dated 6·17 · 97, and Exhibit 

11 No. 2 , response to staff data request, dated 10·1 6·97. 

12 MS . WIEST: Any objections? If not, Exhibits 

13 1 and 2 have been admitted . 

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

15 con trol wa i ve r in TC97 •0 87 for o ne year . 

16 

17 

18 

CO MMI SSIONER NELSON : I 'd second i t . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WI EST: Agai n, I'd have a question on 

1 9 this one, Ri c h. 

20 MR . COIT: Mr . Lee is representing Balt ic as 

21 wel 1. 

22 MR. LEE: Ba l tic is currently al l private 

23 line. I'm s o rry. single party . I should use the right 

2 4 term, single party service. 

25 MS . WIEST : To all customers ? 
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HR. LEE: Correct . 

HS. WIES T: Thank you. TC97-088. 

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

Exhibi t No. 1 , ETC request dated 6 - 17-97 , and response 

s to s ta f f data request , wh i ch i a Exh i bit No . 2 , which ia 

6 date d 10 - 17-9 7 . 

MS . WIEST : Any objections ? If n o t, Exhibits 

1 a n d 2 h ave been adm i t ed . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I 'll move we grant a waiver 

1 0 o n t o ll control in TC91 - 088 for one year. 

ll 

12 

13 

1 4 

15 

l 6 

17 

l B 

19 

2 0 

21 

th i s one, 

ser vi ce . 

COM MISS IONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : Can you answer my question 

Mr. Lee ? 

MR . LEE: Company name, please? 

MS . WIEST: East Pla i ns. 

MR. LEE : Currently is all s ingle party 

MS . WIEST : T hank you. 

MS . WIEST : TC 97-089 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the adm ission of 

= 

2 2 Exhibit No. 1, which i s the ETC request dated 6-17-97, 

23 a nC the admiss ion of Exhib i t No . 2. which is a response 

2~ t o staff data request, dated 10-21-97. 

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

HR . COIT : I don't be l ieve that Mr. Lee is 

here representing Western today . What did they say in 

the response? 

MS . WIEST : They sa i d Western Te l ephone 

6 offers s i ngle party service . My questio n i s do they 

1 offer to every customer again ? 

MR. COIT : Wel l 

MS . WIEST : Can y o u do a late - filed on that ? 

1 0 MR . COI T : We c an do an affidavit o n that 

1 1 o n e, I guess. 

1 2 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

13 on t o ll c o ntrol f o r TC 97-0 89 f o r o ne year. 

14 

1S 

16 

1 7 

COMMISSI ONER NEL SON : I'd sec o nd i t. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENF ELDER : Con cu r . 

MS . WIES T: Okay . Le t ' s go on t o TC9 1-0 9 0 . 

MR . CO IT : We mo ve f o r the adm i ss io n of 

18 Exh i b it No. l, wh ic h i s the ETC request dated 6 - 11-97 , 

1 9 and Exh i b i t No . 2 , wh ich i s the resp o nse t o staff data 

20 req u es t dated 10· 2~ -97. 

2 1 MS . WIEST : Any ob j ect i on ? If no t, they've 

2 2 been admitted . Any q u estions c o ncern in g this d oc ket? 

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

2 4 waiver on t o ll con t r o l in TC97-090 f o r o n e year . 

25 COMMISSI ONER NELSON : I'd se c ond it. 



COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS. WIEST : TC97 -0 92. 
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MR. COIT: We move for the admission of 

Exhibit No. 1, whi ch is the ETC request of Kennebec 

s Telephone Company dated 6 - 18-97, and move for the 

admission of Exhibit No. 2, wh ich is the response to 

staff data request dated 10-10-97. And I wou l d note 

that Mr. Rod Bauer is here to respond to any questions 

that the Commissioners or staff may have concerning 

10 their request . 

11 MS. WIEST: Any questions concerning this 

12 docket? If not, do you have a motion? 

13 

14 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Did we admit both those? 

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

15 admit Exhibit Numbers 1 and 2. 

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

17 waiver on toll control in TC97-092 for one year . 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COM MISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Co ncur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-093. 

MR. COIT: we would move for the admission of 

22 Exhibit No . 1, which is the ETC request o f Jefferson 

23 Telephone Company, dated 6-18•97, and move also for the 

24 admission of Exhibit No . 2, response to staff data 

25 request, which is dated 10-10-97. And I would note 

38 

that Mr . Dick Con nor s is available to answer any 

2 questions concer ning the Jefferson request. 

MS. WIEST: Any objection to the exhibits? 

If not, they've been admitted . Any questions 

S concerning this 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 second it. 

COMMIS SIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97-094. 

MR. COIT: We'd move for the admission of 

12 Exh i bit No . 1, whi ch is the ETC request dated 6 -1 9-97, 

13 and move for the admission of Exhib it No. 2, which is 

14 the response t o data request dated 10-15 - 97. 

15 MS. WIE ST: Any objection to Exhibits land 

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

17 have any witnesses f or th i s one? 

18 MR . COIT: Mr . Lee is available for both 

19 Sully Buttes and Venture . 

2 0 MS . WIES T : I j ust had a quest ion, I guess, 

21 conce r ni ng single party service because in this o ne it 

22 d oes say should facilities not allow immedi ate s i ngle 

23 party service. Sully Buttes may offer multi -party 

24 serv ice until the facilities ar e restored or installed 

25 t o allow f or sing l e party service. Has that occurred 



39 

in t h e past? 

A . currently Sul l y Bu ttes Telephone has no 

3 mult i-line . The fact is all single party service . 

think they added that language such that if there were 

s a disaster that they had to respond to, they wan t ed to 

reserve th e r igh t t o offe r party line under the 

7 emergency basis only. But they have for a number of 

e years been all single party s ervice . 

MS . WI EST : Any o ther questions? 

CHA I RMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant a waiver 

11 on toll con trol f or TC97-09 4 for one year . 

12 

13 

14 concur. 

IS 

16 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : I'd second i t. 

COMMISSI ON ER SC HOENFELDER : Well , I'll 

MS . WIEST: TC9 7- 095 . 

MR . COIT: We would move for the admissi on of 

17 ETC, Exh ibi t No. 1 , dated 6 - 19 - 97, and admission of 

18 Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated 

19 10-15-97. I would po i nt out that I believe that there 

20 mlght be a n issue wi th respect to single party service 

21 waiver in t h is case as well . 

22 MS. WIEST : Right . At this time are there 

23 any o b jections to Exhibit land 27 If not, they've 

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

25 need a wai ve r . And my question for apparently they 
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ha ve three mu l ti - party cus tomers and they plan to 

install single party service dur ing the 1988 

construction season . So I guess my question is 

apparently they haven 't asked for a wa i ver. Are you 

5 doing so a t th i s time? 

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

7 And I think Mr. Lee would be able to resp ond t o 

que stions o n that. I assume so anyway. 

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

1 0 we d o need a waiver . The sam e June l da te would be 

11 acceptable t o us. 

12 

13 

MS. WIEST: Ju ne 1, okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll mo ve we grant a waiver 

14 in single party service to June l, 1998, in TC97-095. 

1 S 

16 

17 co ncur. 

l 8 

COMMIS SION ER NELSON: I would second that. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Sure, I' 11 

CHAIR MAN BURG: And I'll also move that we 

19 grant a wai ver for toll control o n TC97-095 for one 

20 year . 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

COMMISSIONER NELS ON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97-096. 

MR . COIT: I move for the ad mission of ETC 

25 request , Ex hibit No . l, dated 6-19-97 , and move f o r the 
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1 admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data request 

2 dated 10 - 10-97. 

1 0 

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

been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

on toll control in TC97-096 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97 - 097 . 

MR . COIT: We move for the admiss ion o f 

11 Exhibit No. 1 , ETC request, dated 6-19-97, and Exhibit 

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

13 MS . WI EST : Any objections? If not, they ' ve 

14 been admit t ed. Does anybody have any questions 

15 conc erning this docket? 

16 CHAI RMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wa iver 

17 f o r t oll control in TC97-097 for one year. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97-098. 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of ETC 

22 request dated 6- 1 9 - 97, wh ich is marked Exhibit No. 1, 

23 and admiss io n of Exhibit No. 2, wh ich i s the response 

24 to data request dated 10-14-97. 

25 MS . WIEST: Any o b jection to Exhibits land 

,2 

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

2 quest i ons concerning this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant a 

wa iver for toll control i n TC 9 7 - 098 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NE LSO N: I'd second it . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97 - 099. 

MR . COIT: we move for the admission of 

Exhibit No. 1 , wh i ch is the ETC dated 6 - 19 - 97, and 

10 adm i ss ion o f Exhibit No. 2, whic h is the resp o nse to 

11 data request dated 10 - 9 - 97 . 

12 MS . WIE ST: An y objection? If n o t, they"ve 

13 been admitted . I have the same quest io n o n this one. 

14 The question ts d o we have s ingle party serv i ce, and 

IS the ans wer 1s ye s ? 

16 MR . COIT: Mr . Lee . are you he r e fo :- Roberts 

17 County or not? 

18 

" 
MR . LEE : No . 

MR . COIT : Th e n we pr o bably need to handle 

2 0 tha t, I su ppo se, by the a f fidavit . 

21 

22 

23 County or 

24 

25 

MS . WIES T : Okay . 

MR. LEE : Ric h, are we talking about Roberts 

MR . COIT: Roberts Cou nty. 

MR. LE E : I know from another source ot her 
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota 

2 Association of Telephone Co-ope a nd the daily requests 

we've had there that they do, in fact., provide al l 

single party serv i ce throughout Robert s Coun t y Co-op, 

i f that wi ll suffice for your information here. 

MS. WIEST : le that sufficient? 

MS . CREMER: That ' s suffic ie nt. 

MS . WIEST : Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

10 f o r toll control in TC97-099 for one year . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97 - 100. 

MR. COIT: we move for the admission of 

15 Exh i bit No . 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97, 

16 and admission of Exh i bit No . 2, response to data 

1 7 r equest dated 10-9 - 97. 

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

1 9 been admitted. Same question on this one . 

20 

21 

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

MR . COIT : There is -- Mr . Lee is not here 

22 represent ing RC Communicat ions today, so I suspect 

2 3 we 'l l ha v e to deal with that with a late-filed exhibit 

2 4 if that's okay. 

25 MS . WIEST : Okay. 

1 0 
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CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a wa i ver 

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 admission of 

Exh i bit No. 1, which is the ETC re q uest dated 6 - 19-97, 

and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff dat a request dated 

1 0-1 4 - 97 . 

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

11 been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket? 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant wa i ver for 

13 toll control i n TC97-101 f o r one year . 

14 

15 

16 

17 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I' d second it. 

CO MMIS S I ONER SCHO ENFELDER: Con c ur . 

MS. WIEST: TC97-102. 

MR . COIT: We mov e f or the admission of 

18 Exh ibit No. 1, which is the ETC dated 6 - 19 -9 7, and 

19 Exhibit No. 2. ~ hich is a response to data request 

20 dated 10-1 4 ·97. 

21 MS . WI EST : Any obj ect ions? If not, 1 a n d 2 

22 hav e been ad mitted. Any quest ions con c erning th is 

23 docket? 

24 CH AIR MAN BURG: I'l move we grant a wa ive r 

25 for toll contro 1n TC97-102 f o r one year . 



CO MMI SSIONER NELSON: I'd secoc d it . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97-105 . 
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MR. COIT : We move for the a dmission of ETC 

request, Exh i bit No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission o f 

6 Exhib it No. 2. response t o data request dated 1 0- 14 - 97. 

10 

MS. WIEST: Any obj e ction? If n ot , Exhibits 

1 and 2 have been admitted. Any quest ions concerning 

this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

11 for toll con tro l in TC97-105 for one year . 

12 

13 

14 

15 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Con c ur . 

MS. WIEST : TC97 -108. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC 

16 request., Exhibit No. 1. dated 6-23-97, and the 

17 admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data 

18 request dated 10-1 4-9 7. 

19 MS . WIEST : Any o bjection? If not, Exhibits 

20 1 and 2 have been admitted. Same question. Can yo u , 

21 Mr. Lee, answer that o ne? Ia that single party service 

22 a vail ab l e for 

23 

24 

25 

MR . COIT: For Faith. 

