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IN THE MATTER OF THE ALING BY U 
S WEST COMMUNCATIONS, INC, FOR 
DESIGNATION AS AN EUGmLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

l>OCl.:t-:-rSO. - ---

Public tilitics Commission of the Stale of South Dakota 
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w.i.nP. Hffston 

VIA OVER-NIGHT DELIVERY 

Mr Wilham Bullard, Jr 
Execulive Oireclor 

Ociober 9. 1997 

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
State of South Dakota 
500 East Capitol Avenue 
Pierre. Soutil Dakota 57501 

ll~WEST 

RECEIVED 

OCT t O 1997 
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Ro: IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF US WEST 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER UNDER 47 U.S.C. §214(EM2) 

Dear Mr Bullard: 

Enclosed for filing is an original and ten (10) copies of US WEST 
Communications, lnc.'s APPLICATION OF US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER UNDER 47 
U.S C §21 4(E)(2). 

Please file stamp an extra copy of this letter, enclosed, and return to me in the 
enclosed self•addressed stamped envelope. Thank you. 



South D.tkota TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS Pubhc Uul111c.s Conumss1on 

State Upnol 500 F~ Capitol ThlMM•dWl~I Mrvk■ 1161ng1INIIIMConfflHIOnN1r.c■tvfll forlMp■riodof; 

Pierre, SD 5750 1•5070 10/10/97 through 10/ 16/ 97 
Pho ne: (800) 332- 1782 

r,,,. , (60j) 77l-3809 
lfyou ftMd•c~copyor• Nlng faaed, ~ ■apn,Md,«rl'llillldtoyou.f-■•w coruct o.lHM KolboWIIMII nv. CS.11 or 1h11 Nino, 

DOCKET 
TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS 

DATE INTERVENTION 
NUMBER FILED DEADLINE 

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS 

U S WEST Communications requests that the Commission designate U S WEST an elioible telecommunlcations earner for 
TC87-183 au areas in which lls authoriled to p,OYide serke wlhin the t.tate. The request ii made pursuant to 47 U S.C . §21 4(e)(2) and 10/10/97 10/31197 

47 C.F.R. 45-4.201 . {Staff: HBIKC) 

Three River Telco pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 21 4(8) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby $8eks designation as an eligible 
telecommuticalions carrier within the local Hchange area that constitl/les its sef"ke area. Three River is the facilities-based 

TC97•167 local exchange cattier presently p,0'.'ici,g local odlange telecommunications serllices in the following exchange. North Naper, 10/16197 10/31/97 
South Dakota (605) 934. Three RNer, lob knowledge, is the only carrier today providing local Hchange telecommunlcations 

~ 
seMCes 1n the above ldenti!Mkf exchanoe a,ea. (Staff: HBIKCl 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 

AppUcation by OTG Community TelephOne, Inc. for a Celtficate of Authority to operate as a tel&eommunlcations company 
Within the state of Sooth Dakota. (Slaff: TS/KC) ·services in South Dakota will Include, but are not limiled lo, local exchange 
service, and other telecommunications 111rvices incidental to local Hchange 111MCe .... OTG Community Telephone. Inc will 

TC97- 164 
bo assuming the local exchange operations of Dakota Cooperative Telecommunications, Inc. for the following exchanges 

10/ 15197 10/31/97 
Alsen (253) , Beresford Rural (9Sn. Charn;ellor (64n, Davis (238), Flyger (32n, Ga','\lille (26n, Hurley (238) , Irene (263), 
Lennox (64n. Monroe (29n, Parker (29n, Volin (26n, Wakonda (267) and Worthing (372) ... Because OCT will be assuming 
thO obltga~on1 and benertts ol lhe Eligible Telecommunications Carrier status which was granted to OTG in TC97-030, OCT 
will advortlU its services In a manner consislentwilh its oblklalion1 as an Ehmble Telecommunications Ca,ner: 

NEGOTIATED INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT FILED 

US WEST Convnunicalions, Inc. lied fat approval t,y the Cornmisiloo th~ negobated inte,connection Agreement For SeMCe 
Resale Between Midco Communicabons, Inc. and US WEST. The Agreement provides lor Midco to resell US WEST local 

Responses Due 
TC97-165 eichange service, In South uakota. Ally person wishing to commenl on the pa,ties' request lor approval may do so by filing 10/15/97 

11 /06/97 
wutten comments wrth the Commiulon anct the parties to the agreament no laler than NOYember 6, 1997 Par11es to the 
aareement mav file wntten resoonsos 10 the comments ••o i.::!4r lhan NOYember 24 1997 

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILING 

U S 'NEST Communications filed to add S 90 !or the Touchlone roll -In to the Sman PAL. This increase was applied to Basic 
TC97-166 PAL Service"bulwasnotappliedtoSmar1PublicAcceul.lllldue lotha lactthatthe Commission had "IOtissued an approved 10/13/97 1012,197 

nrti•• nn h• C::.m'"" PA ,,.,. crh..,iu1 Th;.. rh---- will ha •tf .-. .• ,..._,_.__, 1, t 0G7 • fC::.t ft· '"' ,.,..H\ 



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 
COOPERATIVE 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 

TC97-068 

TC97-069 

TC97-070 

TC97-071 

TC97-073 

TC97-074 

TC97-075 

TC97-0TT 

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. 

WESTEHN 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 

TC97-084 

TC97-085 

TC97-086 

TC97-087 

TC97-088 

TC97-089 

TC97--090 

TC97-092 

TC97-093 

TC97-094 

TC97-095 

TC97-096 



SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO. 

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE 
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION 

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC. 

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC. 

TRI.COUNTY TELECOM, INC. 

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT 
TELEPHONE COMPANY 

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY 

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY 

TC97-097 

TC97-098 

TC97-099 

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. 0/B/A 
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. 0/B/A 
MCCOOK TELECOM 

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE 

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. 

US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

THREI: RIVER TELCO 

TC97-125 

TC97•130 

TC97-131 

TC97-154 

TC97-155 

TC97-167 

The South Dakota Public Utilihes Comm1sSK>n (Cormussion) received requests from 
the above captioned telecommun1cat1ons companies requesting designation as eligible 
telecommunications carriers 

The Commission electrorucally transmitted notice of the fihngs and the intervention 
deadlines to interested individuals and entities. On June 27. 1997, the Commission 
received a Petition to Intervene from Dakota TelecommunicatK>ns Systems, Inc. (OTS) and 
Dakota Telecom, lnc.(OTI) with reference lo Fort Randall Telephone Company (llockel 
TC97-075). On July 15. 1997. at tts regularly scheduled meeting, the Commission granted 
intervention to OTS and OTI in Docket TC97•075 No other Petitions to Intervene were 
filed. 

The CCM'M1ission has junsdidion over this matter pursuant 10 SDCL Chapters 1·26 
and 49-31 . including 1-26-18. 1-26-19. 49-31 -3. 49-31 -7 49-31 -7 1. 49-31 -11 . and 47 
U.S.C. § 214(e)(1) through (5) 

The issues at the heanng shall be as follows ( 1} whether the above captioned 
telecommunicatlons companies should be granted designation as eligible 
telecommun,caI1ons earners. and (2) what service areas shall be establ ished by the 
Commission 



A hearing shall be held at 1:30 P.M . on Wednesday. November 19, 1997, in Room 
412. State Capitol. Pierre, Soulh Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted 
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1·26 All parties have the right to be present and to be 
represented by an attorney. These rights and other due process nghts shall be forfeited 
if not exercised at the hearing If you or your representative fa il to appear at the time and 
place set for the heanng. 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 SOCL 1-26-20 After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence 
and testimony that was pt"esented at the heanng. The Commission will then enter Findings 
of Fact Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this 
hearing, the Comm1ss1on may either grant or deny the request from any of the above 
captioned lelACOmmunicat,ons companies requesting designation as an eligible 
te1erommunk:att0ns earner, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible 
telecomn1...-ucahons earners. The Corrvnission's decision may be appealed by the parties 
to the state CtrOJrt Court and the slate Supreme Court as provided by law. It is therefore 

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the time and place specified above on 
the issues of whether the above captioned telecommunications companies should be 
granted designation as ehg1b1e telecommunications carriers, and the Commission shall 
estabhsh sef\11ce areas for ehgible telecommunications carriers. 

Pursuant 10 the Americans with Disabilities Act, this hearing 1s being hela in a 
phys1cal!)" accessible location. Please contact the Public U!ililies Commission at 1.SCX).. 
332-1702 at least 48 hours pnor to the heanng if you have special needs so arrangements 
can be made to accommodate you . rA 

Dated at Pierre. Soulh Dakota. this __2_ day of November. 1997 

CERTIFICATE~ SEAVtCE 

TMundefMgMCl~«ftiftt.•tl'IMltt.s 
doo.ffMlihn..,._,.Mn'tdlONyupon•~ 
o l 1tc:Ofd In ltll.1 cloc:ket. n b l«I on IM cloc:kel 
Mt¥1ce'"1.by-.C: . ..,...OfbyllnldaurNil. ln ~= .;:.~ ffl-1 :;_ ....... 

•r. Al#j//J:d?Kdit? 
.... • 11hln r , ~ 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION 
Commissioners Burg, Nelson and 
Schoenfelder 



U S WEST, lnc. 
,eo1~s...c...-~im =1:= 
WllllamP, HNID'I --
VIA FA CWM/1.E ANI> OVERN/GI/T /IEI./VERY 

Mr William Bullard, Jr 
Executi\ e D1rec1or 

November 7. 1997 

South Dako1a Public Utilities Commission 
SOO East Capitol 
Pierre. D 57501 

Re S WEST Communica1ions. Inc 's 
Applia.11on for Designation as an Eligible 
Telcco;nmunications Carrier 
Dod:et No TC97- 16J 

Dear Mr. Bullard 

ll~WEST 

RECEIVE 
/,' 

sour, 
UT/l,./( ·~:n1c 

'/ 

NOV 07 ~l 
FAX Received;.:.--

Enclosed for filing is an original and 1en ( 10) copies ofU S WESrs Amendment 10 
Application in the above referenced docket 

Please file ~amp 1he ex1 ra copy of this letter enclosed and remrn in !he self addressed 
stamped envelope 

WPH mb 
Enclosures 

Yours truly, 

~ 



USWEIT,tnc. =-~.:-m::-•$10) 
,m,n.n,, 
--~,m;'te,,:. --,o,--
Via v,~rni,:/11 v ~ur~ry 

November 13, 1997 

Mr William Bullard Jr 
Exccuuve Director 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
SOO Eas1 Capi1ol A\'cnuc 
Pierre, SD 57501 

llJ-WEST 

RECEIVED 

NOV I \ 1997 
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Re: ,11 th t Matter of the Application of U S WEST Communications, Inc. 
for Designation as an Eligible Trlccommunicalions Carrier Under ~7 
U.S.C §2 1<(EX2J 
Docktl No. TC97- 163 

Dear Mr Bullard 

Enclosed for filing in 1hc above referenced dockc1 is an original and 1en ( JO) copies of the 
Sisth Judicial Circuit Ordu Admining William Heaston u Non-Resident Atlomty for 
US WEST Communica1ions, Inc to appear in this matter. 

Please file stamp the enclosed C.'ilra copy of this letter and return to me in the enclosed seif­
addrcssed stamped envelope Thank you 

Legal Secretary to 
William Heaston 



STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

COUNTY OF HUGHES 

IN CIRCUIT COURT 

SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

RECEIVED 

NOV 1 ~ 1997 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF US WEST COMMUNICATIONS. INC 
FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER UNDER 
47 USC §214(E)(2) 

II 1s hereby 

) 

l TC97 • 1eWrYtW1e~Afg~~1~~~:f 
) 
) ORDER ADMITTING 
) NON-RESIDENT ATTORNEY 

ORDERED that the Motion for Admission for William P Heaston. a non-res1denl 

attorney, to appear on behalf of U S WEST Communications, Inc , before the Public 

Ut1lit1es C1lmmission and this Court relating to this matter is granled 

Dated November {V ~1997 

ATTEST 

Mary L Enck.son 
Clerk of Courts 

Sllcth Judicial Circuit 

BY ~ v '71(,,,F,J.f!J..J 

(SEAL) 



December 1. I ~7 

Bil! Bull:u-d 
Execuli\'c Dim..1or 
Sou1h Dakoca Public U1il itics Commission 
S1ate Capi10I Building 
P1cm-. Sou1h Dakota 57501 

Dear Bill: 

ll.l."WE.51" . 
COMMUNICATIONS @ 

RECEIVED 

•:Jl 
A ,,.,_,C , 

EoclDicd is my affida\'it which should be inc.:ludcd a.~ a late filed cx hibil in US WEST 
llocktl TC97-163. j~:o_ 
Enclosure 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC SER VICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STA TE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGmu; 
TEU,COMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ~"NDER 
•1 u.s.c. 1214(EX2) 

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) 
)ss 

COUNTY OF ,4!,,.,,_,,,.µ lef4 ) 

Doclcet No. TC97-163 

AUJDAYIT OF ION LERNER 

I. Jon Lehner, bciog first duly sworn, depose and state that: 

REC IVt 

I lam employed by US WEST Communicatioos, loc. u Director ofR.egulatory 
Afrain in ·::outh Dakota. and my businas addres, i., J2S S. DU.otaAvcouc, Room 8 PLR., Sioux 
Falls, South Dakota 57194. 

2.. · The purpose of this Affidavit is to reapood to several coDCemS niJed by the Public 
Utilitia Commission ("Corrmission•) 11 the Eligible Tclccommunieations Carrier (ETC) hearing 
forDockei TC97-163 hdd on Novunber 19, 1997. 

3. For purposes of this filing. each oftbe l8 exchanges (wire ceoten) lined ia the 
US WEST Applie&tioo and Amendment to Application, filed on October 9, 1997, and Novem.bcr 
7, 1997, re,pectivdy, ohould be considered a otudy area. These li,ted 31 exdwJ&ea rep,...., the 
total of lll wile ca,tcn operated by U S WEST ;o Soulh Dakota at the prescot time. 

4 With regard 10 the issue of one put:y la'Vicc. U S WEST ~Cltl an extcmion of 
time through June 30, 1998, within which to convert all b\n S2 rcmainiq multiputy OllComcn to 
one party service. With respect to the 52 multiparty customers which will remain after the others 
are converted, US WEST will ma,r mnorduwy cosu associated with upJllldioa thooo partie, 
to one party service; therefore US WEST requesu a two-year eaension. until December 31, 
1999, within wbicb to convert the remaining 52 multiparty customers to oae patty aervice. The 
location of the 52 cwtomcrs, and ~cntification ofthciT rapcctiv,, exdwige, was roqu~ by 
Conuni,~oncr Burs. That lisl, idcotifyios the 52 custonxn, and iodicttios their location fiom the 
ccnual office, 'is beins dc:vdoped and will be filed with tbc Cocnmistion u a late filed cxlnbit in 
thil doc.k.ct auoon u it iJ completed. 

S. US WEST n,queru that tbc Commi,tsion make tbc US WEST ETC dosigoalion 
prior to Janu.uy I. 1998 This designation will enable U S WEST to meet the requirement of 47 
C.F.R. S◄ .20 1 which dicwea tha1 dfec:tive January I, 1998 only eligible relecomn:nmit::atioaa 
earners may receive federal univcnal sav:ice fimd support for high c:ort areu and low income 
customers (Lifeline and Link Up programs). Wrthout the ETC designation US WEST will not be 

"llC 
,N 



able to process the necessary notifications ind applicatiolll of potearlal Lifeline and Link Up 
o.1$t0mcn. 

This A1ffi1rlt hu oothiog funher to state. 

D,icdthi>lltd&yofDecember, 1997. Q ~ 
Jon+✓ -._ 

Subsenbed and sworn to before roe this~ d~y of December, 1997 by Jon Lehner. 

/ ' ; ~,<. - g,.,~,;1 
Nowy Public 

MyConunwionExpires: ~l,.,J1cc 1< 



THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OP SOUTH DAKOTA 

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

6 VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

7 GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATI VE , INC. 

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE 
9 CO MMUNICATIONS , INC . 

10 VALLEY TELECOMMUNI CATIONS COOPERATIVE 
ASSOCIATES, INC . 

ll 

1 2 

13 

,. 

SI OUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPAN Y 

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE CO MPANY 

I NTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
15 COOPERAT I VE , I NC. 

16 I NTERS TATE TELECOMMUNI CATION S 
COOP ERATIV E , INC . 

17 
l<I EST RIVER COO PERATIVE TELEPHONE 

18 COM PAN Y 

1 9 STATELI NE TEL ECOMM UNI CAT I ONS , IN C. 

2 0 ACCENT CO MM UNI CAT I ONS, I NC. 

2 1 JAMES VALLEY COOPERAT IVE TELEPHONE 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

COMPANY 

HEARTLAND CO MM UNIC ATIO NS, I NC . 

HJOSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, IN C. 

BAI.TIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE 

EAST PLAI NS TELECOM INC. 

l 
l 
l 

RECEIVED 

DEC O 2 1997 

~~,~1i~,~r~ 
l 
) TC97-061 
l 
l TC97 - 069 
l 
l 
) TC97-070 
l 
l 
l TC97-071 
l 
) 

l TC97 - 073 
l 
l TC97-074 
) 

l TC97-075 
) 
) TC91 - 011 
) 
) 

) TC91-018 
) 
) 

) TC91-080 
) 

) 

) T C 91 - 081 
) 

) TC91 -0 83 
) 

I TC 9 1 · 0 84 
) 

) 

I T C9 1 -0 8 5 
) 

I T C9 1 -086 
) 

I T C97 - 081 
) 

\ T C9 1 - 088 

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

STOCKHOLM - STRANDBURG TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO. , INC. 

5 JEFFERSON TEl,EPHONE CO. , INC. 

6 SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
IN C. 

10 

ll 

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

SANCOM, INC . 

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 

BERESFORD MUNI CIPAL TELEPHONE CO . 

ROB ERTS CO UNTY TELE PHONE 
1 2 COOP ERATIVE ASSOC IATION 

13 RC CO MMUN ICAT IONS, INC . 

1 4 SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, I NC . 

15 SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPE RAT IVE, I NC. 

16 TR I - COU NTY TE LECOM, I NC. 

1 1 FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEP HONE COMPANY 

18 ARM OUR I NDEPENDENT TE LEPHONE 
COMPA NY 

19 
BRIDGE WA TER - CANI STOTA INDEPENDENT 

20 TELEPHONE COMPANY 

2 1 UN ION TE LE PHONE COMPA NY 

22 MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEP HONE 
COMPA NY 

2) 

24 

25 

KADOKA TELEPII ONE COMP AN Y 

BROOKINGS MUN IC I PAL TELEPHONE 

HAN SON CO MM UNJCOATIO NS INC. 0 / B/ A 

TC91 - 089 

TC97 - 0 9 0 

TC9 1- 092 
I 

) TC91 - 0 9 J 
l 
) TC91 - 094 
) 
) 

l TC9 1 -095 
) 

) T C91-096 
) 

l TC 9 7 - 0 9' 
) 

) TC9 7- 0 9 8 
) 

) TC 97- 0 99 
) 
) 

) TC91 - JOO 
) 

I TC91 - 101 
) 

I T C91 - 102 
) 

) TC91 - 105 
) 

) TC91 - 108 
) 

l TC91 · 113 
) 

) 

I TC91 · 1 14 
) 

) 

I TC9 1 - 1 1 5 
) 

) T C 9 7- 117 
) 

) 

) TC 91 - 1 2 1 
) 

I T C91 - 1 2 5 
) 

) T C97 - 1 30 



l HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

HANSON COMMUNICAT IONS INC., D/ B/A 
MCCOO K TELECOM 

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE 

5 MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO . 

US WEST CO MMUNI CATIONS, INC. 

7 THREE RIVER TELCO 

TC97-154 

TC97 - 155 

TC97-167 

10 

11 

HEARD BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

12 PROCEEDINGS· 

1' 

1 4 

15 

16 

17 

PUC COMMIS SI.QlL. 

10 CO MM ISS ION STAFF 
~ 

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

J i m Burg. Chairman 
Laska Schoenfelder , Commissioner 
Pam Nelson , Commissi oner 

Rol a yne Ai lts Wiest 
Camro n Hoseck 
Karen Cremer 
Harlan Best 
Bob Knadle 
Gregory A. Rislov 
David Jacobson 

l 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
Reported by : Lori J . Grode, RMR 

10 

11 

Fo r US West: 

For SDITC : 

A P P £ A R A N C E S 

Willi am P. Heaston 
1801 Cali forni a Street 
Suite 5100 
Denver , CO 80 202 

and 

·ramara A . Wilka 
P.O. Box 5015 
Sioux Falls, SD 57 117-5015 

Richard D. Coit 
P.O. Bo x 57 
P i e rr e , SD 57501 E. Solomon 

12 For Ft. Ra ndall: Darla Po llman Rogers 
P.O. Box 89 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Onida, SD 57564 

Don Le e 
Bill Haugen , Jr. 
Bob Barfield 
Ha rla n Best 
Jon Lehner 
Harl a n Best 

N D E 

12 
46 
52 
5 4 
67 
86 



P R O C E E P I N G S 

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

started. I'll begin the hearing f or the dockets 

relating to the eligible telecommunications carriers 

s designation . The time is approximately 1:50. The date 

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

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

I am Jim Burg , Commissio n Chairman. 

g Commissione r s Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are 

10 also present. I'm pres i ding over this hea ri ng. The 

11 hearing was noticed pursuant to the Commi ss ion's Orde r 

12 for and Notice of Hearing issued Novembe r 7, 1997 . 

13 The issues a t this hearing shall b e as 

14 follows: On e, wh e t her the requesting 

1s telecommunic a tions company shou ld be granted 

16 designation as eligible telecommunications c ar riers; 

17 and , two , what service areas shall be established by 

18 the Commission. 

1 9 All parties have the right to be presen t and 

20 to be represented by an attorney. All perso ns so 

21 testifying wil l be s worn in and subject to 

22 cross-examination by the parties . The Commission's 

23 f i nal decision may be appealed by the parties to the 

24 State Circuit Court and the State Supreme Court. 

25 Rolay ne Wiest will act as Commission 

counsel . She ma y provide recommended rulings on 

procedural and evidentiary matters. The Commission may 

o verrule its cou nsel's preliminary rul i ngs throughout 

the hearing . If not ove rruled, the pre li minary rulings 

will become final. 

At this time I'll turn it ove r to Rolayne for 

the hearing. 