MR . LEE: I do not represent them, I'm so r ry . 

MR. COIT: we woul d request perm i ss ion to 
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provide that via affida vi t . 

MS. WIEST: O~ay. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wa ive r 

for toll control in TC97-108 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second i t. 

COMM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Ccncur. 

MS . WIES T: TC97-113. 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6-25-97, and Exhibit 

10 No. 2, response to data requests dated 10-9-97. 

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

12 been admitted. I have the s ame que s t ion on this o ne . 

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

14 respond to your question. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

MR. HAUGEN: Yes, I can answer that. 

BI LL HAUGE N, JR ., 

called as a witness, bei ng first dul y sworn, 

was examined and testi fi ed as follows: 

EXAMIN AT ION 

MR . HAUGEN: Good afternoon. 

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

22 if you c urrently provide single party serv ic e to all of 

23 your customers in your area. 

MR . HAUGEN: Single pa r ty service is 

25 available to all of our customers in Armour Independent 
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4 7 

Telephone Company service area, It has been since the 

late seventies. 

MS . WIEST: Are there any others questions of 

this witness? Thank you. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

f or toll control in TC9?-113 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd seco n d . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOEN FE LDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-114. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC 

11 request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company, 

12 which i s dated 6-25-97, that's Exhibit No. 1. And also 

13 move f o r the admission of Exhibit No . 2, which i s 

1~ response to data requests of staff dated 10 - 9-97 . And 

15 Mr . Haugen is here as well to respond to any questions 

16 i n this d ocket . 

17 MS. WIEST : First of all, any objection t o 

18 Exhibits 1 and 2? If not, they've been admitted . And 

19 I would ask the s a me question. 

20 MR . HAUGEN: Single party service is 

21 available to al l the custome rs in the 

22 Bridgewat er-Canistot a Exchanges. 

23 MS . WIEST : Th ank you . Any other questions 

24 of this witne ss? 

25 CH AIRMAN BURG: I 'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC9 7-11 4 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

HS. WIEST : TC97-115. 
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MR. COIT: We would move the admission of 

Exh i bit No. 1, the ETC request of Union Telephone 

Company, dat e d 6-25-97 , and Exhibit No . 2, response to 

8 data request which is dated 10 - 9 •9 7. 

MS. WIEST : Any objection? If not , Exhibits 

10 1 and 2 have been adm i tted. An d I would ask the same 

11 quest io n i n this docket. 

12 MR . HAUGEN: Single party service is 

13 available to a ll the custome rs in the Union Telephone 

1 4 Company service ar e a, Hartford and Wa ll Lake Exchanges, 

15 aga i n, has been since l at e seventies. 

16 MS . WIEST: Thank you . Any o ther questions 

17 o f this witness? 

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

19 for toll restriction in TC9 7-115 f or o ne ye ar . 

20 

21 

22 

23 

CO MM ISSIONE R NE LSO N: I'd second it. 

COM MISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

HS . WIEST: Thank you. TC97 -1 17 . 

MR . COIT: We mo ve for ~h e admission of 

2 4 Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6-30-97, and Exh ibit 

25 No. 2, respons e to data request dated 10-1 4 -97. 
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MS . WIEST: Any objection? If r.ot, Exhibits 

1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning 

th is docket? 

CHAIRM AN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

for coll control in TC97 • 117 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-121. 

MR. COIT: we move for the admission of 

Exh i bit No. 1, the ETC request of Kadoka, dated 7-3-97, 

and the admission of Exhibit No . 2, response to data 

12 requests dated 10-28-97. 

13 MS . WIEST : Any objections to Exhibits land 

14 2? If not, they've been admitted . Any quest ions 

15 concer n ing Lhis docket? 

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

11 for t o ll control in TC97-121 for one year . 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSION ER NELSON : I'll second it . 

COMMIS SIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC91 - l2S. 

MR. COIT: We'd move for the admission of ET( 

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

23 2, response t o data request of staff, which is dated 

24 10-29-97. 

25 MS. WIEST: Any objec tion to Exhibits land 

10 

11 

12 

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

concerning this docket? 

so 

CHAIRHA.N BURG: I' ll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-125 for o ne year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Con~ ur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97·130. 

MR. COIT: We woul d move for the admissi on of 

Exhibit No . l, the ETC reques t dated 7-10-97, and 

Exhibit No. 2, the response to data reques t dated 

10-14 - 97. 

MS . WIEST : Any o b ject ion t o Exhibits land 

13 2? If not, they've been admitted . Any questions 

14 conce rning this docket? 

15 CH AIRMAN BURG : I ' 11 move we grant a waiver 

16 f or t oll control in TC97 - 130 fo r one year . 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I would second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-13l. 

MR . COIT : 

r equest Exh i bit No. 

We would move the admission of ETC 

l , which is dated 7-10- 91, and 

22 Exh ibit No. 2, response to data request dated 10-14-97. 

23 MS. WI EST: Any objection to Exh ib its 1 and 

24 2? If not, they've been admitted. Any questions 

25 concerning this d ocket? 
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CH AIRMAN BURG : I I ' ll move we grant a wa iver 

: I for toll control in TC97-131 for one year . 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : I' d second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WI EST: TC97-154. 

MR . COI T: we would move into t he record 

Exhibit No. 1 , the ETC request , dat e d 9-10-9?, and also 

8 Exhibit No . 2, t h e respo nse to data request dated 

10 
MS. WIEST: Any obj ection to Exhib i t lan d 

Let's see, on 
11 2? tf not, they have been admitted. 

l 2 

l 3 

chis one th i s was one of a couple that no time per iod 

requested fo r the waiver . I assume you st ill wan t 

1 4 the one year? 

15 
MR. COIT: Mr. Barf ield i s here . He cou l d 

16 respond. 

11 River. 

He's Mr . Bob Barfield, ma nager fo r West 

l 8 

19 

20 

21 

MS. WIEST: They request a wa iver but this is 

one of the fe w one s t h at d id n 't ask for one year, as 

far as I can see. or an y time per iod. so I was 

wondering if there wa s any different t i me per iod that 

22 was be ing requested . 

23 

,. 
25 

BOB BARPI&LD , 

ca ll ed as a wit ness, be ing first duly s worn, 

was exa mined and testif i ed as follows: 
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EXAMINATION 

MR . BAR FIELD : In respon se to y o ur quest ion, 

since the vendor d o es not have a date, as far as we 

know, at : :.is time to prov i de th is , tha t ' s the r e a son 

5 we didn't ask for a certain time period on the wa ive r . 

MS. WIEST: But we wil l need a time pe r iod. 

MR . COIT; Would y ou be willing to accept the 

8 one-year time period tha t is being granted to othe r 

companies? 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

MR . BARFIE LD: We su r e woul d. 

CH AIRMAN BURG : And I think the thought 

behind it is if there st ill is n 't any solution, then it 

would be renewed or we ' d request . With that, I'll move 

14 that we grant a waiver for toll control in TC97-15 ~ for 

15 one ye ar . 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I would second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFEL DER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST; Let 's go to TC97-155 . 

MR. COIT: We would request ad mission of 

Exhibit No . 1 , which is the ETC request of Mobridge 

Telecommunications, which is dated 9-10-97, and al so 

22 Exhibit No. 2, which is the response to data request 

23 dated 10-16-97. 

24 MS . WIEST : An y objection? If not, Exhibits 

25 l and 2 have been ad mi tted. And I would have the same 
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1 question with re s pe ct to the length o f the wa iver. 

MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be the 

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

MS . WIEST : Thank you. Any ocher questions? 

CH AIRMA N BURG: With that I'll move that we 

6 grant a waiver on toll control i n TC97 -15S for o ne 

1 year. 

10 

12 

l3 

COMMISS IO NER NELSON : I'd second it . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: I c oncur. 

MS. WIE ST: Thank you. Let's ski p to 

MR . CO IT : I woul d just note that Three River 

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

14 here today to r epresent Three River Telco. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

it, or 

body, I 

MS. WIEST: Nobody is here? 

CH AIRMAN BURG: co we have any questions on 

do we have to have rep re sentat ion? 

MS, WIEST: Somebody needs to move it in . 

MR . COIT: Well, if you're loo k i ng for a 

guess I can serve as the b ody. 

MS . CREME R: Ot h erwis e. I can move to admit 

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

23 ETC. and 11-7 97, the amended -- oh, I'm sorry, that's 

24 us west . Let me cry that again. 10 - 16 of '97 is the 

25 request and 11-13-97 is the amended r e quest, and I 
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l woul d a sk that the y be admi tt ed in . 

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

been admitted. Ar e there any questions concerning this 

d ocket? I would note tha t thei r application does 

request a wa iver for one per iod for toll control. 

CH AIRMAN BURG : There isn't a questio n on the 

single pa rty line. though, is the r e? 

MS. WIEST: No. 

CHAIR MAN BURG: I'll move we g r ant a waiver 

10 for toll control in TC97 -I67 for one year. 

ll 

12 

13 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: At thi3 time did you want to go 

1 4 to US West, or is Harlan going to speak to these 

15 dockets? 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

22 

23 

MS. CREMER : We' ll finish up these first. 

MS. WIEST: Okay. 

( STAFF ' S EXHIBIT NO . l WA S MARKE D FOR 

IDENT I FICATI ON .) 

HARLAN BBST , 

called as a w i tness, being first duly sworn, 

was examined and testified as follo ws: 

DIRECT EXA MINATION 

24 BY MR. HOSECK : 

25 Wou d you state you r na~e for the reco rd, 
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A. 

Q . 

A. 
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Harlan Best , 

And what is your job? 

I am deput y director of fixed utilities for 

5 the Public Utilities Commission. South Dakota. 

Q. And have you been present i n the hearing room 

this afternoon for the hearing on these app li cat ions? 

A . Yes . 

Q. And have you had the opportunity to review 

1 0 the caption in t h e notice of this hearing which lists 

11 the c a ses which are before the Commission on this date ? 

12 

13 

A. 

Q. 

Yes. 

And are you familiar wit h the appli c ations in 

14 each o f these cases? 

15 

16 

A. 

Q. 

Yes. 

As a part o f your job, ha ve you revie wed 

17 those applications? 

18 

19 

A. 

Q. 

Yes, I have. 

You have before you an exhi b it numbered 

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

21 

22 

A. 

Q. 

Yes. 

And is that an ex h ibit that you prepared in 

23 the course of your duties? 

24 

25 

A . 

Q. 

Yes, it is . 

Just briefly explain to the Commission, 
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please , wha t that exhibit entails . 

A. What I have done on this exhibit is across 

the top is listed each of th e companies requesting 

eligible telecommunications carrier status, the 

associated docket number, and the staff counsel that is 

assigned to the respective dockets. Down the side, the 

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

for ETC status. Populated within the columns is the 

responses that the respective companies gave within 

10 their exhibits land Ex hibit 2 that have been admitted 

11 into the record. 

12 And are there any changes or corrections to 

13 this exhibit that you would like to make at this time? 

14 A. On e that I am aware of is under Vivi an 

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

16 Up it shows that it will be available 1-1 -9 7 . It 

17 should be 1-1·98. I'm not aware of any other 

18 corrections. 

19 MR . HOSECK: Ok ay. At this point in time I 

20 would move Staf!•s Exhibit No. l into evidence. This 

21 is i ntended as testimony f or all of the dockets en mass 

22 with the exception of U S West. 

23 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: US West is on 

24 here though. 

25 MR. HOSECK: That would be handled later. 
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HS. WIEST : Is there any objection? 

MR . COI T : My comment would be that I j ust 

received this so I haven't had an opportunity t o go 

through to make su r e this i s a ll accurate . I guess I 

s can take Mr . Best's word that it is accurate and I ' ll 

have to do chat , I guess. Other than that, I d o n 't 

7 have any comment. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

1 4 

1S 

16 

17 

18 

MS. WIEST: Do you want an opportunity to 

look it over? 

MR . CO IT : Wel l , i t might take me a wh i le, so 

I don't have a ny objection . 

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

will be a dmitted i nto all of the d oc kets that we have 

gone through so far . 

HR. HOS ECK : Okay. Thank you . 

Q. Based o n the review o f these d oc k e ts that you 

have done and re l y i ~g co wha teve r extent you may on 

Staff's Exh ibit No . 1, did the applicant compan i es meet 

19 the requ irements o f becoming an e li g i b le 

20 telecommunic at ions c arr ier? 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

A. Yes, they have, wit h the noted l ate - f i led 

affidavits that will be d one in a number of the 

dockets. 

Q . And with regard to advertising serv i ces 

exchange - wide, d o y o u have a recommendat io n to the 

S8 

Commission fo r a pro vis io n to be i nc luded in an o rder 

2 wh ic h would come o ut of thes e proc eedings ? 

A. Yes. Staff's recomme ndat ion fo r advertis ing 

woul d be that the ETC c arrier be required t o advertise 

at le ast o nce each year; and if t hey have a ny rate 

cha nge , that tha t rate cha nge be ad ve rt is ed when it 

7 does change . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

l< 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

o. And i n conclusion, do you have an o p inion as 

to whe t her or not the appli c ants contained on Exhibit 

1, with the except ion o f US We s t which has not had its 

c ase heard yet a t this time, whether o r n o t those 

applicants meet the qual i ficat ions as an eligible 

telecommunic a tions car r ier? 

A. With staff's review that has been undertaken, 

yes, they d o meet the requ i rements for ET C status. 

MR. HOSECK: I have no further questi o ns of 

this wi tness. 

MS . WIEST: Are there any questions of this 

19 witness? Mr . Coit? 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

2S 

CRoss-~x nM INAII ON 
BY MR . COIT: 

Q. I assume when you talked about advertising 

rate changes that you're referenci ng the rates jus t f o r 

serv ice s tha t a re supported by universal the essenti al 

service? 
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l I A. Yes. 

MR. COIT, No further qu estio1,s. 

MS. WIEST : Ms . Rogers? 

MS. ROGERS: No, no ques tions. 

MS. WIEST: Mr. Heaston? 

MR. HEASTON: No. 

CHAIR MAN BURG: The only question I'd have i s 

there any -· is advertising identified in any way ? ls 

there any criteria for what advertising means in the 

10 context of this? Is the method s in the FCC Orde r as 

11 we ll? 

12 MS . WIEST: I'm sorry, what was the 

13 question? 

14 CHAI RMAN BURG: The question I had for Harlan 

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

16 description, defi nitio n for advertising, what that 

17 constitutes? 

18 MS. WIEST: Under the statute itself 

19 214 ( e) ( l ) (B ) they must advertise the availability of 

20 such services and if you're referring to the services 

21 chat are supported by federal un iversal service and the 

22 charges therefore using media of general distribution. 

23 CHAIRM AN BURG: Okay. I think that satisfies 

24 me. 

25 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Does that mean for 

Lifeline and Link Up, they ha ve to advertise this 

once? 

HS . WIE ST: That would be under staff's 

recommendation, I believe. 

A. Yes, o nc e each year. 
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COMMISSIONER NELSON: Well, frankly, I don't 

think it ' s adequate. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Are you doing 

that? Are you -- to foll o w 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 believe our order said that you have to send an 

13 application to everyone onc e initially and then to 

1~ every new customer. You're requesting this 

15 advertisement of Lifeline, Link Up in addition to, 

16 would that be accurate or not? 

17 A. Right. The Lifeline, Link Up under TC97-150, 

18 whi ch was issued yesterday, sta:es that it shall be --

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

20 customers, and then th i s would be an advertisement of 

21 it. They'd have to do advertisement of this for at 

22 least once each year. 

23 

,. 
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay. Thank you. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : So is the ans wer to 

25 Laska's quest ions it 's in addition to? 
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A . Yes. They would do it originally, and once a 

year after. 

Where? 

A . 

A. 

MS. WIEST: How wo uld they adver ti se? 

Where wo u ld they advertise? 

MS. WIE ST: Yes . 

Whatever general distribution it meets 

e a ccord i ng. I assume, it means newspapers and those 

types o f publi c ations. 

10 MS. WIE ST : So it could be any type of 

11 gen era l distr i bution media o n ce a year? 

12 A . Whatever is ava i lable withi n their given 

13 exchanges that they serve. 

1 4 MS . WIEST: And it would o n ly be for t nose 

1S services supported right now by federal universal 

16 service? 

17 

18 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIE ST: And every time they changed a 

19 rate f or o ne of those services, then that would have to 

20 be re-advertised at tha t time? 

21 

22 

A . Yes. 

MS. WIEST: Are there any other questions of 

23 this wit ness ? If not, thank you . Actually , I do . 

24 Coul d you retake the stand, Harlan? I guess we have a 

25 question for you. Could you look at your exhibit for 
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Venture Communications , TC97-09S? 

A . Ye s. 

MS . WIEST : Does the answer to number four, 

single par t y service, we did grant t hem a waiver 

s because currently they do not have s i ngle party service 

apparently t o three customers ? 

10 

11 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIEST: So would that be incorrect there , 

your quest io n there? 

A. It would b e a cl arification there to it, yes . 

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

12 anything furthe r , Mr. Hosec k ? 

13 MR . HOSEC K: Staff has noth i ng further. 

14 Tha nk you. 

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

16 until we go to US Wes t? 

17 MR. COIT: When d oes the Commission -- are 

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

19 with respec t to the a ct ual ETC de signat ion? 

20 

21 break. 

22 

23 

MS. WIE ST : That's why we' re taking a short 

(AT TH IS TIME A SHORT RECESS WAS TAKEN. ) 

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

2 4 wi ll go t o TC97-163. 

25 MR . HEASTON: And I would move admission of 
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1 I 1!:xhibit l, wh ic h is the reque st, and Exhibit 2 , wh ich 

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

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

respectively in the docket. 

MS . WIEST: Any objection t o Exhibits 1, 2 

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

7 map? Are there any o b ject i o ns to Exhibits l , 2 and 3? 

If not, they've been admitted. You may proceed, 

9 Mr. Heaston . 

10 MR. HEASTON : We wou ld also join in the 

11 motion on the toll control . The reason we did not seek 

12 a wa iver in the initial application i s because as I 

13 read Paragraph 388 of the Order in the DA 97-157 

14 indicated that toll bl ocki ng would be sufficient 1n the 

15 meantime and i t was dependent upon when you upgraded 

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

17 toll control , bu t the commo n wisdom seems to be there 

18 needs to be a wa iver, so we wi ll follow the herd here 

19 and re q uest the toll contro l waiver also . 

20 And we are also o ne of the parties to th e 

21 request of the FCC to reconsider the toll limitat ion , 

22 that this includes both t oll blocking and toll 

23 cont rol. And I guess we would also point out that with 

24 the implementation of number portability that is going 

25 to impact toll control some what significant ly. And so 
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1 wh i le we ag ree with Bob Barfield i n his observation 

that since we don't know when i t's going to happen, 

that 's why we wouldn 't wa nt a time limit o n it , but we 

are willing to accept the one year with the 

s understa nd ing that i f there is not the ability to 

implement it or if the ability is too expensive to 

imple ment, that we would b e able to com~ back to this 

Commission and seek further waiver o f that. of 

implementing toll control with part of the essential 

10 telecommunications carrier obligation. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

MS. WIEST: Okay. Would the Commissioners 

CH AIRMAN BURG: Did we admit the exhibits? 

MS. WI EST: Yes . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I 'll move that we wa ive toll 

15 control for TC97 · 163 for o ne year . 

16 COMMISSI ONER NELSON: Well. I'm going to 

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

18 wa i ving in the past from giving them o ne year with the 

19 ide a we're going to rene w it. And the reason I wa s 

2 0 w1l ling to grant it 1 s because technology i s not out 

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

22 didn't say anythi ng about how much it cost. So I 

23 didn't hear a nything about one of the reasons ~e were 

24 wa ivi ng it in the past was because that it might be 

2 5 cost prohib1t1ve as mueh as because technology wasn't 



65 

1 I i: here I can understand why technology wasn't there, 

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

that wa s part of the Act. 

MR . HE ASTON : It's not part of the Act . 

s guess that's the first thing. It's a n FCC -­

COMMISSIONER NELSON : It's a rule . 

MR. HEASTON: It's an FCC dictate . 

COMMISS IONER NELSON: But it has the same 

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

10 court ; right? 

11 MR. HE ASTON: That's true. But unless the 

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

13 COMMISSI ONER NELSON: Right . So I'm 

1~ seco nding your motion with the understanding it ' s 

15 exactly as we had stated it originally; is that 

16 cor recc? 

17 CHAIRMAN BURG: I mean the mot ion was for one 

18 year. 

19 COM MISSIONER SCHOENFELDE R: I believe the 

20 motion wa s f or one year, a waiver for one year, and I 

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

22 that, than just a waiver from toll con trol for one 

23 year . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: It doesn't. 

25 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Then I'll concur. 
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COMMISSI ON ER NELSO N: All I'm saying, though, 

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

voted for it ; and the reason I voted for it was the 

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

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

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I think 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : Not that that wou ldn 't 

be an is sue in my mind that you could debate. I don't 

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

10 different reason than I did . 

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

12 on it, I guess. If there isn't a techn o logy, I really 

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

1~ extension. If there 1s s ome wa y we could c ertify there 

15 is no technology and extend it as we come up towards 

16 that year, I'd we lcome that solution rather than go 

17 through th1s with th is many of them. I, personally, in 

18 my o wn mind, ca nn ot see a soluticn when we're going to 

19 have multiple companies in number portability. It 

20 boggles my mind to see how that's even going to happen 

21 that you could end up with any kind of toll 

22 limitation. So I'm guessing when we come up to the 

23 year, we're still not going to have a solution, and I 'm 

24 no t looking coward to requiring all of you -- I mean 

2s that's the name of a bureaucrat to f ile that many 



p~eces of paper . So if we can find a wa y to 

2 consolidate i t at that time, I would welcome any 

suggestions. That 's all I have . 
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MR . HEASTON: I have Mr. Lehner available 

5 here, and we do have a couple quest ions to ask h im. 

JON LIBNBR, 

c alled as a witness, being first duly sworn, 

was examined and testified as follo ws : 

DIR ECT EXAMINATION 

10 BY MR . HEASTON : 

ll o. Mr. Le h ner, i n our app lication we described 

!2 the issue of eliminating multi-par t y s ervices a nd g oing 

13 to single part y serv i ce throughou t US West service 

1 4 areas. Ca n you update the Commission on the status of 

15 that con sistent with what we've already put i n the 

16 application? 

17 A. Yes. As of Octob er 31 of th i s year the 

18 number of multi- party or t wo- and four - party c ust o me r s 

19 in u S Wes t's te rr itory is 612. 612. 

20 

21 Jon ? 

22 

23 

A . 

o. 

CHAIR MAN BURG : What was the date on that , 

As o f 10 - 31-97 . 

And wha t can you tell the Commis s ion about 

24 our continuing e ff o rt co eliminate the multi-part y 

25 service? 
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A. The plan r i ght no~ is to eliminate all of 

those 612 except for 52 of t hem. And the :ime frame 

for that will be by t he end of the second quar t er, 

wh ich I suppose we could pu t for a date of 6-30 of 

' 98. So all bu t 52 of those will be completed by 6 - 30 

of '98. 

O. And what about the r emai ni ng 52? 

A . Th e remaining 52 are extremely high cost 

9 upgrades . And until other t echnology or other means 

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

11 have no plans to move ahead with those 52. 

12 o. With that we stil belie v e that it is 

13 appropriate for us to -- we 3 t ill b elieve the wa ive r i s 

14 appropriate in this case; is that correct? 

1 5 

16 

17 have . 

18 

19 

A. That 1s co rrect . 

MR . HE ASTON: Th aL 'S a ll the questions I 

MS. W!EST : Ms . Cremer? 

CROSS-E XAM IN ATI ON 

20 BY MS . CREMER: 

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

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

23 do you kno w? 

A. I could read them o ff f or you. There's about 

25 a dozen exchanges . Or I could give you a lace- f iled 
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1 exhibit. h et me just read them off. Arl ington is 

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

Lake Prest.on, one. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : Do you want to start 

5 ove r? 