MS. WIEST: I'll take appearances of the 

9 parties . Rich, who do you represent? 

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

11 the SDITC member compa n ies, and also Kadoka which has 

12 recently appl ied for membership with the coalit io n . 

13 And Darla Roger s i s here representing some compan ies , 

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

15 ones she's representi ng . 

16 MS . ROGERS : I'm he re representing Valley; 

17 Stoc kholm-Strandburg; Golden West, includi ng Viv ian; 

18 and Sul l y Buttes and Venture. 

19 MS . WIEST : Could you repe a t those aga in? 

20 Valley. Stockholm • Strandburg , Vivian, Golden Wes t. 

21 MS . ROG ERS: Golden West, Sully Buttes and 

22 Venture . 

23 MS . WIES T: us West. 

MR. HE ASTON : Bi ll Heaston and Tammy Wilka 

25 for US Wes t Communicat i ons. 



etaf f. 

MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff. 

MR. HOSECK : Camron Hoseck , Comm ission 

MS. WIEST : we have had a request t o take one 

5 of these dock~cs first and that's TC97-075. Do any of 

the ~arties want to make an o pening statement before we 

7 begin? 

Why don 't you proceed with 075 then. 

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

10 have an opening statement . There ar e a couple of 

11 exhibits t hat we would like to admit . And I understand 

12 there's also been some letters sent to th~ Commission 

13 that we woul d like to admit into the record as e vidence 

14 on the ETC questions. And that wou l d be Exhibit Number 

15 1, which is the application of Fort Randall for ETC 

16 designation, and Exh i b it No. 2 , wh ic h ie t he response 

17 o f Fo rt Randall to a d ata request from staff. dated, I 

18 oelieve, October 1st. And there are two letters. 

19 don't kno w if we 've marke d thos e yet . 

20 

21 

22 

( EXHIBITS NO. 3 and 4 WERE MARKED FOR 

IDENTIFICATION.) 

MR . CO I T: There are two other exhibits that 

~3 have been marked Exh i bit No . 3 . Kathy Marmet, is that 

2 4 the lette r of Dakota or is Exhib i t 3 the letter . 

25 MS . MARMET : Exhibit 3 ie the letter of 

10 

Dakot a . 

MR. COIT: So the Exhib it 3 is the l etter 

from Robert Marmet to the Commi ssi o n , and Exhibit 4 i s 

a letter fr om Mike Bradley to the Commission. 

MS. WI EST: What 's the date of that letter, 

the l etter from Bradley? 

MR. COIT: November 18th . 

MS. WIE ST : Bec ause I have o ne j ated November 

18th and one the 19th . 

MR. COI T : I think so. Is that right, 

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

12 that was d ated yes te rd ay, but the ones we have marked 

1 3 for admiss ion today, I believe both t.he letters are 

14 dated the 19th , November 19th. 

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

16 dated the 19th? 

17 

l B 

19 

MR . COIT: Yes . Sorry abo u t that. 

MS . WIEST: An d that's Ex hibit 4. 

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

20 dif!erently . The 19th 1s the one we' re seeking 

21 adm i ssion on, I be ieve . Yes , the y are ident ical so 

22 we're seeking ad mission of the 19th letter. 

2 3 MS . WIEST: I :hink they' r e not exactly 

2 4 identical but we ' ll go with t he 19th. Could I see the 

25 let ter from Dakota? I d o n't believe we got copies of 



1 that one. 
(P au se . ) So at th i s time are y ou offering 

Exh i bits l, 2, 3 and 4 ? 

MR . COIT : Yes, that's correct . 

MS . WIEST: Is there any objection to those 

s exhibits be ing admitte d ? If not , 1, 2, 3 and 4 have 

been admitted in TC97-0 7 5. Then at this time I wo u ld 

7 
ask if any of the parties have any questi ons pertai ni ng 

to TC97-075, inc lud i ng the Commi ssioners ? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

The onl y quest ion I wou ld have , Ri ch , is on 

the response to the data request, Exhibi t 2. And the 

first ques tio n i t talks about single party service. 

quese i t 's n o t absolutely clear that it ' s available to 

the customers the way that the statement is writ ten 

14 I and ans wered . 

MR . COI T : Oh , because they said does the 
15 

16 

17 

18 

a bove-referenced company have th i s service. 

19 And 

20 

21 

MS. WIEST: Right, 

MR . COIT : Yea h , I g u ess t hat is correc t. 

am no t here today to serve as a witness. 

MS. WIEST : No . 

MR. COIT: If that's a concer n that y ou feel 

22 you need addressed , and I h at e to say this, but I waa 

23 
led to bel i eve that if there were some quest ions on 

1 4 applic at ions and the re was not a witnes s here to answer 

2 5 that, those questions could be dealt wit h between now 

10 

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

some of the other appli ca tions , but ther e is not a 

3 witness here today with respect to Fort Ran da ll' s 

appli c ation. 

MS. WIEST: The only other thing I would 

suggest is that perhaps the Commission co11ld j ust have 

it clarifi ed by an ot her af f i davit f r om tt.e person. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: We coul d approve it on the 

9 basis o f that cl arification. 

10 MS. WIES T: A late - filed exhibit just 

11 clar i fying that since we are taking aff idav its from the 

12 

13 

14 

witnesses on othe r issues. 

MR. COIT: I appreci ate t hat option. 

MS . WIEST : Other wise, ar e there any other 

15 quest.tons relating to 075? 

16 

l 7 

CH AIRM AN BURG: Can we make be nch decision s ? 

MS. WIEST : St aff will ha ve somethin g too . 

18 They'll have testimony on all o f the c as es. Doe s staff 

19 

20 

want to go now, or d o you wan t co go at the very end? 

MR. HOSECK : Ori ginally we had planned to go 

21 after the app licants h ad . 

22 

23 

MS. WIEST: All the applicants? 

MR. HOS ECK : Yes. And if these are treated 

2 4 en mass or someth1n9 fai r ly close to thac, then we 

25 would be prepared to put on our c ase i n a si mi lar 
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1 ma nner. 

CHAI RMAN BURG : That's fine. 

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

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

to TC97-068 . Does anyone have any questions on 

6 TC97-068? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a c larification. What 

e da ta request response is this? 

10 packet. 

11 

MS . WIEST : Yes . That would be in that 

MR. COIT: Is there a cha nce that we could 

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

13 jndicated or suggested? 

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

1s f e w of them I have a couple questions on some of the m. 

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

17 introduce the exhibits? 

18 

19 

MS. WIEST: Yes . 

MR . COIT: With respect to Docket TC97-068 

20 there are t wo exhibit s. Exhibit No . 1 is the actual 

21 ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company. And 

22 Exh ibit No. 2 is the response of Vivian Telephone 

23 Co mpany to a data request from Commission staff. We 

24 would move the adm ission of those exhibits . I do not 

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

12 

Okay. Yeah , the date o n the Exhibit No. 1 is 6-1997, 

and the date on the response to the data request is 

10 - 14 - 97. 

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

6-9, excuse me. 

MS . WIES1: Okay. Is there an y objection to 

7 admitting Exhib i ts 1 and 2 in 068? If net, they've 

8 been admitted . Aga in , Ri c h, on Exhibit 2, the f ir st 

9 question, it says we prov i de s i ngle party se rvice 

10 throughout . I gues s I'll assum e that mea ns al l 

11 customers? 

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

13 here repre senting Vivian as well as some o f the other 

14 compan i es. Do n Lee, do you want to take a seat? 

15 

:6 

17 

DON LBB, 

called as a wi t ness , being first duly sworn, 

was exam ined and t estifi ed as follo ws: 

18 DIRECT EXAMINATI ON 

19 BY MR. COIT : 

20 o. Could you r es p o nd to Commission counse l's 

21 question, plea se? 

22 A . Yes . The answe r to y ou r quest io n is, yes, it 

23 does indicate that they provide service private li ne 

24 throughout th e study area. 

25 MS . WIEST : Single par ty to all customers? 
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It's available to all customers? 

A . Right . 

MS . WIE ST: Thank you . That's the only 

question I ha v e . Does anybody else have any questions 

for this witness for 06 8 ? If not, thank you. I d i d 

6 admit Ex h i b it land 2 . 069. 

MR . CO I T: We woul d move the adm ission of 

Exh i bits No . 1 and 2 in 069, and that is an ETC request 

g or application dated 6-9-97 and response to a staff 

10 data request dated 10·14-97 . 

11 MS . WIEST: Any obj e ction? If not, they 've 

12 been admitted. 

13 COMM ISS I ONER SC HOENFELDER : Excuse me, 1 do 

14 not have the data request u p here with me for some 

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

16 and ask Mr. Lee about t he Lifeli ne , Link Up. I think 

17 was chat covered in the data request? I ' m sorry to be 

18 behind the eight ba ll, but I did n o t have tha t and so I 

l9 need to know whether this compa ny i s doing Lif el i ne , 

20 L nk Up now or whether you need to -- whe the r yo u 

21 1ntend to have that implemen ted by 1-1? 

22 A. You ' re referring to the Vivi an Telephone 

23 Company? 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Yeah, Vivian is 

25 what we' r e doing n o w . 

14 

A . Vivian Tele phone Company does prov ide 

Lifeline and Link Up throughout i ts system wi th the 

exception of t he Vivian Exchange, and t h ey ant icipate 

providing it in the Vi v i an Exchange by January l, 

1998. 

CO MMI SSIONER SCHOENF ELDER : Bu t anti ci pated 

7 and doing it are t wo different things. And I think I'm 

8 going to have to be assured that you're either going to 

9 do 1t or that you're going to ask for something from 

10 us. 

11 A . Do you want a commitme nt that we will do it 

12 by that date? 

13 CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I think that's 

14 one of the requ irements, if I'm reading th~ Act right. 

15 

16 

A. Yeah. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDE R: And I think 

17 that's importa n t that we have that on the record. 

18 A . Certainly, Commissioner. The answer is, yes, 

19 they are committ ed to providing it by 1 -1-1998. 

20 

21 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you. 

CH AIR MA N BURG: Just a question , a general 

22 one on that. On the toll, what d o we call it toll 

23 control? Do we need a statement on those, too, o r a 

24 request for a waiver ? 

25 MS . WIE ST: They did actually reque st wa ivers 



15 

in the i r o r igi nal app lications. 

HR . COIT : I was at the conclusion of go ing 

th r o ugh, I guess, the questions and so forth, I was 

basically -- b e f o r e th e Commission acts on any of 

these, going t o restate the request. But if the 

Commission has quest ions of Mr . Lee wi th respect to 

7 certain a s pects of providing it, I wo u ld -- yeah , I 

a would su gg e st yo u go ahead a nd ask it. 

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

10 long a s we know all of the m that's going to apply to . 

1 1 In other wo rds , if i t applies to every one of them, 

12 t hen the statement at the e nd saying it applies on a ll 

13 o! chem is adequate for me . Or if you have some that 

14 already coul d do th e t o ll control. we need to kno w 

15 that. I doubt if there are any at th i s time. 

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

17 request is i ncluded in all the appl ic ations . Bu t just 

18 to make s ure it was ruled on , I was intending on 

19 b r inging it up aga in at the end. 

20 

21 

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

MS . WIEST : Any other questions of this 

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

23 TC97-070. 

MR . COIT: Aga in, I would move for the 

2S admi ssion of t wo exhibits in TC97 - 070 , and that is the 

16 

ETC applicat ion or request dat e d 6-10-97 and response 

to staf ~ · s data request dated 1 0 - 97. 