A. Arl i ngton, four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, 

foJr; Huron, three; Lake Preston, one; Ma dison, t wo; 

8 Milbank, four; Pierre, t wo; Redfield, t._.o; Sisseton, 

six; Spearfish, two; Volga, five; Wa tertown, t.en; 

10 Yankton, one . 

11 Q. le there a particular reason? Is it like 

12 An aconda li ne or something? 

13 A. It' s a combination of many factors, but you 

14 mean as far as the 52 are concerned? 

1S 

16 

Q . 

A . 

Yes . 

It's a combination of many factors . We ' re 

17 ta lk ing about feeder distribution. we're talking about 

18 in some caoes a PAIR GAIN systems like Ana conda that 

19 woul d need to be replaced. 

20 

21 I have. 

22 

MS. CREMER : Okay. That's all the questions 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any 

23 other technical solutions other than to a s i ngle party 

24 other than line extension? 

2S A . You mean in order to provide a single party 
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service to these customers? 

CH A IRMAN BURG: Yes. 

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

looking for a cheaper wa y to do this because in some 

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

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

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

s probably in some f orm of wire less, but s o far the 

9 wireless technologies, whether then satellite or fixed 

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

11 the ult imate solution, though, to some o f these. 

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

13 the wa ive r. 

14 MS. WIEST : Just a second. Do the 

15 Commissioners have any other questions? As o pposed to 

16 the other ones, I'm going to have to ask you some 

11 questio ns to ver i fy things that were in the appl ic ation 

18 because that was signed by Mr. Heaston . It wasn't 

19 s igned by a wi tness with an a !fi davit , as all the 

20 others were. So bear w1th me for a second . 

21 

22 

A. I've ne ver trusted his 6ignature either. 

MS. WI EST : Fir st one, does US West provi de 

23 voice grade a ccess t o the public s witched network to 

24 a ll i n its servi ce area? 

2S A. Yes . 
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MS. WIEST : And does it provi d e local usage? 

Yes. 

MS . WIEST: Do you provide dual tone 

multi - frequency signalling or its fu nct ional 

S equivalent.? 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIEST: Co you provide access to your 

emergency services? 

A. 

10 

11 serv i ces ? 

12 

13 

A . 

Yes. 

MS. WIEST : Do you prov ide access to operator 

Yes . 

MS . WIEST : Do you provide access to 

14 inte r exchange servi ce? 

1 5 

16 

A. Yes. 

MS. WIEST : And d o you provide acc e ss to 

17 d i rectory assistance? 

18 

19 

A. Yes . 

MS . WIEST: And yo u've already talked about 

2 0 toll control and the wa i ver. Do you provide or are you 

21 able to provide toll blocking? 

22 

23 

A. Yes . 

MS . WIEST: Then getting back to your request 

24 for the waiver on single party serv ice, I kno w i n your 

25 application you talked about the ones that you have no 

72 

plans , y ou know, of prov iding service due t o the cost 

2 and everything. My problem , I guess, is that I don't 

see tha t there is any de minimus exception within the 

FCC rules wi th respect to single party servic e . Have 

you been granted a n y o f this type of d e minimus 

G exception to that requirement, do you know, i n any of 

the ot her states? 

A . I am not awa re. 

MS . WIEST: And wh at I'm getting at is that 

10 it appears , accord i ng to the FCC rules and I'm 

1 1 l oo k i ng at 47 54 . l Ol t c l . that in order to grant any 

12 add itiona l t ime t o c omplete n e twork upgrades for singl e 

1 3 party or en h anced 9 11 or toll limitation, that the 

14 Co mmiss i on d o es in fact have to set a time period for 

15 y o u t o complete those network upgrades. Is your 

1 6 contention tha t we d o n o t ? 

17 A. I wo uld no t make that conte nt ion. I ' m going 

1 8 t o l et my attorney a rg ue with you about that. 

1 9 MS. WIEST : Well, then, I do have a couple 

20 o ther questions . My o ther question is on ser v ice 

21 area. And i t is also a requirement of the st ate 

22 Commissio n to des i gnate se rv ice areas as opposed to 

23 stud y areas for n o nrural telecommunications compan ie s. 

24 First of all, you would agree that you are a nonrural 

25 telecommu n icat i ons company ? 
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A . Yes. 

MS , WIEST : And in the FCC's public notice 

96- 4 5 iaaued 9-29 - 97, it d oes state that we must send 

t o US AC the names of the ETC's and the des i gnated 

s service areas for nonr ural ca rr ie rs no late r than 

December 31st, 1997. And I know you ma de some 

reference to these things in your applicat ion, but I 

a d o n 't th in k you really told us wh a t y ou want your 

9 serv ic e area to be. Because the FCC has told us t ha t 

10 we better no t ado p t your study area as y ou r service 

11 area for large IL EC 's. Do you have service areas for 

12 your company th a t you want the Commission to adopt at 

13 t.his t ime? 

A. Well, I suppose that -- and, Bill, j ump i n 

15 here, I guess, to help me wit h th i s . But I suppose 

16 that our service a rea ought to be ou r exchanges in the 

11 state of so uth Dakota. No w, the study area is a 

18 diffe r ent 1ssue and that has not been determined yet. 

1 9 But I wo uld think that ou r service area wo uld be our 

20 exchange s that we serve in the state of South Dakota . 

21 MR . HEASTON: If I may from a legal 

22 standpoint, there is no definition yet; and certainly 

23 ou r service area woul d be t hos e areas wit hin whi ch we 

2 4 are autho r i zed to prov id e the supported serv ices . 

25 MS . WIES T : Ri ght . And that's my ques ti on. 
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MR . HEASTON : From a general perspective, I 

2 guess , if that 's what y ou' re looking for is what y o u 

3 would designate to the FCC would not be anything 

outside the area wh e re we're authorized or certified to 

prov i de serv i ce. When it comes t o where the areas are 

g oing to be that would be whe re the serv i ces would be 

suppor t ed by a universal service fund , whether it 's 

high cost or low i n come o r libraries or wh atever it 

happens to be . y ou know, that's an area that 's 

10 currently under debate depe nding upon which proxy cost 

11 model i s g o ing t o be accepted. And so that ' s wh y we 

12 are somewhat vag ue o n t hat term because what this 

1 3 Com~is s ion has not done and nor has the FCC come out 

1 4 w1th any f in a l de c1sion as t o wha t model i t is going to 

15 a ccept . So I th i n k if we're requ i re d to tak e a look at 

16 a •service area ,• l wou ld do it fr om the standpo i nt of 

11 what Jon - - to comply with the law . If t ha t's what 

18 we're look1ng f or, to compl y wit h the FCC requirement . 

19 I think t hat 's what we wo uld look a t is an area , 

20 though, no l arger than an exch a nge area , which we woul d 

21 equate to a wi re center o r an exchange area. And we 

22 ha v e however many ar e on that . 

23 MS . WIES7 : He how many exchanges d o you 

2 4 still have ? 

25 MR. HEASTON : It's on the lis t we submitted. 
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A. I can't answer that exactly. It's 

approximately 35. 

MS . WIEST: It would be attached? 

MR . HEASTON: It's on our exh i bit to our 

S appl ication. 

MS. WIEST: So however many with the 

7 amendment the three that were missed. That ~s how many 

service ar e as you would like t he Commission to 

9 designate for US West at this time? 

10 A . I guess I'm not sure whether we would want to 

1 1 designate each exchange . 

12 MS. WIEST: My problem is we are supposed c o 

13 tell the FCC by December 31st what your designated 

14 service area is. 

15 A. 

16 e x ch ange . 

l 7 

18 about it 

19 

Then I suppose we ought to do it exchange by 

MS . WIEST : If you want more lime to think 

MR . HEASTON: Yes, I think 1 would . I mean 

20 this is not something that's come up in the other two 

21 states that I've done this in, and I had the same basic 

22 application. I will have to •· I will do a late-filed 

23 exhibit on that if I could with an aff i davit from Jon. 

2< MS . WIEST : Okay. 

25 MR. HEASTON: What are you relying on again, 
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1 Rolayne? 

MS. WIEST: Actually wha t as far as the FCC ' s 

3 public notice, that was docke t 96-45 DA 97-1892 issued 

9-29-97. 

MR. HEASTON: 1892. 

MS . WIEST : And I'm also relying on 

7 paragraphs 185 , 192, 193 of the FCC's universal service 

8 orde r. 

10 

11 

1 2 

MR . HEASTON: 197, 175 . 

MS. WIEST: 157 or 

MS . CREMER: 185, 19 2 . 

MS. WIEST: The docket number for the FCC 

13 univers al service. 

,. MR . HEASTON: No t the docke t number but the 

1 5 o rder number, the o rder number . 

16 MS. WIES T: Okay . I was look i ng a t 185, 192 

17 and paragraph 

18 

19 97-1S7? 

2 0 

MR . HE ASTON: I got those . Was it FCC 

MS . WIES T : 157, right. And the other thing 

21 you might want to address in paragraph 185, for 

2 2 example, i t does say if a state PUC adopts its existing 

23 service areas f o r l arge ILEC's, the i r study area, this 

2 4 would erect signif icant barriers to entry. We are also 

25 encou raged to consider designating service areas that 
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require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have not 

traditionall y served. 

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

cne problem this causes is where you have not 

s conside red and have left to the FCC to determine how 

chat's going to be modeled from a proxy standpo int. 

7 And, yes, we are advocat i ng smaller geographic elements 

than the wire center for unive rsa l high cost support 

9 but I do not have a South Dakota specifi c look because 

10 this Commission dec i ded not to do their own earlier 

11 chis -- a couple months ago, as opposed to Wyom ing and 

12 North Dakota wh ere 1 do have that because those cwo are 

13 looki ng at do ing their o wn, or suggesting their o wn 

14 cost study. So I d o have the small grids, as we call 

1s it, and I could identify that for you. I c a nnot 

16 identify anything sma ller than right no~ than a wire 

17 center. 

18 

19 

MS. WIEST : Oka y. 

MR. COIT: Excuse me, may 1 comment br iefly 

20 on this? And I understand that I'm not a par ty but I 

21 do believe it was my understa nding today that the whole 

22 issue of d isaggregated service areas for US West or 

23 any other company may come up. But I wo uld like to say 

24 we cert ai nly have an interest in the issue. And 1 

25 think that the FCC rules ind i cate that ·- the orde rs 
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and t h e rules indicate that before cha nging an ex is ting 

service area, that the Commission at the state level 

needs to find that it's consistent wit h universal 

service requirements. So I think it's a really 

involved -- involves a lot more than the review of 

actually looking at ETC service obligations. You're 

talking about making changes in a US West service area 

that could significantly change the level of support it 

9 might receive under a federal universal service fund. 

10 Decisions on US West service area disaggregation and 

11 so forth could certainly im pact rural telephone 

12 companies as well. And I guess going into this 

13 proceeding it was ou r understanding that there are 

14 certain established incumbent LEC service areas, and we 

15 didn't understand, I guess, that we -- that the issue 

16 in this US West docket or any of the other ones would 

17 be wi th regard to disaggregating s ervice areas. 

18 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 l oo k at doing anything to rural 

23 companies with respect to disaggregation, we have to 

24 specifical ly petition the FCC. That ' s all I'm talking 

25 about, and that's the reason why I only brought up this 
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understanding the Commission does have to do the 

service area in order f o r US West to ge t your 

unive r s a l service money. 
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MR . HEASTON: tf I could have until whatever 

date was s uggest e d earlier on getting the add i tional 

7 
affidavits in, I 'll have a re c ommendation for you from 

a us wes t on t hat. 

MS. WIEST : Oka y . Are there any ot her 

10 questions of this witness ? 
o ne mor e quest ion, 

11 Mr . Lehner. 
oo you have any observation to what 

12 
Mr. Best suggested as advert i sing requirements f o r your 

13 company? 

A . I'm not s ure t ha t I understood exactly wh at 

15 
he was requiring. lf the requirement is to advertise 

16 it once a year i n the newspaper, I don't think we have 

11 a problem with that. 

18 

19 

MS . WIEST: And getting back to single party 

service is high cost. the only barrier is to provide 

20 single party service to those 52 customers ? 

21 

22 

23 

25 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIE ST: Is it als o US West ' s position 

that the settlement agreement that you' ve stated i s 

suspended concerning si ngle party service no longer 

applies where I believe you stated you would have 
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s ingl e party service to all customers by the year 2000? 