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

1 and 2 have been admitted . Are there a ny quest i ons 

s wi th regard t o th is docket? I f not, let's go to 

6 TC97-071 . 

MR . COIT: We wo uld cove for th~ adm is sion of 

e Exh ibits No. land 2, request fo r ETC status dated 

6-10-97 and response t o d ata request of staff dated 

10 10·9•97. 

ll MS . WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits land 

12 2? If not. they ' ve been admitt ed. Are there any 

13 questions regar d ing TC97 -0 71? If not, we wi ll go to 

14 TC97-073. 

15 MR . COIT: We would move fo r the admis s ion o f 

16 Exhibit No. l, ETC request dated 6-11-97 and Exh ibit 

17 No. 2. response to staff data request date d 10-1 4 -97. 

18 MS . WIEST : Any obj e c tions to Exh i bit s la nd 

19 2 being admit ted? !f not, they h a ve been admitted. 

20 Any questions rega~d !ng 07 3? 

21 MR. COIT : woul d note that Dennis Law, who 

22 i s the cur ren t manager of Sioux Valley Telephone 

23 Company, i s ava il ab l e if the Commi ss ioners have any 

2.:; quest ions. 

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

MR . COIT: we would move for the admission of 

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

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

10-31-97. 

MS. WIEST: Are there any objections? If 

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

a questions concerning 074? I have the same question on 

this one, Rich, wi th respect to the data request number 

10 one. 

l l 

12 

13 

14 filed. 

15 

MR . COIT: Would an affidavit be adequate? 

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

MR. COIT: Okay. I will make sure that gets 

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

16 let's go to TC97-077 . 

17 MR . COIT : We woul d move for the admission of 

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

19 dat~d 6 - 13 - 97. Also move for admission of Exhibit No . 

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

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

22 sup plemental response to staff data request . It's 

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

24 exhibits. 

25 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, those 

three exhibits have been admitted. Are there any 

2 questions regarding this docket? 

18 

MR. COIT: 1 believe Mr. Lee is representing 

ITC today as well? 

MR. LEE: That's right. 

MS . WIEST: Okay . Let ' s go to '!'C9 7-07B. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of 

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

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

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

ll MS. WIEST: Any objection to those exhibits? 

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

13 concerning this docket? Let's go to TC97-080 . 

14 MR. COIT: we move for the admission of 

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

16 and also move for admission of response to staff data 

17 request Exhib it No. 2, which is dated 10 -1 4 -97. 

18 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits land 

19 2? If not, they've been admitted. Any questions 

20 regarding this docket? If not, let's move t o 

21 TC97-0Bl. 

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

23 r equest dated 6-16-97, which is Exh ibit No. 1, and also 

2 4 Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request, dated 

25 1 0-15-97 . 
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19 

MS. WIEST: Are there any objecti o ns t o 1 and 

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

regard i ng th i s docket ? So, Ri ch , with respect to th i s 

one. y o u will be ask i ng at the end about the wa iver for 

t he single party and all the other waivers ; is t ha t 

r igh t? 

MR. COIT: ls there a wa iver request in the 

St a teline on the sing l e party i ssue? 

MS. WIEST : Yes . 

MR . COIT: I wasn't a war e of that. 

11 u nd e rs cood there were some companies t hat had purchased 

12 us West exchanges that were still in the process of 

13 c~nverting s o me party lines. But, yes, if they nee d a 

1 4 wai v er, I g u ess s o . I'll renew that request . I don't 

1s h a ve any fac t ual i n f o rmat i on I can provide. I don't 

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

17 MR . LEE: I am. And in conve rsations with 

18 Stateli ne ma n agement yesterday, they i nd ica ted that 

19 they woul d likely need a waiver request until March, 

20 Apr il time frame when they can finish t he construction 

2 1 to p r ovide all one party service. 

2 2 MS. WIEST: And in their app lication they're 

2 3 a c tua l ly ask i ng for a one - year wa iver; correct? 

2 4 MR. LEE : But they're willing to shor ten it 

25 up. 

20 

HS. WIEST: So you probab l y just need a 

2 waiver until June? 

HR . LEE : That would be adequate. 

HS . WIEST: June 1st? 

CH AIRMAN BURG: Do we need to act on the 

6 wa i vers now? 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : Do you want a 

motion on the wa iver no w? 

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

10 is that al l o f these, I believ e, are go i ng t o als o need 

11 a mo t io n o n the wa i vers f o r t he one year on the tol l 

12 c o ntrol , a nd we hav e n ' t been doing any o f those motions 

1 3 at th is ti me. 

1 4 CHAI RMAN BURG: We have to take e ach of those 

15 se p a ra t e mo t ions , do you th ink, at the end f o r the toll 

16 c o n t r o l? 

1 7 

1 8 

MS . WIEST : Ye s . I f we wan t to g o --

MR. COIT : We could p i ck it up here now a n d 

1 9 sta r t doing wa ivers . Th a t mi ght be the easiest way. 

20 

2 1 o ne. 

22 

2 3 

2 4 

CHA I RMAN BURG : If we got to g o thr ou gh each 

MR . COIT : Ru le on them as you g o through . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Easier than going back . 

MS . WlEST : Okay. Fo r 0 81 with respect to 

25 t h e wa i ver un ti l Ju ne 1st, 1598, concerning single 
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1 party service to all customers, and the second waiver 

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

3 date, Rich? 

MR. COIT: I think I would guess that that 

s would be from the date of the order. 

10 

MS . WIEST : Okay. 

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

speaking to the toll control; correct? 

MS . WIEST: Yes, toll control. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a question 

11 as long as we're talking about the waiver s both on toll 

12 =ontrol and on the single party service. As long as 

13 I you're ask ing for waivers , let's make sure it ' s done 

14 prope~ly and that we're not back here in two months 

15 asking for more wa ive rs. I would hate to go through 

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

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

18 we ·re doing it . I also have a question about what 

19 mee ts the requ i rements o f the Act? How much of a 

20 waive r can we give? I don't know as I know the answer 

21 

22 

o that. 

MS . WIEST : Right. The time actually in the 

23 FCC Order is not specified. But it does say in 

24 paragraph 89, I believe, that the Commission must, upon 

25 a finding of exceptional circumstances, you can make a 

22 

wa iver for single party services for a specified period 

of time. And also on the toll limitation the company 

must also show exceptional circumstances exist and need 

for additional time to upgrade. They should have to 

show individual hardship, individualized hardship or 

inequ it y warrants additional time to comply and that 

7 would better serve the public interest that is in 

strict adherence to the time period and it should 

extend only as long as the exceptional circumstances 

10 exist. 

11 MR. COIT: I would note that in the 

12 a pp licati ons, wh ile we've requested a year, we'v e also 

13 indicated that wi thin that period of time we would file 

1 4 some informat io n Wlth the Commi ssion indicating, you 

15 know, when the capability is available. If the 

16 Commi ssion -- what we have •- and Mr . Lee, I think, can 

: 7 answer some que stions in the area of toll control that 

18 I c an't answer. But we're faced with a situation tod ay 

19 where th e capabllltles are just not available. If a 

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

21 really didn't know when it woul d be available and 

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

23 1nformat1 o n on that , maybe th e time period can be 

2~ different. But r 1ght n o w we really don't know when the 

25 capability 1s go1ng to be ava il able. 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabor 

the point, and I know everyone wants to get through 

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

right. And so if it means that we need to ans wer the 

5 question whe n we grant these waivers and we send these, 

6 or :•ou send them on to the FCC, we need to be sure that 

7 you have spelled out why these compa n ies -- at least 

this is what I'm understanding -- why these companies 

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

10 long of a period of time to do s ingle pa r ty serv ice. 

11 knd so I think that should be in the application 

12 some where, or at least in our motion as we a pp rov e it, 

13 or we should have something on the record to support 

14 ~here we're going. 

15 MS. WIEST : They do explain the reasons in 

16 their application, their original applicatio n , with 

17 respect to toll control. 

18 

19 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay. 

MS. WIEST : But if there are any fu r ther 

20 questions thal the Commission would like to ask at this 

21 time, i f you need more information on that, we could do 

22 that now. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I would like to 

24 know -- and th is probably isn ' t true of all compan ~e s . 

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

24 

Mr . Lee , where they're at in deploy i ng the technology 

that we need to do these two things and what kind of 

delays you might expect. Because I don't want this to 

not go forward the way that it's been perceived th a t it 

5 should go for ward . 

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

that in general; and then if there are specific 

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

toll lim i tation, wh ich I believe under the FCC's 

10 descr i pt ion identifies a toll restr ic t ion and a toll 

11 control , and the issue at hand is in the toll control, 

12 which my understanding is to indicate that the end user 

13 subscriber is to be able to control the amount of its 

14 monthly bill, at wh ich time a restriction automati cally 

15 kicks in and disallows access to the long distance 

16 network . To my knowledge, there is no switch vendor i n 

17 the United States today who provides that capability 

18 within its s wit ch. I know that the vendors are working 

19 on it . I could not sit here wi th a clear conscience 

20 and indicate that on X date that I would expect it will 

21 be available. Given my honest opinion. I wou ld doubt 

22 that i t's available to the general population within a 

23 year 's time per iod. And therein is the reaso n I 

2 4 believe that SOITC members ask for the one-year period 

25 because we don't ant icipa te it being available . 
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The second or alternat i ve to that is a 

software provisioning of toll control. And, aga in, to 

my knowledge, there is no interface between a sof:ware 

system and a switch that has that capability. 

Primarily because it would take real time rating of a 

c ust ~mer's usage; and because t he c ustomer control 

switch interexcha nge carrier it's choosing. there are a 

myr i ad of opt i onal call plans and rat e structures that 

9 wo uld be appl i ed. And, to my knowledge, there just is 

10 no technology, nor soft wa re, available t o carry out 

ll ct.at program. 

12 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And if I recall 

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

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

15 

16 

MR. LEE: It includes both , t.hat.'s correct.. 

COMMISS IO NER SCHOENFELDER: I believe some 

1 7 c ompanies have asked the FCC for clarification, t.hat 

18 s o rt. of t.hing. And as far as I know, you might have 

1 9 better i nformation than I do that. that. decision has not 

2 0 been handed down by the FCC . 

2 1 MR. LEE: A, I doubt I have bet.ter 

22 info r- mat.ion; and, B, I agr-ee it has not been handed 

23 down, to my knowledge . There is that clarification 

24 procedure request. in front of the FCC. 

25 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay. 

26 

CHAIRMAN BURG : To my knowledge, everybody 

can of fer toll limitation; r ight, from wha t we 've had 

to get a gene ral statement? 

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

restriction, if 1 can, instead of toll li u it at. ion, yes. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Toll blocking ~s what 1 

7 mean. Everybody can offer that.? 

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

statement . 

10 CHAIRMAN BURG: And 1 guess my posit ion is to 

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

12 yo u said i t ' s no t a vailable, I can't see them implying 

13 i t o r even p ut tin g it i nto here . 1 think it satisfies 

14 a ll o f our needs . I h ave no problem g i v i ng the full 

15 

1 6 

l7 

l 8 

year 

th is 

p o int 

don't 

o r mo :-e 

t i me it 

t o me 

think 

as lo ng as l t ge t s t h rough FCC. wh i ch at 

app e a:- s l t should. So I don't. see this 

i n making it a sh o rter limit b ecause I 

l t -..-i l l i nterfere with the ETC 

1 9 e st ablishment . 

2 0 MR . LEE : I wou ld agr-ee with that and then 

21 would point out in the applications the companies have 

22 indicated that they will investigate and wi ll wo rk with 

23 their switch vendo rs so that when it does become 

24 avail able, they're willing to implement it. I think 

25 that t he telephone companies feel that once it becomes 
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a v ailabl e, it i s i n the pub li c i nterest and would be 

very support i ve of t hat concept. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that I'll mov e that we 

gra n t t he one - year waiver on toll -- what is i t 

5 c a lled ? To ll l i mitation ? To l l contro l ? 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : I ' d second . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to 

8 concur with t hat a s lo ng as th e motion i s understoo d 

that th e re wi ll be s o me formal way to limit toll fo r 

10 these c u stomers j ust s o that everybody understands the 

11 mo t ion. 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG : I think in every appl i cation 

13 you a g re e d t hat y o u can do toll restrict i on - -

" 
15 

MR. LEE : Rig ht . 

CH AIRMAN BURG: i f I remember reading the 

16 app l i c at ion s , and t hat t o me is satisfac tory. 

l 7 

18 

MR. LEE : Th a nk y o u . 

CH AIRMAN BURG : Do you wa11t them as a 

19 s e p a r a t e motion ? Okay . I'll also move -- which one do 

2 0 we n e ed on t h is o n e ? 

21 MS . WIEST: Th e s i ngle party service unt i l 

22 June l e t . 

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

2 4 wa ive r i n TC9 7- 0 8l i n the single party requ i rement 

25 un t i l June 1 , 1 99 8 . 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : I ' d sec o nd. 

COMMISSI ONER S CHOENFELDER : Concur. 
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MS . WIEST : An y othe r quest i ons in 081 ? Do 

y o u want to go back now ? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: It mi ght be eas ~er to go back 

a n d g et these o thers. 

MR . COIT : Whatever. 

MS . WIEST : We 'll g o ba c k t o 0 68 , and the 

9 motion in 06 8 will b e fo r th e o ne - year wa iv e r on toll 

1 0 control. 

1 1 CH AI RMAN BURG: I' ll mo ve that we g r an t the 

12 waive r of toll con rol i n TC9 7 -075. 

13 

" 
15 

16 

l 7 

CO MMI SS I ONER NELSON: I'd se cond. 

COMMIS SIO NER S CHOENFELDER: Co ncur. 

MS. WIEST: 068. 

CH AIR MA N BURG: I 'll move we g r a n t the toll 

-- I mean l'll mo ve we grant the waive r tor toll 

18 l1mit at ion. 

19 MS . WI EST : Toll control. I ' m sorry, we hav e 

20 to be accurate because what the FCC d i d is they call it 

21 comb1ned toll contro and toll blocking as t oll 

22 

23 

1m1tation. 

CH AIRMAN BURG : I'll mov e we g ra n t the wa ive r 

2 ~ f o r toll con t rol 1n TC9 7-0 68 . 

25 CO MM ISSIONER NELS ON: Se co nded . 



COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIE ST: Fo r o ne year ? 

CH AIRMAN BURG: Yes . 

MS. WIEST: 069. 
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CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll keep making them. I'll 

6 move we grant the toll control wa i ver in TC97-069 for 

7 o ne year. 

10 I 
ll I concrol 12 

I 
l3 year. 

14 

15 

16 

l 7 

COMMISSIONER NE LSON: Seconded. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : Co ncur . 

MS . WIEST : 0 10. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move that we grant toll 

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

CO MMI SSIONER NELSON : Seco nd i t . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFE LDER: Concur. 

MS. WI EST : 171. 

CHAIRMAN BUR G: I ' ll move t hat we grant toll 

18 cor.trol, c.he wa iver for toll co n t.rel. i n TC97-071 for 

19 

2 0 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

o ne year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: 07 3 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant the waiver 

for t oll control in TC97-073 for one year . 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: Seconded. 

10 

ll 

12 

l 3 

1 4 

15 

16 

l 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

for toll 

COMMISSIONER SCHOEN FELDER: Concur. 

HS . WIEST : 01 4 . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant 

control in TC97 - 07 4 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELS ON : Seconded. 

COMMISS IO NER SCHOENFELDER: Co n c ur. 

MS . WIE ST: 077, 
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the wa iver 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll mo ve we gra u t the wa ive r 

for toll 

for toll 

cont rol in TC97 -077 for o ne year. 

CO MMI SSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

CO MM I SSI ONER SCHOE NFELDER: Con c ur. 

MS . WIEST: 078. 

CH AIR MAN BURG: I'll move we grant 

cont~ol in TC97 -0 7 8 for one ye ar . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Co n cu r. 

MS. WIEST : 0 8 0 . 

the waiver 

waiver 

CHAIRMAN BURG: 

f or toll control 

And I'll move we grant the 

in TC97 -080 fo r o ne year . 

COMMISSIONER NE LSO N: Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

CHAI RM AN BURG: 

done wi th 8l. 

We did 81; r i g h t, and we are 

MS. WIEST: 

083, TC97- 0 8 3. 

Any further questi o ns on 0 81 ? 
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11 

12 
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MR. COIT : We would move for the admiss ion of 

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

Exh ibit No. 2, the response to staff data request which 

is dated 10-8-97. 

MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, 1 and 2 

have been admitted. Any questions regarding 083? 

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

the wa iver for toll control in TC97-083 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97 -0 84 . 

MR . COIT: we move for the admission of t h e 

13 ETC request dated 6-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No. 

14 1, and we move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, the 

15 response to staff data request dated 10-8-97 . 

l 6 MS . WIEST : Are there any objections? If 

17 no t, they've been admitted. 

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

19 f o r t o ll control in TC91-084 for one year . 

2 0 

21 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I'll concur. 

22 Does this have a s ingle party question on this one? 

23 MS. WIEST : No. They said in t heir o r iginal 

2 4 application that they are offering s ingle party service 

25 t o all consumers . 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFE LDER: I got a sticky on 

it . Sorry. James Valle y ; right ? 

MS. WIEST : I believe i n their - - ok a y . 

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

the question is it was actually in the ori~inal 

application. So i f you loo k at the original 

application o n page t wo, under quest ion number three, 

they do state that they provide single party service to 

9 all consumers in their service area. Number four down 

10 on that list. 

11 

12 

13 TC91 - 085. 

" 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay. 

MS. WI EST : Thank y ou. Okay. Let:'S go to 

MR. COIT : We move for admitting of Exhibit 

15 No . 1 , the ET C r-equest , dated 6-1 1 - 91, and Exhibit No. 

1 6 2, the r-esponse t o staff data request dated 10-10-91. 

l 7 MS . WIES T: An y ob j ect i ons ? If not , they · ve 

1 8 been admitted. I have the s a me question her-e with 

1 9 respect to quest1on number one . 

2 0 MR . COIT : Mr . Benton is ava ilable co respond 

21 co quest i ons, I bel i eve . Is this Heartland? Right? 

22 Or, Don, can you resp ond co any questions? 

2 3 MR . LEE : Mark has asked me to respond on his 

24 behalf, which wi ll be Heartland Communications, and 

25 they are offer-1ng all single. 
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MS. WIEST: Single party was offered to all 

2 customers ? Any other questions concerning this 

3 d ocket? Is there a motion? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant the 

5 wa i ver f o r toll control to TC91-0B9 f o r one year. 

10 

11 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Co ncur . 

MS . WIEST: 085, I believe. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me, 85. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-086. 

MR. COIT : We move for the admission of ETC 

1 2 r.e quest, Exh i b i t No. 1, dated 6-17-97, and response to 

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

1 4 1 0 -10 - 97. 

JS MS . WIEST: Any objections? If not, they 

16 hav e been admitted. Same question, can you answer 

1 1 t hat., Mr. Lee? 

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

19 a s s oc iated compan i es with the exhibit numbers. Which 

20 company ar e we referring to? 

21 

23 s erv ic e s. 

24 

2 5 

MR . COIT: Midstate. 

MR. LEE: They are currently all private line 

MR . COIT : Single party; correct? 

MS . WIEST: Single party to all c u stomers? 

MR . LEE: Correct . 

MS. WIEST: Any other questions in this 

3 docket? 

H 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant the toll 

S control wa iver in TC97 - 096 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97 - 097 . 

MR . COIT : We mo ve for the admissi o n of 

10 Exhib i t No . 1, ETC request, dated 6-17 - 9 7, and Ex hi bit 

11 No. 2, resp o nse t o s taff data request, da t ed 10 - 16-97 . 

12 MS. WIEST: Any ob j ections? If not, Exhibits 

1 3 1 and 2 have been ad mit ted. 

1 4 CHAIRMAN BURG: I ' ll mo ve we grant toll 

15 control wai ver in TC9 7- 0 97 f or on e year . 

16 

17 

18 

COMMIS S I ONER NELSON : I'd second i t . 

CO MMI SSI ONER SCH OENFELDER: Co n c ur . 

MS. WIE ST: Aga i n, I ' d have a q uestio n on 

19 this o ne , Ric h . 

20 MR. COIT: Mr. Lee ia rep r esen t1 :1g Ba ltic as 

2 1 wel l . 

22 MR. LEE : Ba l tic i s current l y a l l pr i vate 

23 li ne . I'm sorry, si ngle par ty. I sho uld u se the right 

2 4 term, s ingle part y s erv ice . 

25 MS . WI EST: To a ll c ust ome rs? 
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MR. LEE : Correct. 

MS . WIEST: Thank you. TC97-088 . 

MR . COIT: we move for the admission of 

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

to staff data request, wh ich is Exhibit No. 2, which is 

6 da t ed 10 - 17 - 97. 

MS. WIEST : Any objections? If not, Exh i b its 

1 and 2 have been admitted . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

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

11 CO MMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

12 

13 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELD ER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: Can you answer my question on 

14 this one, Mr. Lee? 

15 

16 

17 

18 se:-vice. 

19 

20 

21 

MR . LEE: Company name, please? 

MS . WIEST: East Plains. 

MR. LEE : Currently is all single party 

MS . WIEST: Thank you. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-08 9. 

MR. COI T: we move for the a d mission of 

22 Exhibit No . 1, which is the ETC r e q uest dated 6-17-97 , 

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

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

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

HR. COIT: I don ' t believe that Mr. Lee is 

here represent ing Western today. What d id they say in 

the response? 

MS. WIEST : They said Wester n Te ~ephone 

offers single party service. My question is do they 

7 offer to every cuotome r again? 

MR . COIT : We ll 

MS. WIEST: Can you d o a late-filed o n that? 

1 0 MR. COIT : We can do an aff idavit on that 

11 one, I guess . 

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

13 o n toll control for TC9 7 - 089 for one year. 

1' 

15 

16 

17 

COMMISSl ONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMI SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

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

MR. COIT: We move f or the admission of 

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

19 and Exhibit No . 2, wh ic h is the response to staff data 

20 request dated 10 - 24 - 97 . 

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

22 been admitted . Any questions c o n cerning this docket? 

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

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

25 COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second it. 



COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-092. 
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MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

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

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

admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response to 

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

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

that the Commissioners or staff may have conce rning 

10 L~eir request. 

11 MS. WIEST: Any questions conce~ning this 

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

13 

14 

CHAIR MAN BURG: Did we admit both those? 