A. Had the 121 invest ment program conti nued, I 

3 woul d ha ve been out here talking to the staff and to 

you about these any way, because as we honed down to 

some to the last fe w on some of these exchanges, it 

6 became obvious that this was this is foolish to 

spend that kind of mone y with the curren t tec hnology. 

8 Just doesn't make any sense . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

MS. WIEST: That's all ! have . Mr. Heaston, 

you might also want to address the question of whether 

the Commission has the authority to provide any de 

minimue exception 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 d o think that you could put a time 

l 6 l1ne on lt and make it rene wable that we would have to 

11 come i n. I think what the rule wou ld allow you to do 

l 8 

19 

20 

1s requ1re us to come in on a regular ly-sche d ~led 

ba sis, maybe annually. maybe semi -an nually, to update 

the Commission of whe re we are technology wise in taking 

21 care of these last 52. That would be my position on 

22 

23 

24 

25 

this is that that puts a t ime limit o n and it makes it 

driven by the technology and the affordab ility of it. 

MS. WIEST: Ok ay . An y othe r quest ions? 

COMMISSIONER SCHOEN F ELDER : I have a q uestio n 
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of Mr. Lehner. And the reason t have a question is 

because in you r a mended application you might have 

addressed it, however, I don 't have a copy of that and 

I apolog i ze. But you addressed in he r e and you have an 

exh i bit on y o ur original app licat io n that regards 

Lifeline, Link Up. And basically wha t it is i t's yo ur 

tariff, o r a page t hat looks like a tariff page to me . 

e Now, us West r eal ly in tends to comply with the 

9 commission orde r in Lifeline , Li nk Up? 

, o 

11 

12 t hat. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

A . 

A. 

Absolutely. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: 1 need to know 

And that page d oesn 't apply any more . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Thank you. 

MS . WIEST : An y ot her qu es t ion s ? Thank you. 

CO MM ISSION ER NELSON: I guess I have a 

17 question. You know, you •- wh en you were talking about 

18 why you shoul dn 't have to provide this single party 

19 systems for these areas th a t you listed like Spearf is h 

20 and Pierre an d all the list that y ou went through --

21 A . Yee . 

22 COMMISS ION ER NELSON : Why would i t -- it just 

23 seems we ird to me that it wo uld be that expensive to 

24 provide tho se se r vices in some areas . Like Pierre and 

25 Huron , those a r e pretty -- I mean can you explain that 
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to me a little bit be c a use I find that a l i ttle odd. 

A . The high cos t we'r e ta lking about in many 

cases, not onl)· replac i ng, we're talking about 

customers that wer e e ngineered pr o bab ly back i n the 

5 sixties and seve nt ies to mul ti-party serv i ce with no 

in t e nt io n of having single party serv ice. So we 're 

tal k ing in many cas es mi l es and miles of distribution 

cable, some c ase s si x pair, 11 pa ir, maybe even greater 

9 pair. So we 're talking about now having to replace 

10 that cable with probably 50 pair or a hundred pair 

11 cable . And we 're also talking abo ut many c ases wh ere 

12 at the end of that cable we have to extend what some 

13 people will call a drop, wh at I call a pair o f wi re s, 

1 4 sometimes several miles. And in order to provide 

15 single party service -- well, I take that back in that 

16 case . The drop piece of that will be okay. I was 

17 thinking of if they have more than o ne line . But we're 

18 talki ng about distribution cable, we 're talking about 

19 feeder, and we're talk i ng in some cases about PAIR GAIN 

20 systems t hat are J ust plain full. I ' m talking about 

21 systems that you' ve heard like An aconda that are go ing 

22 to need to be replaced. It's e xpensive . 

23 CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: I guess i n my min d it 

24 seems to me that cost prohibitive -- I didn't exactly 

25 envision exactly what you were just explaining to me 
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because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be run 

2 out miles and miles and miles and there ' s nobody ou t 

there or something. But if th i s is i n a fairly 

populated area, and it doesn 't seem to me that these 

5 people shou ld have to live with just two party 

telephone system when most of the world doesn't , 

7 know it i n South Dakota , doesn't have to do that 

as we 

because t he li nes are a ll filled up. I mean I'm 

looking fo r some reason why that's acceptable , 

O especially when some of those little companies are 

11 

12 

13 

saying that they got ma ybe three or four people left 

that they don't have that service for and they've made 

ever y effort to say , well, we wan t a waiver but we will 

1 4 do i t by the end of the year or whatever. 

1S 

16 

11 

18 

19 

A. I think that most of the companies you've 

been listening to up until now -- and I obviously can't 

speak for them, but I th i nk you ' re talking about 

engineer i ng that was d o ne probably 15, 20 years ago in 

most of these companies· cases where they at the time 

20 spent the money to do that. We did not do that. 

21 

22 

23 

provided distr i but ion systems that were literally 

designed not to provide single party service . 

are different fufid in g mechanis ms and different 

There 

24 requirements that we 've had. They've had the ab i lity 

2S to spend that k i nd of money and recover it. Now, I can 
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spend sioo,ooo or s1s o, ooo or so . ooo, whatever it is, 

to do these, but somewhere chat h as to be recovered and 

it isn't go i ng to be recovered f rom a customer . 
That 

customer isn't g oing to pay for that . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: It seem s to me this 

flies in the face of what the governor's b ill sa id last 

year. 
I mean here we ' r e talk i ng making ava il able high 

technology to everybody in South Dakota . Basically 

that's what the bill says. And we're ta lki ng here some 

10 
pe o p le tha t aren't even going to have single party 

11 

12 

13 

1 4 

telecommunication in this state. 

A. 

cost is. 

commissioner, a ll I can tell you is wha t the 

And 1 think that 's -- I think that's, unless 

there's a recovery mechanism, it wo u ld make no se nse to 

15 
spend that kind of money. And I cert ain ly wou ldn' t 

16 

17 

18 

19 

recommen d it. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: The question I have in the 

LEC industry when we have these kind of situ a tions once 

in a while there's another provider chat is closer that 

20 c an do it. would that be the c ase to any o f these? 

21 

22 

23 

would that be a reasonable solution ever ? 

A . Yes, it wo uld . And, Commissioner, i f there 

is any company i n this room that would like to serve 

2 4 any of these 52 , I would be happy t o negotiate . 

2S CHAIRMAN BURG: I think maybe when we're down 
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to 52, we ought to get a list of those names and see if 

2 we could work it out. I share what Counsel has said. 

10 

I'm not sure we can make the excepti on . I know that 

us west 's counsel has given us what I call a short 

te rm o ne , t hat i n other words, we could give the waiver 

f or a limited period of time, but I don't know that's 

a n indef i nite solution and we probably oug ht to work -­

look at working together to meet and find the solution 

to meet the FCC rules I th ink if we can. But so many 

-- maybe, I guess, what I would like to request is the 

11 actual name and location of those 52 filed at some 

12 time. I don't care whether it's part of this docket or 

13 not. 

14 

15 

A . 

16 t hank you. 

17 

I think that can be provided. 

MS. WIEST : Any other questions? If not, 

CHAI RMAN BURG: 1 suppose we do need some 

18 ty p e of waiv er in o rder to grant them an ETC status. 

1 9 

20 

21 

MS. WIEST: sorry, for which now? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: For single party. 

MS . WIEST: At this t ime s taff has a witne ss 

22 on th i s case first. 

23 

2 4 

25 

MS. CREME R: Staff would call Harlan Best . 

&.ARLAN 81ST, 

called as a witness , being previously s wo rn, 
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wa s examined and testified as follows : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MS . CREMER : 

Q. Harlan , were you the anal yst a ~signed to 

s TC9 7-163 , Us West 's app lic at io n? 

8 West? 

1 0 

A. 

Q . 

A. 

Q. 

Yes . 

And have you reviewed that application by US 

Yes. 

And would you agree wi th Mr . Lehner when he 

11 tes tified earlier that the y met all the requ i rements of 

12 47 CFR 5 4 ·101? 

13 

14 

l 5 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

That they have met tho se? 

Yes. 

Yes, with th e d i scuss io n t hat we 've had on 

16 single par t y. 

17 Q. Right. Ok ay. And at yo ur recommendation for 

18 ad ve r tising, would that be the same for US Wes t as it 

19 wa s for the othe rs ? 

20 

21 

A . 

Q. 

Yes. 

And what wo u ld you r recommendat ion be for t h e 

22 Commi ssi on in de !1n1ng a servi ce area for US West? 

23 

2 4 

25 h a ve. 

A . It would be the wire center. 

MS . CRE MER : That's all the questions I would 



MS. WIEST: Any questions , Ms. Wil ka? 

MS. WILKA: No questions. 

MS. WIEST: Commiss ioners? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I'd have is 
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5 based on chat, should we not - - I mean is this · - what 

6 do 1 call it? Is this a d oc ument that is fi le d i n 

these hearings? 

MS. CREMER: Yes. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I guess I think we ought to 

10 correct that exhibit to put no on each of those that 

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

12 believe the answer is no and we've made a wa iver to 

13 satisfy that. 

14 

15 

16 

MS . CREMER: Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that's filed . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: We have not moved 

11 f o r a waiver i n that area, have we ? 

18 CH AIRMAN BURG: Yes, for six months on one 

19 o ther com pany. 

20 MS. WIEST : We have two si ngle party waive rs 

21 so far, but US West we haven't moved yet; rig h t? 

22 CHAIRMAN BURG: But if we do and for any we 

23 do, since he's a witness on the stand and this is his 

24 document, I think that this document should be 

25 correc ted to reflect, no, they do not meet that to 

10 

11 

12 

13 
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coincide with the wa ivers we 've g iven. 

MS. CREMER, Okay. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I guess I don't know. What 

do we need to do to make sure that correction is made? 

MS. WIEST: I believe there are three 

companies that do not at this time provide single party 

service, so all they would have to d o is change that 

yes to no for those Stateline, Venture, and us West; 

right? 

CH AIRMAN BURG: And the testimony on the 

record is adequate to accomplish that ? 

MS . WIEST: Yes . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. That 's all I 

14 wonde red. 

15 

16 Wes t have? 

1 7 

18 

A. 

MS . WIEST: So how many wire centers does us 

38. 

MS. WIEST : 38. Thank y o u. Any other 

19 questions of this Wl tness? 

2 0 

21 

MS. CREMER: No. 

MS. WIES T: Would you like to admit this 

22 docket for the purposes of this docket? Before I only 

23 admitted it for the ot her dockets. 

24 MS. CREMER: Actually I wasn't going to move 

25 it into this one because pe ople testified to it, so I 
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1 didn't really need it i n mine. Bu t I can certainly 

2 move it . 

MS . WI EST: It's up to you. 

MS . CR EM ER : We d o n 't need it in this d oc ke t. 

MS . WIEST: Any other questions of this 

6 witness? Thank you . Anythi ng else from any of the 

7 par t ies ? At this time I believe the Comm i ss ion will 

cake these matters under ad v isement . We are wa iting 

f o r s o me l a t e-filed exh i bits in some dockets, and it 

1 o wi l l be possible that p erhaps the Commission will make 

ll 

12 

the decisions either at a Commission meet i ng or at the 

Decembe r 2nd hear i ng on some other related ETC 

lJ do c kets . Are there any ques ti ons from anybo dy or any 

14 comments ? 

15 
MR . COIT: I would j ust, for the r ecord, li ke 

l6 t o form a lly request that the Commis s ion des ig na te each 

17 o f the -- based upo n the re co rd , t he a ffidavits yet to 

18 be s ubmitted , t ha t t h e Commission designate each of the 

1 9 rura l te l epho ne c o mpan i es, SDITC member companies , as 

20 ETC ' s and that their study areas be des i g n ated as thei r 

21 service area That's all I have . 

22 MS . WIE ST : Thank you. Tha t will close the 

23 hear i ng . 