MS. WIEST : I'm sorry, I did not. I wi ll 

15 admit Exhib i t Numbers land 2 . 

16 CH AIRMAN 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. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97-093 . 

MR . COIT: We would move for the admission o f 

22 Exh i bit No . 1, wh ich is the ETC request of Jefferson 

23 Telephone Company, dated 6-18-9 7, and move also for the 

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

25 request, which is dated 10-10-~7. And I would note 
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that Hr. Dick Connors is available to answer any 

2 questions concern i ng the Jefferson request. 

10 

11 

HS . WIEST: Any objection to the exhibits? 

If not, they've been admitted. Any questions 

concerning this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-093 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFE LDER: Concur. 

MS. WIE ST: TC97-094. 

MR. COIT: We 'd move for the adm i ss ion of 

12 Exhib it No. 1, whi ch is the ETC request dated 6-19 - 97, 

13 a nd move for he admission of Exh i b it No. 2, wh ic h is 

14 the re sponse to data reques t dated 10-15-97. 

15 MS. WIE ST: Any objectio n to Exh i bits land 

16 2? If not , those exh1b1ts have been admitted. Do you 

17 have any witnesses for this one? 

18 MR . CO!T : Mr. Le e is available f o r both 

19 Sully Bu tt es and Venture . 

20 MS . WIE ST : l ]US t had a q uestion, I guess, 

21 concern in g single party service because in this one it 

22 does say should fac1l1tles not al low immediate single 

23 party serv ice, Sully Buttes may offer multi-party 

24 service until the f a cilities are ~estored or inst al l ed 

25 to allow for single party serv i ce. Has that occurred 
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i n the past? 

A. curren tly Sully Buttes Telephone has no 

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 wanted to 

re ~erve the right to offer party line under the 

7 emergen c y basis only. But they have f o r a number of 

years been all single party service. 

MS. WIEST: Any o ther questions? 

10 CHAIRMAN BURG : 1' 11 move we grant a waiver 

11 I o n toll control for TC97 - 094 for one year. 

12 

1' 

14 c oncur. 

15 

16 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, I'll 

MS. WIEST: TC97 - 095. 

MR. CO IT: We would move for the admis sion of 

17 ETC, Exhib i t No. 1, dated 6 - 19-97, and admission of 

18 Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated 

19 10-1S-9 7. I would po int out that I believe that there 

20 might be an i ssue with re s pe ct to single party service 

21 waiver i n this case as well. 

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

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

2 4 be~n admitted . Yes. And it would appear they wou ld 

25 need a waiver . And my question for apparently they 
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have three multi-party customers and they plan to 

install single party service d uring the 1986 

construction season. So I guess my question is 

apparently they haven't asked for a waiver . Are you 

s doing so at this t i me? 

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

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

s questions on that. I assume so anyway. 

MR . LEE: Sure. But that would be c o rrect, 

1 0 we do need a waiver . The same June 1 date would be 

lt acceptable to us. 

1 2 

13 

MS. WIEST : Ju n e 1, okay. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

14 i n single party service t o Ju ne 1, 1998, in TC97-095. 

15 

16 

17 co ncur. 

18 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I would second that. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENF ELDER: Sure, I'll 

CH AIRMAN BURG: And I'll als o move that we 

19 grant a wa i ver f or toll control on TC 97-09 5 f o r one 

2 0 year . 

21 

22 

23 

2' 

COMMIS SIONE R NELSON: I ' d second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WI EST: TC97 - 096 . 

MR . COIT: I move for the admission of ETC 

25 request, Exhibit No. 1, dat:ed 6-19-97, and move for t:he 
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admission o! Exhibit No. 2, response to data request 

2 dated 10-10•97. 

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

been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we grant a waiver 

6 on toll control in TC97-096 for o ne year. 

10 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-097. 

MR. COI T: we move for the admission of 

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

12 No. 2, response to data request dated 10-1 0-97 . 

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

14 been admitted. Does an y body have any quest ions 

15 concerning this docket? 

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

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

l 8 

19 

20 

21 

COM MISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS. WIEST : TC97 -0 98. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC 

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

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

24 to data request dated 10 - 14 - 97. 

2S MS . WIEST : Any objection to Exhibits land 

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

questions concerning this docket? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant a 

waiver for toll control in TC9 7-098 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIE ST: TC97-099. 

MR. COIT: we move for the admission of 

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

10 admission of Exhibit No . 2, which is the response to 

11 data request dated 10-9-97. 

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

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

14 The question is do we have si ngle party service, and 

1s the answer is yes? 

16 MR. COIT: Mr . Lee, are you here for Roberts 

17 County or not? 

18 

19 

MR. LEE: No. 

MR. COIT: Then we probably need to handle 

20 that, I suppose, by the aff i davit. 

21 

22 

23 County or 

24 

2S 

MS . WIEST : Okay. 

MR . LEE: Rich, are we talking about Roberts 

MR . COIT: Roberts County. 

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

2 Assoc i at io n o f Telephone Co-ope and the da i ly req u est& 

we've had there that they do, i n fact , prov i de a ll 

si ngl e party service throughout Robert s Cou nty Co-op, 

if th a t will suffice for y o ur information here. 

MS. WIEST : Io that sufficient? 

MS. CREMER : Tha t 's sufficient. 

MS . WIEST : Okay . 

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

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

11 

12 

13 

14 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: I ' d second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOE NFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97 - 10O . 

MR. COIT: We mov e for the admiss ion of 

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

16 and admi ssi o n of Exh ibit No. 2, response to data 

17 request dat e d 10 ·9- 97. 

18 MS . WIES T: Any o b ject.ion? If not, t.hey•ve 

19 been adm itt. ed. Same question on this one . 

20 

21 

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

MR . COI T: There is -- Mr. Lee i s n ot here 

22 re presenting RC Communic at ion s today, so I suspect 

23 we'll have to deal with that with a late-filed exh i bit 

2 '1 i f that's okay. 

25 MS . WIE ST: Okay . 

10 
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wa iver 

for toll control in TC97 - 100 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second i t. 

COMMISS IO NER SCHOEN FELDER : Co ncur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-1 01. 

MR. CO IT : We move for the admis sion of 

Exh i bit No . l , whic h i s the ETC request dated 6-19-97, 

and Exhib it No. 2, res p onse to staff data request dated 

10 - H -97. 

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

11 b een admitted . Any quest.ions conce rni ng this docket? 

12 CHA IR MAN BURG: I'll move we grant wa iver for 

13 toll contro l in TC9 7-10 1 fo r o ne year. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSO N: I'd seco nd it. 

COM MISSIONER SCHOENF ELDE R: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97-102. 

MR. COIT: We move for the ad,nission o f 

18 Exh ibit No. l, which 1s the ET C dated 6-19-97, and 

19 Exhibit No. 2, which 1s a response t o data r equest 

20 dated lO·l ~ -97. 

21 MS . WIE ST: An y objections ? If not, l a nd 2 

22 have been ad mitted. Any question s concerning this 

23 docket? 

CHAIR MA N BURG: I'll mov e we grant a waiver 

25 fo r to ll control in TC97-102 for one year. 
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CO MMIS SIONE R NELSON: I' d second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-10S . 

45 

MR. COIT: we move f or the adm ission of ETC 

r equest, Exhibi t No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and adm i ssion of 

Exh i b it No . 2, response to data request dated 10-14 - 97. 

MS. WIEST: Any obj e ction? If not, Exhibits 

1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning 

this docket? 

CHAIR MAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wai ver 

l j ~or toll control in TC97 -10S for one year. 

12 

13 

1 4 

15 

COMMISS ION ER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97-108. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission o f ETC 

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

17 admission of Exhibit No. 2, respons e to staf f data 

18 request dated 10-1 4 • 97. 

19 MS. WIEST: Any o bjection ? If not, Exh i bits 

20 1 and 2 have been ad mitted. Same question. Can you , 

21 Mr . Lee, answer that one? Is that single p arty service 

22 available f or 

23 

2 4 

25 

MR . COIT: For Fa i th. 

MR. LEE: I do no t represent them , I'm 1o o rry . 

MR . COIT: We would request perm i ssion to 

'--------------------------------~ 
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provi de t hat via affidavit . 

HS . WIEST : Okay . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we g rant a wa ive r 

for t oll control in TC97 - 108 for o ne year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd seccnd it. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97-113 . 

MR . COIT: we move for the adm 1ss ion of 

Exh ibit No . l, ETC request dated 6-25-97, and Exh ibit 

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

11 MS. WIEST: Any obj ect io n? If not, they've 

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

13 MR . COIT: This is Armour. Bi ll Haugen ca n 

1 4 respond to your question. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

MR. HAUGEN: Yes, I car. answer that. 

BILL HAUGEN , JR . , 

called a s a witness, be ing first duly s worn, 

was e xa mined and testified as follo ws: 

EXAMI NATION 

MR . HAUGEN: Good afternoon. 

MS . WIEST: And I would j u st like to ask you 

22 if you cu rre ntly provide single party service t o all o f 

23 you r customers in your area . 

24 MR. HA UG EN: Single part y service i s 

25 available to all of our customers in Armou r Independent 
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Telephone Company service area. It has been since the 

late seventies. 

MS . WIEST: Are there any others quest io ns of 

this witness? Thank you. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we gra n t a waiver 

f o r toll control in TC97-11J f o r one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I 'd second . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-114. 

MR. COIT: We move f or the a d mission of ETC 

11 request of the Bridge water-Ca nistota Telephone Company, 

12 whi ch is dated 6-25-97, t. h at ' s Ex hibit No. 1. An d also 

13 move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, wh ic h is 

14 res ponse to data requests of sta f f dated 10-9-97 . And 

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

16 in this docket. 

17 MS . WIEST: First of al l , a ny o b jection to 

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

19 I wo uld ask th e same question . 

2 0 MR . HA UG EN : Single pa r ty service is 

21 available to all the cus tomers in the 

22 Br i dgewater-Canistota Exchanges. 

23 MS. WlEST : Thank you . Any other questions 

24 of this witness? 

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

for to l l control i n TC97 -l l 4 for o n e y ea r. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I ' d second it. 

COM MISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concu r . 

MS . Wl~ST: TC97-115. 
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MR. COIT: We would move the admission of 

Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request of Union Telephone 

7 Company, dated 6 - 25-97, and Exhibit No. 2, response to 

e data request which is dated 10-9-97. 

MS. WIEST : Any objection? If not, Exhibits 

10 1 and 2 have be~n admitted. And I would ask the same 

11 question in this docket. 

12 MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is 

13 available to all the customers in the Union Telephone 

1 4 company servi c e area, Hartford and Wa ll Lake Exchanges , 

15 again, has been s ince late seventies. 

16 MS . WIEST: Thank you. Any other questions 

17 o f th1s wi tnes s? 

1 8 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

19 for toll r estrict1on 10 TC97 - llS f e r one year. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

COM MI SSIONER NE LSON: I'd secon d it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELD ER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-117. 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

2 ~ Exhibit No. l. ETC reque st dated 6-30 - 97, and Exh ibit 

25 No. 2 . response to data request dated 10-14 - 97. 
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MS. WIEST : Any o b jec t ion? If not, Exh i b its 

1 and 2 have been admitted. Any quest io ns conce rn ing 

this docket? 