2~ (THE HEARING CONC LUDED AT 3: 50 P . M. } 

25 

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

COUNTY OF HUCH£$ 

90 

I, Lori J . Grode, RMR, Notary Public, in and 

for t he State o f So uth Dakota , do hereby c ertify that 

the above hear i ng, pages 1 through 8 9 , inclusive, wa s 

recorded s tenographically by me and red uced to 

typ e wr iting. 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that the foregoing 

1 0 transcript o f t he sa i d hearing is a true and co rrect 

ll 

12 

13 

transcript o f the steno graphic notes at the time and 

place specified hereinbefore. 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a rela tive o r 

1 4 empl o ye e o r att o rn e y or cou nse l o f any o f the parties, 

15 n o r a rela tive o r emp o y e e o ! su c h at to rney o r counsel, 

16 

1 7 

18 

o r fin anci a ll y inte r est ed directl y o r indirectly in 

th i s a c t ion. 

IN WI TNE S S WHERE OF , I have hereun to set my 

1 9 ha n d a n d sea l o ! o! ! ic e at P i err e , So u t h Da ko ta , chi s 

20 1 s t da y of Decemb e r , 1997. 

21 

22 

23 

25 

Lo r i J . Gro de , RMR 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COI\IMISSION 
RECEIVED 

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

' u 
'E 

IN HIE MA TIER Of THE REQUEST OF) 
MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS) 
CO., FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIG- ) 
IBLE TELECOM MU 'ICA TIONS CARRIER) 

REQUEST FOR ETC 
DESIGNATION 

Mobridge Tclccommunica1ions Co., ~fobridgc, South Dakota(Huen. Nooh Dakota) pursuant 
10 47 United States Code Section 214(c) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section S4.201 hereby 
seeks from the Public Uiilitics Commission reommission") designation as an - Eligible 
Telec:ommunica1ions Carrier'' " ithin the local exchange area that constitut~ its $CMce area in South 
Dakota. In support of this request, Mobridge Telecommunications Co. offers the followin~ 

I. Pursuam to 47 U.S C. Section 214(e) it is the Commission's responsibility to designate 
local exchange carriers ( .. LECs") as "eligible tclecommunit.alions carriers .. ("'ETC"), or in other 
words. to determine which LECs have &!Slimed uni\•crsaJ service obligations consistent with the 
federal law and should be deemed eligible to receive federal universal service support . At least one 
eligible ldccommunications carrier is to be designated by the Commission for each service area in the 
S1a1e However, in the case of areas served by-rural telephone companies", the Commission may 
not dcsigna1e more than one LEC as an ETC without first finding that such addition&] designation 
would be in the public interest. Under 47 CFR Section 54.201, beginning January I, 1998, only 
1elccommunica1ions carriers that have received designation from the Commission lo serve as an 
cli!Pblc tclecorrurunications carrier v.ithin their service area will be eligible 10 receive federal universal 
service suppon. 

2 Mobridge Telecommunications Co is the facilities•based loca1 exchange canier presently 
providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchange in South Dakota: 

?:!Aw: Total Acuu I ines E:srbnn&s:: Prs::fix/Name 

Mobridge Telecommunica1ions Co 2499 60S/845 Mobridge 
Cooperative 

In the ordinary course of bus!ncss the numbtr of access lines arc subject to change. Mobridge 
Telecommunications Co. to its knowledge is the only carrier today providing local exchange 
telecommunicalions SCMce in the above exchange area. 



3 Mobridge Telecommunications Co in accord with 47 CFR Section S-l.101 offers the 
following local exchange telecommunications services to all customers throughout its service area. 

- Vo:ce grade access 10 the public sv.i 1chcd network: 

- Local exchange service including an amount of local usage free of per minute 
charges under a flat rated local service package. 

- Dual tone multi-frequency signaling, 

- Access 10 emergency service such as 911 or enhanced 91 1 public services; 

- Access to operator services: 

-Access to intcrexchange service. 

-Access to dircciory as.sistancc, and 

- Toll blocking service to qualified low-income customers and all others. 

As noted above, Mobridge Tdcconununicatiom Co docs provide toll limitation service in the 
form of toll blocking to qualif)ing members, ho\l.'t'Vcr, the additional toll linuution scrvic:c of .. toU 
control .. as defined in the new FCC uTUvcrsal service rules (47 CFR section 54.400(3)) is noc 
prO\idod. Mobridge Telecommu1Uca1ions Co. is not aware that any local exchange carrier in Soc.!h 
Dakota has a current capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior to the 
release of its uruversal service order (FCC 97-157) that toll control would be imposed as an ETC 
service requirement and. lo our information and belief. as a r~h. LECs nationwide are not 
positioned to make the service immediately available. In order for Mobridge Telecomnklnications 
Co to provide the service, additional u.sage tracking and storage capabilities \\ill have 10 be installed 
in its local switching equipment Al minimum. the service requires a switching software upgrade and 
at this time Mobridge Telecommunications Co is investigating and attempting to determine whether 
the necessary software has been developed and when it might become available. 

Accordingly. Mobridge Telecommunications Co. is faced with exceptional circums1ances 
concerning the ability to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's universal 
SCf\.'K:C rules and must request a waiver from the requirement to provide such service. At this time. 
a waiver is requested. The Commission may property grant a waiver from the '"toll control" 
requirement pursuant to 47 CFR S4.101(c). 

4. Mobridge Telccommunicalions Co. has previously and will continue to advcnisc the 
availability of i\s loµ,! exchanse SCfVic,s in me<li- of srieraJ di\\!'bo/\ion thro<jghou\ Ille ~~f 
area served. Prior 10 this filing. Mobridge Telecommunications Co. has not generally advertised the 
prices charged for all of the abovc--idcntified services It will do so going fol'Wltd in accord with any 
specific advertising standards that the Commission may develop. 



S. Based on the foregoing, Mobridge Telecommunications Co. respectfully request that the 
CommiSS.on: 

(a) grant a waiver of the requirement to provide "toll control" service; 

and 

(b) gront an ETC designation to Mobridge Telecommunications Co. covering all of the local 
exchange area that constitutes its present service area in the State. 

Dated this 81h day of September, 1997. 

Mobridge T clccommunications Co. 

lJl I , 

ROBERT A. BARF 
General Manager 

D 



Octobtt 9. 1997 

West River 
Telecommunications Cooperative 

and subsidiary companies 

West River Communications, Inc. 
Mobridge Telecommunications Co. 

RECEIVED 

"· 

Mr. Camroo HOKCk, surr A1wmey 
South DU:ou Public Utilitks Commiuion 
State Capitol Building 
500 Elsi C,pitol A venue 
Pierre , South Dakoca 57501 -5070 

OCT t b 1997 

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

RE: FJl&ibie T,lttommunk aUom Carritr apptication, TC97-155 
Mobridct Tdttommwucat.lom Co. 

Thant )'OU, Mr. Hoseck, 

For your letter of October I. IW,. tt lativt 10 the above. 

4. Pwsuant to 47 C.F.R. S4 . I0l(a)(4), Smp-PlnyStnb b bel.o& offcrcdby Mobridp Tdcc:ormnunicati 
Co. 10 all cuscomcrs in the: Mobridge. South Dakota td ephonc cu:haa&t, 

S. Mobridge Tdccommunica1iom Co. cuncntly offers Llfe:l inr: and Unk Up local service discounts within HI 
c.wnn&e area. Be&inninl Jamwy I, 1998, lhe programs will be offered under new 1mn1 iD accord with 
the FCC rule,, 47 C FR SUOO • 54 .417, and any South Dakoca Public Ulilities Commluioo. dcclslona 
concerning implcrncot.11ion of lhe CJ.pandtd prosruu:. 

6. RICHARD o . GU.SER, being lint duly sworn, IWCS lhlt I am tbc: President or lhc Mobrid&c 
Tclecommunkations Co., thal I have ~ lhe inirlal EJi&iblc Tclecurnmunicatio Carrier (ETC) applicatioa 
and lhc foregoin,. and thc: umc arc true to my own bcl1 knowkdge, Information and belle(. 

We•t Rlv.r Communications. Inc. 
1·800-256-1736 

i2L,,0 11 lfk,,.,,v 
RICHARD G. GLASER. Prcsldeol 
Mobridge Tdccommunlcatiom Co. 

Wl'St Rfver T•Jecommunlcatlons 
701-748 -22 11 

l 800 -748-7220 

PO Box 467 - Hazen - North Dakolll - 58545 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY 
MOBRIOGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. 
FOR OESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 
ORDER AND NOTICE OF 

ENTRY OF ORDER 
TC97-155 

On September 10, 1997. the Pubhc U11ht1es Comm1ss,on (Commission) received a request 
for de~nation as an eligible telec:ommurucat1ons earner (ETC) from Mobndge Telecommuntealtons 
Co (Mobndge Telecommun1cat1ons) Mobndge Tetecommumcat,ons requested designatron as an 
elig·ble 1elecommun1cahons ca mer within the local exchange areas that constitute 11s service area. 

The Comrmss,on electronically transm11tcd nohce of the filing and lhe intervention deadline 
to mteresled md1v1dua1s and enhl•es No person or entity filed 10 intervene By order dated 
November 7, 1997, the Comm1ss10n set the heanng for lhts matter tor 1 30 pm on November 19, 
1997, In Room 41 2, State Cap1101 , Pierre , South Dakota 

The hearing was held as seheduled. At the heanng, the Commission g!'11nted Mobodge 
Teleoommuniea11ons a one year waiver of the requirement to provide toll control servtee within its 
service area At rls December 11 , 1997, mM:llng, !he Comm1ss10n granted ETC designabon to 
Mobndge Telecommumcallons and designated ,ts study area as its service area. 

Based on the eYldence of recoro, 1he Comm1ss,on enters the following Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of law 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

On September 10, 1997, lhe ComnnSK>n recewed a request f0fdes1gnatt0n as an ETC from 
Mobndge Telecommumcabons Mobndge Telecommun.cat10ns requested designation as an ETC 
within the local exehange areas that constrtute its seMCe area. Mobndge Telecommunications 
serves the foflowing exchange: Mobridge (845) Exh1btl 1 

Pursuant to 47 U S,C § 214(e)(2), the Commission 1s required to designate a common 
camer that meels the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated 
by the Commission 

Ill 

Pursuant to 47 U.SC. § 214(e)(1), a common earner that IS designated as an ETC is eligible 
to recerve univets.al seMCe suppoft and shall, thn)ughout ,ts service area, offer the services that are 
supported by federal umvers1111 service suppor1 mechamsms either using its own faalilies or a 
combinatJOn of its own facil!Oes and resale of another carrier's services. The carrier must also 
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the serv1eets using media of general 
d1stnbut10n 



IV 

TI-e Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or 
functione:rues as those supported by federal unrversal service support mechanisms: (1) votee grade 
access to the public s'Niiched netwOlk; (2) local usage; (3) dual tone mulU-frequency signahng or its 
funct ion.ll equal; (4) single party seMCe or its funct ional equivalent: (5) access lo emergency 
servtees: (6) access 10 operalor services; (7) access to interexchange service; (8) access to 
directory assistance; and (9) toll limitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 
54. 10 1(a). 

V 

As part of rts obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required to make available Lifeline and Link 
Up servk:es to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 5-4.405; 47 C.F.R. § 5-4.411. 

VI 

Mobridge Telecommunications offers voice grade access to the public switched networt,r; to 
all consumers throughout its servk:e area. Exhibit 1. 

VII 

Mobridge Telecommunications offers local eicchange service including an amount of local 
usage free of per minule charges lo all consumers throughout its service area. Jd. 

Vlll 

Mobridge Telecommunications offers dual lone mulli-frequency signaling to all consumers 
throughout its service area. lsl. 

IX 

Mobridge Telecommumcations offers single party service to all consumers throughout its 
service area Exhibit 2. 

X 

Mobridge Telecommunications offers access to emergency services to all consumers 
throughout its service area. Exhibit 1. 

XI 

Mobodge Telecommunications offers access lo operator services to all consumers 
throughout its service area. l.d:. 

XII 

Mobridge Telecommunications offers access 10 interexchange services to all consumers 
throughout its service area. t! 

XIII 

Mobridge Telecommunicat,ons offers access to drrectory assistance to all consumers 
throughout its service area. Jd. 