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

fo r toll control in TC97 - 117 for one year. 

COMM I SSI ONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97 -12 1. 

MR . COIT: we move for the admiss i on of 

Exhibit No. 1. the ETC request of Kadoka, dated 7 - 3-97 , 

and the a dmi ssion of Exh i bit No . 2, response to data 

12 requests dated 1 0-28-97. 

MS. WIEST : Any objections to Exhibits 1 and 

1 q 2? If no t, they've been admitted . Any quest io ns 

15 concerning this d oc k e t ? 

16 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we g rant a waiver 

17 for toll cont ro l in TC97-121 fo r one year. 

\. 
19 

20 

COMM ISSIONER NELSON : I'll second it. 

CO MM ISS I ONER SCHOE NFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WI EST: TC97 - 125. 

HR . COIT: We'd mo ve for the admission of ETC 

22 request, Ex hi b it No. 1, dated 7-7 -9 7, and Exhibit No. 

23 2, r es ponse to data requ est of staff, which is dated 

24 10-29- 97. 

25 MS. WIES T: Any objec t ion to Exhibits 1 and 

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

2 concerning this docket? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

10 

11 

12 

for toll control i n TC9 7-125 f o r one year . 

COMMISS IONER NELS ON: I ' d second it . 

CO MMI SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: ~oncu r. 

MS. WIEST: TC97 - 130. 

MR . COIT: We would move for the admission of 

Exhibit No . 1, the ETC request dated 7-1 0 -97 , and 

Exh ibit No. 2, the response to data request dated 

10-14 -97. 

MS. WIES T: Any o b jec ti o n t o Exhibits 1 and 

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

14 concerning this docket ? 

15 CH AIR MAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wa iver 

16 for toll control in TC97-130 for on e year. 

17 

l 8 

19 

20 

CO MM ISSIO NER NELSON: I would secon d it. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOEN FELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97 - l31. 

MR . COIT : We would mo ve the adDission o f ETC 

21 req uest Exhibit No . 1 , wh ich i s dated 7 - 10-97, and 

22 Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated 1 0-1 4 -9 7. 

23 MS . WIEST: Any o b jec tion t o Exh i bits 1 and 

24 2? If not, t hey"ve been admitted . Any questi o ns 

25 concerni ng th is docket ? 
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CHAIR MA N BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-131 for one ye a r. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second i t. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC 97-1 54. 

MR. COIT: We would move into the record 

Exhibit No. 1 , the ET C request, dated 9-10-97, and also 

Exhibit No. 2, the response to data request dated 

MS . WIEST: Any object i on to Exhibit 1 and 

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

12 this one this wa s one of a couple that no time period 

13 I was requested fo r the wa iver . I assume you still want 

14 the one year? 

15 MR . COIT: Mr . Barfield is here . He could 

16 res pond. He's Mr . Bo b Barfield, manager for West 

17 River. 

18 MS . WIEST : They request a waiver but this is 

19 one of the few one s that didn ' t ask for one year , as 

20 !ar as I c an see, o r an y time per iod . So I was 

21 wondering if there was any di fferent time period that 

22 wa s being requested. 

23 

24 

25 

BOB BARPIBLD, 

cal led as a witness, being first dul y s worn, 

was examined and testified as follows : 
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EX AMINATION 

MR. BARFIELD : In response to your question, 

since the vendor does not have a date , as far as we 

know, at this t ime to provide th i s, that's the reason 

s we didn't ask for a certain t i me period o n the wa i ver . 

MS . WIEST: But we wil l need 3 time per iod. 

MR . COIT : Wo uld y o u be will i ng to accept the 

8 one-ye a r t ime period tha t i s being granted t o other 

9 compan ies ? 

10 

11 

MR . BARFIELD: We sure would. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: And I think t he thought 

12 behind it i s if there still isn 't any solution, then it 

13 would be re ne wed o r we'd request. With tl1at, I'll move 

l~ that we grant a wa1ve r f o r toll c ont r ol in TC97-154 for 

15 one year. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

CO MM ISSI ONER NELSON : I would second it . 

COM MI SSIONER SCHO ENFELDER : Concur. 

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

MR. COIT : We would req uest admission o f 

20 Exhib it No. l, which is the ETC request of Mo br i dge 

2 1 Telecommunicat1ons , which is dated 9-10-97, and also 

22 Exhi b it No. 2 , which is the re sponse to da t a request 

23 dated 10 -16 -97 . 

MS . WI EST: Any objection? If not, Exh ibits 

25 l and 2 have been admitted. And I wo u ld have the same 
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1 question wi th respect to the length of the waiver . 

MR. BARFIELD: And the response would be the 

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

MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other questions? 

CH AIRMAN BURG: With that I'll move that we 

6 g rant a wa i ver on toll control in TC97-155 for one 

7 year. 

10 

11 'rC97- 167 . 

12 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I ' d second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHO ENFELDER: I concur. 

MS. WIEST ; Thank y ou. Let.'s skip to 

MR. COI T : I wo uld just note that Three Rive r 

13 Telco is not an SDITC membe r company , so I'm not rea lly 

1~ here today to represent Three River Telco. 

15 

16 

17 

l B 

19 

20 

21 

lt' o r 

body, 1 

MS. WIE ST: No body is here? 

CHAI RMAN BURG : Do we have any questions on 

do we have to have representation? 

MS . WIES T : Somebody needs to move i t in. 

MR . COIT: Well, i f you· re looking for a 

guess I can serve as the body . 

MS. CREMER: Other wi se, I c an move to admit 

£2 th e two exhib its, Number 1, 10-10-97, the request for 

23 ETC, and 1 1-1-91, the amended - - oh, I ' m sorry, that's 

24 us West . Let me try that again. 10-16 of '97 is the 

2 s req uest and 1 1-13 - 91 is the amended request, and I 
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l would ask that they be admitted in. 

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

been adm i tted. Are the re any quest ions concerning this 

docket? I would note that their application does 

request a waiver for one period for toll cont r ol. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: There isn't a question on the 

single party line, though, is there? 

MS . WIEST : No. 

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

10 for toll control i n TC91-167 for one yea r . 

11 

12 

13 

COM MISSI ONER NELS ON: I'd second . 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: At this time did y o u want to go 

1 4 to US Wes t, or is Harlan go i ng t o speak to these 

1 5 d oc kets? 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

MS . CREMER : We ' ll finish up th~se first. 

MS . WIEST : Okay . 

( STAFF'S EXHIBIT NO. 1 WA S MARKED FOR 

I DENTIFI CATI ON . } 

HARLAN 81ST , 

ca lled as a wi tness, be i ng f i rst duly sworn, 

wa s examined and testif:ed as follows: 

DIRECT &XAMINAIION 

24 BY MR. HOSECK : 

25 Q. would you state your name f o r the record, 
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A. 

Q. 

A . 
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Harlan Best . 

And what is your job ? 

1 am deputy director of fixed utilities for 

che Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota. 

Q. And have you been present in the hear i ng room 

this afternoon for the hea ri ng on these applications? 

A. 

Q. 

Yes. 

And have you had the opportunity to rev ie w 

10 the captio n in the notice of this heari ng which lists 

11 the cases which are before the Commission on th is date? 

1 2 

13 

A. 

Q. 
""· 
And are you familiar with the appl icat i ons in 

14 each of these cases? 

15 

16 

A. 

Q. 

Yes. 

As a part of your job, have you reviewed 

17 c ho se applications? 

18 

19 

A. 

Q. 

Yes, I have. 

You have before you an exhibit numbered 

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

21 A . Yes. 

22 Q. And is that an exhibit that you prepa red in 

23 the c o urse o f your dut ie s ? 

24 

25 

A . 

Q. 

Yes, it is. 

Just briefly explain to the Commission, 
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1 please, what that exhib it entails. 

A . What I have done on this exhibit i s acro ss 

the top is listed each of the companies requesting 

eligible telecommunications carrier status, the 

S associated docket number, and the staff c ounsel that is 

assigned to the respective dockets . Down the si de, the 

left - hand side, is th~ requirements that are set fort h 

for ETC status. Populated within the columns i s the 

responses that the respective companies gave withi n 

10 their exhib i ts land Exhibit 2 that have been admitted 

11 into the rec o rd . 

12 And are there any changes or corrections to 

13 this exhib i t that you woul d li ke to make at this time? 

14 A. On e that I am aware o! is under Vivian 

15 Telephone, Doc ket TC97-068, u nder the Lifeline and Link 

16 Up it sho ws that i t will be ava l lable l - 1-97. It 

17 should be l-1-98 . I'm not awar e of any other 

18 corrections. 

19 MR . HOSECK : Okay . At this po1n~ i n time I 

2 0 woul d move Staff's Exhibit No. l i nto evidence. This 

21 1s intended as testimony for all of the dockets en mass 

22 wi th the exception of US West. 

23 COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: US West is on 

2~ here though. 

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

MR. COIT: My comment would be that I just 

re ceived this so I haven't had an opportunity to go 

through to make sure this i s all accurate. I guess I 

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

have to d o that, I guess . Other than that, I don't 

have any comment. 

MS. WIEST: Do you want an o pportunity to 

look i t o ver? 

MR . COIT: Well , it might take me a while , so 

11 I do n 't have any objection. 

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

13 ~ill be adm it ted into all of the dockets that we have 

14 g one through so far. 

lS MR . HOSECK : Okay . Thank you . 

!6 Based on the review of these dockets that you 

17 h a v e done and relying to whatever extent y ou may on 

18 Staff's Exhibit No . l, did the applicant companies meet 

19 the requ i re ments of becoming an eligible 

2 0 ~elecommu n i cat io ns car~ier? 

21 A . Yes, they have, with the note d l a te-filed 

22 a(f i davits that will be done in a number of the 

2 3 dockets. 

24 o. And with regard to advertising services 

25 exchange- wi de, do you have a recommendatio n to the 
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1 Commission for a prov isi on t o be included in an order 

2 which would come o ut of these proceedings? 

A . Yee. Staff's rec ommendation for advertising 

would be that the ETC carrier be required to advert ise 

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

cha nge, that that rate change be advertised wh en it 

7 does change. 

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

t o whether or not the applicants contained on Exhibit 

10 l, with the exception of US West which ~as not ha d its 

11 case he ard yet at this time, whether o r not those 

12 applicants meet the qualifications as an eligible 

13 telecommuni cati on s c arrier? 

A . With staff's review that has been undertake n, 

1s yes, they do meet the requ i rements for ETC status. 

16 MR. HOSECK ; I have no further questi o ns o f 

17 this wi tness. 

18 MS. WIE ST: Are there any questions of t his 

19 witness? Mr . Colt? 

20 

21 BY MR . COIT : 

22 o. I assume wh en you talked about advert i sing 

23 r a te changes that you're referenc i ng the rates just for 

24 the essential ser vices that are supported by universal 

25 service? 
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A . Yes. 

MR . COIT: No further questions. 

MS . WIEST : Ms. Rogers? 

MS. ROGERS: No, = questions. 

MS. WIEST: Mr. Heaston? 

MR. HEASTON: No . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: The only quest ion I'd have is 

there any - - is advertising identified in any wa y? 

there any criteria for wha t advertising means in the 

1 0 
c o ntext of this? ts the methods in the FCC Order as 

Is 

11 we ll? 

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

13 question? 