XIV 

One .:if the services required 10 be pro\llded by an ETC to qualifying bw•income consumers 
IS toll hm1lalion 47 C.F.R § 54.101(8)(9). Toll llmitalion consists of bolh loll blocking and toll 
c.ontrol 4'/ C.F R § 54.400(d) . Toll control 1s a servtee that allows consumers to s.pec,fy a certain 
amounl of loll usage that may be incurTed per month°' per billing cycle. 47 C.F .R. § 54.400(c:). Toll 
blocking is a service that lets consumers elect not to allow the complelion of outgoing ton calls . 47 
C F.R § 54.400(b) 

xv 

Mobridge Telecommunications offers toll blocking to all consumers throughout 11s service 
area. Exhibit 1. 

XVI 

Mobndge T~s does not CUTel'ltJy offer t<MI controf. kl- In order for Mobridge 
Telecommunieallons to provide 1011 control , additional usage uacking and storage capabilittes wiU 
have to be installed ,nits local swi1ching equipment Mobridge: T9'ecommunicttions is attempting 
to detennine whether the necessary software has been developed and when it might become 
available. kl. 

XVII 

Mobridge Te/9e.ommunieations staled that it is faced with exceptional circumstances 
concerning its ability to make toll control service available and requested a waiver from the 
reqJiremenl to provide such service. ld. 

XVIII 

With respect to the obligation to advertise the 1vaita~ of services supported by the federal 
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general 
distribution, Mobridge Telecommunieatk,ns stated that it advertises the availability of its k>cal 
exchange services in med~ of general distribution throughout its service area. However, Mobridge 
Telecommunications has not generally advertised the prices for these services. ld. Mobridge 
Te6eoommunications stated its intention to comply with any advertising standards developed by the 
Commission. ld. 

XIX 

Mobridge Telecommunications currently offers Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in its 
exchanges. Exhibit 2. Mobridge Telecommunications will offer the Lifeline and Link Up service 
discounts in alt of its service area beginn;ng January 1, 1998, in accordance ¥lith 47 C.F.R. §§ 
54 400 to 54.417, inciusive, and any Commission imposed requirements. Exhibit 2 . 

xx 

The Commission finds that Mobridge Telecommunications currently provides and will 
continue to provkSe the following services or functionalities throughout its service area: ( 1) voice 
grade access to the public switched netwolk; (2) local usage; (3) dual tone mutti-frequency signaling; 
(4) single-party service; (5) access 10 emergency services; (6) ac:c:ess to operator services: (7) 
access to lnterexchange service; (8) access to directory assistance; and (9) toll blocking for 
qualifying low-income consumers. 



XXI 

n,e Commission finds lhat pursuant 10 47 C.F.R. § 54 101(c) it will grant Mobridge 
Telecornmunicalions a waiver of the requirement to offer toll contra{ services until December 31 , 
1998 Toa Comrrission finds that exceptional cirCJmstances prevent Mobridge Telecommunications 
from provtding to{I control at this time due to the drfficulty in .obtaining the necessary software 
upgrades to provide the servk:e. 

)()(II 

The Commission finds that Mobridge Telecommunications intends to provide Lifeline and 
Link Up programs to quahfying customers throughout i1s service area consistent with state and 
federal rules and orders. 

XXIII 

The Commission finds that Mobridge Telecommunications shall advertise the avallability of 
the services suppor1ed by the federal universal service suppor1 mechanism and the charges therefor 
throughOut its service area using media of general distribution once each year. The Commission 
~ finds that if the rate for a/T'f d the services supporled by the federal universal service support 
mechanism Changes, the new rale must be advertised using media of general distribution. 

XXII/ 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 21 ◄(e)(5) , the Commissk>n designates Mobridge 
TekK:ommunicalions's current study area as its servk:e area. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commission has Jurisdiction over lhis matter pursuant to SOCL Chapters 1-26. 49-31 , 
and 47 U.S.C. § 214. 

Pursuant to 47 USC. § 214(e)(2). the Commission is required to designate a common 
carrier that meets the requirements ol sectk>n 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a servk:e area designated 
by the Commission. 

Ill 

Pl.nuant to 47 USC § 214{e)(1), a common carrier Iha! is designated as an ETC is eligible 
to re<::et\le Ln\lef'Al service support and shall, tlYoughout its service area. offer the services Iha! are 
suppor1ed by federal universal service suppor1 mechanisms either using its own facilities or a 
eombtnat10n ol ,ts own faolities and resale of another carrier's services. The carrier must also 
advenise the availabihly of such services and the rates for the services using media of general 
distnbuhon 

II/ 

The FCC has designated the following services or funcitOnahlles as those supported by 
federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) v01ce grade access to the public switched 
network: (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or ils functional equal: (4) single 



party ser...e.e or 11s functt0nal equivalent: (5) access to emergency services; (6) access to operator 
services . (7) access to inlerexchange service: (8) access to directory assistance: and (9) toll 
hmilatK',1 for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(a). 

V 

As part of its obhgations as an ETC, an ETC is required 10 make available Lifeline and Link 
Up services 10 qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 54.405; 47 C.F.R. § 54.411. 

VI 

Mobridge Telecommumcallons has met the requirements of 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(8) with the 
exception of lhe ability 10 offer toll control Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(c), lhe Commission 
concludes lhat Mobridge T etecommunications has demonstrated exceptional circumstances that 
jus11ty granting it a waiver of the requirement to offer toll control until December 31 , 1998. 

VII 

Mobndge Telecommunications shall provide lifeline and link Up programs to qualifying 
customers throughout its service area consistent with state and federal rules and orders. 

VIII 

Mobndge Telecommunications shall adv8f1ise the availability of the services supported by 
tte federal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general 
distribution once each year. If the rate for any of the services suppor1ed by the federal universal 
service suppor1 mechanism changes, the new rate shall be advertised using med'8 of general 
distribution. 

IX 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(5), the Commission designates Mobridge 
Telecommunications's current study area as its service area. 

X 

The Commission designates Mobridge Telecommunications as an eligible 
telecommunications carrier for its servtee area. 

II 1s therefore 

ORDERED. that Mobridge Telecommumcations's current study area is designated as its 
service area; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that Mobridge Telecommunications shalt be granted a waiver of the 
requirement to offer toll control services until December 31 , 1998; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED. that Mobridge Telecommunicat~ns shall follow the advertising 
requirements as listed above, and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that Mobridge Telecommunications is designated as an eligi~e 
telecommunicalions carrier for its service area. 



NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the ~day of December, 
1997. Pursuanl to SOCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or 
tailun:, to accept delivery of the decision by the parties 

Dated at ? ierre, Soulh Dakota, this ~day of December, 1997. 

CERTIFICA T£ OF $ERVC£ BY OROER OF THE COMMISSION: 



DccemOCr 23, 1997 

Universal Service Administration Company 
I 00 Soulh Jefferson Road 
Whippany, NJ 07981 

Dear Sir: 

T C f ? - /SS-

WEST RIVER 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE 

P.O. BOX 467 HAZEN, NORTH DAKOTA 58545 
TELEPHONE: (701) 748-2211 

FAX: (701) 748-6800 

RECEIVED 
DEC 2 b 1997 

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Enclosed is our Lifeline and Link Up plans for Mobridge Telccommunicatioru Co. and also the 
PUC Order issued in Docket TC97-JS0 marked •Exhibit A• . 

1f you have any questions, please call . 

Sincerely, 

General Manager 

RAB/co 
Enc. 

SERVING THE AREA OF NORTH DAKOTA AND SOUTH DAKOTA ... 

NORnt DAKOTA 



LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN 
OF MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. 

TELE PHO.I\'£ COMPANY 

The Mobridgt' Tt'lt•comm1mict11ions Co submits this plan pur; uant to 47 CFR § 
5➔ .40l(d). Mohridge T,•l,·c,111m111mrntimu Co has been designated as nn eligible 
tcl~communicatio carrier by the South Dakota Public U1ilitics Commission ( .. SDPUC .. ) and, tlS 

s11.:h, must make Lifeline and Link Up service .t\'ailable to qualifying low-income consumers ns 
set forth in the Commission's Final Ord,•r at1tl lkcision: Notice of Entry of Decision dated 
No\'cmbcr 18. 1997, i~sucd in Docket TC97-1 50 On 1hc Mauer of the Jnvc:sth;ntjoo into the 
l.ifolinc and 1.jnl Up Progr.um}. which is :mached as Exhibit /\ . and consistent with the criteria 
established under 47 CFR 54.400 to 54.417. indusin~. 

A. Grncrnl 

I. The Lifeline and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by 
providing fo r n:duc:cd monthly cha.rgcs and reduced connection chargl.-s for local 
1clcphonc service. ·n1c assistance applies 10 a single telephone line at a qunJificd 
consumer's princip:d place of residence. 

2. A qunlificd low- income consumer is n telephone subscriber who particip:ites in at lea.st 
one of 1hc following public assistance programs: 

a 1cdicaid 
b. Food S1nmps 
c. Supplcmcntnl Sccurily Income (SS I) 
d. Federal Public I-lousing Assistance 
e. Low-Income Home Energy ;\ ssistancc Program (UIEAP) 

3. A qualified low-income consumer is eligible to rece ive either or both Lifeline and 
Link Up assistance. 

4. Mobrid,-:c r,,Juommunicalions Co. v.ill ad\'crtisc the availability of Lifeline and Link 
Up services and the charges the refore using media of genera l dis1ribution and in accord 
with any rules 111111 may be developed by the SDPUC fo r application to eligible 
telecommunications carriers. 

S. In addi tion, Mobridge Tt•lccunw11mit-t11imu Co., as required by the Final Order mid 
Decision; Nolin• of Emry of lkdsion of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will indicate in it ' s 
annual report 10 the SDl'UC the number of subscribers within it's service area receiving 
Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance. In Bddition, this information will be provided to the 
Univers:11 Service Administrative Company ("USAC"). 

6 Jnfonnalion as to 1hc number of consumers qualifying for Life line and/or Link Up 
assistance cannot currently be pro\'ided by Mobridge Telecommuniculions Co. because it 
has no access to the government informa1ion necessary to determine how many of ils 



telephone subscri1'crs arc P311i ipating in the atxn.: rc forcnccd public nssistance 
programs. Without 1his information. Mohridj!f! Tch-con11111111ic:ations Co. cannot provide. 
al this time. even a reasonable estim:t1e of the number of i1s subscribers who, after 
January I, 1998. ,,ill be receiving Lifeline andlor Link Up service. lnfonnation as lo the 
number of its low-income subscribers qualifying for Lifdinc :mdlor Link Up cnn be 
provided afler appl ications for LifC'line and Link Up assistance ha,•e been received by 
Mobridge Tt•leconmumicotium Co .. 

7. In accord ,,ith the SOPUC's Final Onh•r am/ Dcci.,·ion: Notice of Entry of Decision, 
/,./obrid!,!c 7C'h•co111m1mica1ions Co. will make .ipplicntion fonns avai lable IO all of its 
cxbtin~ rcsidcn1ial customers. to all new customers when they apply for residential local 
telephone service. nnd to other persons or en1i 1ies upon their request. 

IJ . Liftlinc 

I . Lifel ine service means a retail local service offering fo r which qualified low-income 
consumers p.i ) reduced charges. 

2. Lifolinc scn •icc includes , ·oicc grade access 10 the public swilched network. local 
us.age. dual tone multi-frequency signaling or ils functional equivalent. single-party 
scn ·ice or its functional equi \'alcnt. access 10 cmcrtency services, accc:."SS lo opcralor 
scn•ices. acc .. ·ss 10 intc-rcxch:mgc service, ncccss 10 directory assistance, and 1011 

limitn1ion. 

3. Qu:ilifi..,·d low-incomc subscribers arc n,-quired to submit an application fonn in order 
to rccci\'c Lifeline scn•icc. In applying for Lifeline assistance, the subscriber must ccn..ify 
under penalty of perjury that they arc currently paniciplling in at lcrua one of the 
qual ifyinl,\ public assismncc programs listed in Section A.2. above. In addition. the 
subsc riber must agrc.:c 10 notify Mobrid~c Tclrcomn11111icatiom· Co. when they cease 
participating in the qualifying public assistance proc rrun(s). 

4. TI1c total monlhly Lifeline cn..-dit 11\'ailnble to quulified consumers is SS .2S. Mobridge 
Tdecorr11111mico1ions Co. shall pro\•ide the credit to quolific:.-d consumers by applying the 
federal baseline support amoun1 of SJ .SO 10 waive !he consumer' s federal End-User 
Common Linc ch.:irgc nnd applying the additional authorized federal support nn10W1t of 
Sl.75 as a credit to the consumer' s intrastD.le local scn•icc ra1e. The federal baseline 
support amount and addi1i onal support available. totaling SS.25. shall reduce Mobridgr 
Trlecumn11micatio1is Cu 's lowcsl ta.riffed (or otherwise gc.:ncmlly a,·ailable) rcsidenlial 
rate for the services listed abo\'e in Section 8 .3. Per the attached SOPUC Final Order 
mu/ Decision: J•.'otic:e of Emry of Dt•cisio11, the SOPUC has authorized intrasllle rate 
n:ductions for eligible 1clccommunica1ions carriers making the additional federal support 
amount o fSl.75 a\•ailabk. The SDPUC did not establish a slate Lifeline program to fund 
nny further rate reductions. (Exhibi1 A. Findings of Fact VII and VIII ; nnd Conclusions 
of Law II nnd Ill). 



5. Mobridge Telecommunications Co. ,,i ll nol disconnect subscribers from !heir Lifeline 
service for non-paymenl of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47 CFR § 
54.401(b)( l ), hns granted the company a w:1ivcr from the non-disconnect requirement. 

6. Excep1 to the cxtc-nt thnt Mobridge Telecomm1micatioru Co. has obtained a waiver 
from the SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.I0l(c), the company stulll offer 1oll limitotion 
10 nil qualify ing low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline service. If the 
subscriber elects to receh·e 1011 limitation, that service shall become part of that 
subscriber's Lifeline service. 

1. Mobridge Tl•/ecomrmmic111ion.r Co. wi ll not collccl a service deposit in order to initiate 
Lifeline se rvice if the qualifying low-income consumer voluntaril)' elects toll blocking on 
their 1clcphone line. However, one month's local service charges may be required BS an 
ndvance payment. 

C. Link Up 

I. Link Up means: 

(a) A reduction in the customlU')' charge for commencing telecommunications 
service for a si ngle telecommunications connection at a consumer's principal 
place of residence. The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charg or 
$30.00, whichc,·er is less; and 

(b) A deferred schedule for payment of lhe charges 11.SSCsscd for commencing 
service, for which the consumer docs not pay interest. The interest charges not 
assessed to the consumer shall be for connection charges of up to $200.00 that arc 
deferred to a period not to exceed one year. 

2. Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that arc customnrily 
assessed for connec1ing subscribers to the network. These charges do not include any 
permissible security deposit requirements. 

3. The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to receive the benefit of the Link Up 
program for a second or subsequent lime only for n principal pince of residence with an 
address different from the residence address at which the Link Up assistance was 
provided previously. 

,Mobridge Telecommunications Co. 
PO Box 467, J-lan:n, Nonh Dakota 58545 
Telephone# 70 1-748•22 1 I or 800•256- 1734 

By m (! lijll 
Nnme 

~w-/ MMt!t,,1. 
Posilion 



1:x111s 1r " ,\" 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF TH E INVESTIGATION 
INTO THE LIFELINE AN D LINK UP 
PROGRAMS 

FINAL O~DER AND 
DECISION; NOTICE OF 
ENTRY OF DECISION 

TC97-150 

At 1ts August 18, , 997, regular1y scheduled meeting, the Public Utilities Commission 
(Comrr.1ss1on) voted to open a docket concerning the Federal Communicalions 
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and 
Lmk Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided that it would provide for 
add1honal federal support in the amount of s, 75, above the o.ment SJ.SO level. However, 
,n onJer fer a state's Lifeline consumers to receive the additional S1 . 75 in federal support , 
lhe state commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastate rate paid 
by the end user. 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a). Additional federal support may also be received 
in an amount equal to one~half of any support generated from the intrastate jurisdiction, 
up to a maximum of S7.00 in federal support. 47 C.F.R. § 54.403(a). A state commission 
must Ille or require the carrier to file information with the administrator of the federal 
universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's Lifel ine plan meets lhe criteria set 
forth ,n 47 CF R § 54.401 . 

By order daled August 28, 1997, lhe Commission allowed interested persons and 
en:11,es to submit written comments concerning how the Commission should implement the 
FCC's rul~s on the L1fehne and Link Up programs In the1r wriuen comments, interested 
persons and entitles commented on !he following questions· 

1 Whether the Commission should approve intrastate rate reductions to allow 
consumers el1g1ble for Lifeline suppon to receive the add1t1onal S1. 75 in federal support? 

2 Wnether the C:xnmission should set up a state Lifel ine Program to fund further 
reductions m the intrastate rate paid by the end us~r? 

3 Whether the Commission should modify the exi sting Lifeline or Link Up 
Programs? 

4 Shall the Commission file or require the carrier to file information with the 
administrator of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's Lifeline 
plan meets lhe cri teria set forth in 47 C.F.R § 54 401(d)? 

By order dated October is, 1997, the Commission set public hearings to receive 
public comment on the questions hsted above The hearings were held at the followmg 
times and places 

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



Elflillf• 

$\OUX FALLS: 

Tuesday, October 28. 1997, 1:30 pm., Stale Capitol Building, Room 
412, 500 Easl Capilol Avenue, Pierre. SO 

Wednesday, October 29. 1997, 9.00 a.m., Center for Active 
Generations, 2300 West 46th, Sioux Falls, SD 

Al its November 7, 1997, mealing, the Commission ruled as follows: On the first 
issue, the Commission authorized 10tras1ate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers 
to receive the additional $1 .75 in federal support. With respect to the second issue, the 
Commiss,on decided to not set up a state lifeline program to fund further reductions at this 
time. On the third issue, the Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that 
requires U S WEST and carriers that have purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a 
$3 SO reduction of local rates to low income OJslomers age 60 and over. The Commission 
further ruled that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the 
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form 
for self•cert1ficat1on: Ihat these forms be sent to all of their customers prior to January 1, 
1998, and thereafter, to all ne-.v rustomers; and that the carriers make the forms available 
to any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the 
carrier be required to file with the FCC the information demonstrating that the carrier's plan 
meet::; the applicable FCC criteria and thal the carrier send an informational copy to the 
Commission. Further, that the carriers include in their annual report to the Commission 
the number or subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support. 

Based on the written comments and evidence and testimony received at the 
hearings. the Commission makes !he following Findings of Fact and Conclusions or Law. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The current state Lifeline program is referred to as the Telephone Assistance Plan 
(TAP) The a.menl state Link Up program is referred to as the Link Up America program. 
The Commission implemented these programs in the U S WEST exchanges pursuant to 
its Dec1s1on and Order dated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F•3703, J.a...1be....Ma 
of the lnvestiaalion into lmolementation vf a Ieleohooe Assistance Plan tor South Dakota 
~ . Exhibit 1 al page 1. Subsequent buyers of U S WEST exchanges were 
required to also offer the TAP and Link Up America programs. Jg. at pages 1 ·2. 

The amount of TAP assistance is S7.00, $3.50 of which ,s federally funded, with the 
remaInrrl9 $3.50 funded by the local telecommunications carrier. fd. at page 3 Although 
U S WEST was originally allowed 10 charge a surcharge lo fund the program, U S WEST 
subsequent ly gave up that right in DockeI F•3647 •B. In the Matter of the Pubhc Utilities 
Comm•ssioo lnvest1oa11on iOio the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakota 
Ulll.J.lu:.s. Exh1b1t 5. In order to receive the TAP assistance. a member of the household 



must be 60 years of age or oldc~ and parbopate in either the food stamp or the low•income 
energy ass·~tance program. Exhibit 1 at page 2 

Ill 

The Link Up America program provides assistance in an amounl equal to one.half 
of the qualifying subscriber's telephone service connection charges up to a maximum of 
S30 00. Jg at page 3. In order to receive Link Up assistance, a customer must be 
receiving either food stamps or low.income energy assistance, must not presently have 
local telephcvle service and must not have been provided telephone service at his or her 
residence within the previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal 
income tax purposes (dependency criteria does not apply to t1Iose 60 years of age or 
older). J,d. The Link Up program is funded entirely out of federal funds. J,d. 

IV 

The FCC revised the current lifelme and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96· 
45, lo the Matter of Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service. adopted May 7. 1997. 
Beginning January 1, 1998, the FCC found that the federal baseline lifeline support will 
be S3.50 per qualifying low.income consumer with an additional S1.75 in federal support 
if the statf' commission approves a corresponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47 
C.F R § 54.403(a). Additional federal Lifeline support in an amount equal to one-half the 
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available. ld. 

V 

The FCC further found that the federal support for Link Up will continue to be a 
reduction in the telecommun1cat1ons carrier's service connection charges equal to one half 
of the carrier's customer connection charge or $30.00, whichever is less. 47 C.F.R. § 
54.413(b). 

VI 

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there is no state Lifel ine or Link Up program, a 
consumer is eligible for support if the consumer participates in one of the following 
programs: Medicaid; food stamps; Supplemental Security Income: federal public housing 
assistance; or the Low-Income Home Energy Assislance Program. 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.409(b) 
and 54.415(b). In addition, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer 
mus! certify under penalty of perjury that the ruslomer is receiving benefits from one of the 
programs listed above and agrees to notify the carrier if the ru~tomer ceases to participate 
in such program or programs Jg. 

VII 

The first issue is whether the Commiss1on should approve intrastate rate reductions 
to allow consumers ehgible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1 .75 in federal 



support. The Commission finds that it sha'I authonze intrastate rate reduclions for eligible 
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible 
consum,:,rs to receive the additional S1 .75 in federal support. Thus, the total amount of 
federal support is $5.25 per eligible customer. 

VIII 

The second issue is whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline program 
to fund further reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user. The Commission 
finds it will nol set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this time. 

IX 

The third issue is whether to modify or eliminate the existing lifeline program or 
Link Up program. With respect to the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that 
it shall eliminate the existing TAP program that requires U S W EST and carriers that have 
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3.50 reduction of local rates to low income 
customers age 60 and over. The Commission further finds that the South Dakota Lifeline 
and Link Up programs shall follow tho FCC rules. Sil 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417. 
The effect of following the FCC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is 
that the FCC eligibility requirements and self-certification requirements will apply to the 
South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission orders that the 
Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self­
certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer prior lo January 1, 
1998. The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers. Finally, 
carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request. 

X 

The fourth issue is whether the C<XM1ission should file, or in the alternalive, ~uire 
the carrier to file information wilh the fund administrator. Sil 47 C.F.R. § 54.401 (d). The 
Commission finds the carriers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that 
the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier send an informational 
copy to lhe Commission. The carriers shall also be required to include in their annual 
report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive lifeline and link Up 
support. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commission has Jurischdion over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapter 49-31, 
specifically 49-31-1 .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. §§ 54.400 to 54.417. 



rursuanl 10 47 C.F .R. § 54.403{a), the Commission authorizes intrastate rate 
reductions for ehgible telecommunications companies providing local exchange service 
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additional $1 . 75 in federal support. 

Ill 

The Commission declines to institute a state Ufe1ine program to fund further 
reductions at this time. The existing South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be 
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417, inclusive, on 
January 1, 1998. The Commission staff. in consultation with the carriers. shall develop a 
standard form for self<ertification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer 
prior to January 1, 1998. Tho carriers shall also send a form to each of their new 
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity 
upon request. 

IV 

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

It is therefore 

ORDERED, that the Commission authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible 
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service lo allow eligible 
consumers to receive the add1Iional $1 .75 in federal support; and it is 

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

FURTHER ORDERED. that the Commission shall eliminate the existing TAP 
program, that the South Oakola lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules; that 
the Commission staff, In consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self~ 
certification; that the carriers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior to 
January 1, 1998; that the carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers; 
and that the carriers make the forms available to any person or entity upon request; and 
it is 



FUrHHER ORDERED, that the carrier shall file with the FCC the informalion 
demonst:ating that the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier 
send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers shall also include in their 
annual report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive lifeline and Link 
Up support. 

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this ~day of November, 1997. 

CERTIFICATE Of SERVICE 

(OFf K:11,LSEAL) 
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