14 

15 

l 6 

CHAIR MAN BURG: The question I had for Harlan 

o r anybody else is, is the r e a meaning, is there a 

d e scr i pti o n, definition for adverti si ng, what that 

17 c o nsti t utes? 

1 8 

19 

2 0 

21 

MS . WIEST : Under the stat ute itself 

21 4 ( e ) ( 1 ) ( B) they must advertise the ava il ab i lity of 

such serv~ces and i f you're referring to the services 

that are supported by federa l universal service and the 

22 charges therefore using media of general d i stribut ion. 

CHAIR MAN BURG: Okay. I think that satisf ie s 

24 me . 

25 
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Does that mean fo r 
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Lifeline and Link Up , they have to advertise th is 

2 once? 

MS . WIEST : That would be under staff's 

r ecommendation , I believe . 

A. Yes , once each year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: We ll, fra.tkly, I don't 

think it's adequate. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Are you do i ng 

that? Ar e you - - to follo w up -- excuse me , to follow 

10 up on Commiss i one r Nelson's question, are you 

11 recommend i ng that they advert i se once each year after? 

12 I b e lieve ou r o rder said that you have t o send an 

13 appl i cat i on to e veryone o nce initially and then to 

14 eve r y ne w cus tomer . You' r e requesting this 

15 advert i semen t of Li fel i n e , Li nk Up in addition to, 

16 wo uld that be a ccurate o r not ? 

1 7 A , Ri ght . The Lifeline, Link Up under TC97-150, 

18 wh i ch wa s is s ue d ye s terday, states that i t shall be --

1 9 a form shal l be, o r a letter shall be sent t o present 

20 

21 

c ust o mers, and then th i s would be an advertisement of 

it. They'd have t o do advertisement of this for at 

22 least once each year . 

23 

2 4 

COM MISSIONER SCHOENF ELDER : Okay . Thank you. 

COMM ISSI ONER NELS ON: So is the ans wer to 

25 Laska's quest ion s it ' s in add i tion to ? 
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A . Yes. They wou ld do it originally, a nd once a 

2 year after . 

MS. WIEST : How wo u l d the y advertise? 

Where ? 

A. Where would they advertise? 

MS. WIEST : Yes. 

A. Whatever general distribution it meets 

a according, I assume. it means ne wspape rs and t.hose 

types of publications. 

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

11 general distribution media once a year? 

12 A . Wha tever is avail able with in their g iven 

13 ~xchange s that they ser ve. 

MS. WIEST: And it wo uld only b ~ for those 

15 services supported right now by feder al universal 

16 service? 

17 

18 

A . Yes. 

MS . WIEST: And eve ry t ime they changed a 

19 rate for one of those services. then t hat would have to 

20 ~e ~e-advertised at chat time? 

21 

22 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIEST: Are there any ot her questions o f 

23 this witr.ess ? If not, thank you. Actually, I d o. 

2 4 Could you retake the stand, Harlan? I guess we hav e a 

;5 question for you. Could y ou look at your exhibit fo r 
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Venture Communications, TC97 ~095? 

A . Yes. 

HS . WIEST: Does the answer to number fou r , 

single pa rty service, we did gran t them a wa iver 

5 because currently they do not ha ve single par ty service 

apparently to three customers? 

A . Yes. 

HS . WIEST: So would that be incorrect there, 

your question there ? 

10 

11 

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

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

12 anything further, Mr. Hoseck? 

13 MR. HOSECK: Staff has nothing further. 

14 Thank you. 

1 5 HS . WIE ST: Do you want to take a short break 

16 until we go to US West? 

17 MR. COIT: Wh en does the Commission -- are 

18 you g oi ng to wa1t unt1l the end to rule o n a ll o f t hese 

19 with respect to the actual ETC designation? 

20 

21 break. 

22 

23 

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

(AT THIS TIME A SHORT RECESS WAS TAKEN .) 

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

24 will go to TC97-163. 

25 MR . HEASTON: And I would mov e ad mission o f 
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Exhibit 1 , which is t h e request, and Exhibit 2, wh ich 

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

service territory map . That ' s Exhib it 1 , 2 and 3 

respectively in the d ocket . 

MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1, 2 

and 3? co you have a co py of the serv ice territory 

7 map? Are there any objections to Exh ibit s 1, 2 and 3? 

If not. they'v e been admitted. You may proceed , 

9 Mr. Heaston. 

10 MR. HEA STON: We would also join i n the 

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

12 a wa ive r in the initial application is because as 1 

13 \ read Paragraph 38 8 of the Order in the DA 97-15 7 

1 4 indicated that toll bl oc king would be s uf ficient in the 

15 meantime and it wa s dependent upon when y o u upgraded 

l6 s witches . And so we do not feel we need a waiver o f 

11 toll cont ro l, b ut the common wisd om seems to be there 

1 s needs to be a wa iver. so we wi ll follow t he herd here 

9 and request the toll contro l wai ve r also. 

20 And we ar e also on e of the part i es to the 

21 request of the FCC t o reconsider the toll limitation, 

22 that chis includes both toll blocking and toll 

23 control. And I guess we wo uld also point out that wi th 

24 the ioplement a tion of n umber portability that is g oi ng 

25 co impact toll control somewhat s i gnificant l y. And so 
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while we agree wi th Bob Barfield i n h is observat io n 

that since we don ' t know when it's going to happen, 

t hat 's why we wouldn' t want a time limit on it, but we 

are willing t o accept the one year with the 

unde rsta nding t ha t if there is not the ab ili ty to 

implemen t it o r if the abil it y is too expensive to 

implement, that we would be ab le to com~ back to this 

8 Commission and seek further wa i ver of that, of 

implementing toll control wi t h part of the essential 

10 telecommunications carrier obligat ion . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

MS . WIEST: Ok ay . Would the Commissioners 

CHA IRM AN BURG: Did we admit the exhibits? 

MS. WIEST: Yes. 

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

15 cont r ol for TC97-1 63 for one year . 

16 CO MM ISSIONER NELSON : Well , l'm going to 

17 second it, bu t I heard an expansio n of what we' ve been 

18 wa i ving in the past from giving them one year with t he 

19 idea we're going to renew it. And the reason I wa s 

20 willing to grant it 1s because technology is not out 

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

22 didn't say anyth ing about how much it cost. So I 

23 didn't hear a nything about o ne of the reasons we were 

24 wa ivi ng it in the past was because that it might be 

25 cost prohibitive as much as because technolog y was n't 
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there. I can un de rs tand why technology wasn't there, 

2 but I d i dn't -· I was n't in Congress when they voted 

that wa s part of the Act . 

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

s guess that's the f i rst thing. It's an FCC -­

COMMISSIONER NELSON: It's a rule. 

MR. HEASTON : It ' s an FCC dictate . 

COMMISSIONE R NELSON : But it has the same 

9 we19ht as the rules and statute unless it's changed in 

10 court; right ? 

11 MR . HEASTON : That's true . But unless the 

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

13 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Right . So I'm 

14 seconding y ou r motion with the understanding it 's 

15 e xactly a s we had stated it originally; is that 

16 cor rect? 

17 CH AIR MAN BURG : I mean the motion was for one 

18 year. 

19 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELD ER: I believe the 

20 motion was f o r one year, a waiver for one year , and I 

21 di dn't kno w that the motion had anything more than 

22 that, than just a wa i ver fr o m toll control for one 

23 ye ar . 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG: It doesn't . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDE R : Then I'll concur . 
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COMMISSIONER NELSON: Al l 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 

5 different in my mi nd than it's cost prohibitive . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: 1 think 

COMMIS SIONER NELSON: Not tha t that wouldn't 

be an issue i n my mind that you could d ~bate . 1 d on ' t 

9 want a re co rd that I'm supporting something f o r a 

10 different reason than I did. 

11 CHAIR MAN BURG: Just a comment that I'd make 

12 o n it, I gues s. If th~re is n ' t a technol o gy , I really 

13 hate to se e all 50 or 75 f i lings j ust for an 

14 extension. If there is some wa y we co uld certify there 

15 is no te chnolog y and extend it as we come up towards 

16 t hat year, I'd wel come that solution rather than go 

11 through this wi th th is many o f them. I, personally, in 

18 my own mind, cannot see a solution whe n we're going to 

19 h av e multiple com pan ies in number p or tab ility. It 

20 boggles my mind to see h o w that's even g oing to happen 

21 t hat you could end u p with a n y k in d of toll 

22 limitati on. So I 'm guessing when we come up to t he 

23 year, we ' re still no t going t o have a solution, and I'm 

24 not loo k i ng toward to requ i r in g all of you -- I mean 

25 that's the name o f a bureaucrat t o f ile that many 



pieces of paper. So if we can find a way to 

consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any 

suggestions. That's all I have. 
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MR . HEASTON : I have Mr. Lehner available 

here, and we do have a couple questions to ask him. 

JON LIRNIR , 

called as a witness, being first duly sworn, 

was examined and testified as follows : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

10 BY MR . HEASTON: 

1 1 Q. Mr . Lehner, 1n our application we described 

12 the i ssue of eliminating multi-part y services and going 

13 t o single party service throughout US West service 

14 areas. ca n you update the Commission on the status of 

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

16 application? 

17 A. Yes. As of October 31 of this year the 

18 number of multi-party or t wo- and four-party customers 

1 9 in Us Wes t's te rr itory is 612. 612. 

2 0 

2 1 Jon? 

22 

23 

A. 

Q. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: What was the date on that, 

And what can you tell the Commission about 

24 our continuing effort to eliminate the multi-party 

25 serv i ce? 
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A . The plan right now is to eliminate all of 

those 612 except for 52 of them . And the time frame 

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

which I suppose we could put for a date of 6-30 of 

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

6 of '98. 

o. And what about the remaining 52? 

A . The remaining 52 are extrem~l y high coat 

9 upgrades. And unt i l othe r technology or other means 

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

11 have n o plans t o mo ve ahead with those 52 . 

12 With that we st i ll believe that it is 

1 3 appropriat e f o r u s to -- we still believe the waiver is 

1~ appropria t e 1n thi s case; 1s that correct? 

15 

1 6 

17 have. 

18 

19 

A . Tha t is co rr ec t . 

MR . HEASTON: That's all the questions I 

MS . WIEST : Ms . Cr emer? 

CROSS - EXAMINATION 

2 0 BY MS. CREMER: 

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

2 2 they spread throughout, or are they in a specific area, 

23 do you know? 

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

2 5 a d o zen exchanges . Or I co u ld give you a late - filed 
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exhibit. Let me just read them off. Arlington is 

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

Lake Preston, one. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Do you wan t to start 

5 over? 

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

four; Huron, three; Lake Preston, one; Madison, t wo; 

Milbank, four; Pierre, t wo; Redfield . t wo; Sissetor., 

six; spearfish, two; Volga, five; Watert o wn , ten; 

10 Yankton, one. 

11 Q. Is there a particular reason? Is it like 

1 , Anaconda line or something? 

A. It's a combination of many factors. but you 1 3 

14 

15 

16 

mean as far as the 52 are concerned? 

Q. 

A. 

Yes . 

It's a combination of many factors . We're 

11 t alking about feeder distribution, we're talking abo ut 

18 i n some cases a PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda that 

19 wo u ld need to be replaced. 

2 0 MS . CRE MER: Okay. That's all the questions 

21 I have. 

22 CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any 

23 other technical solutions other than to a single part y 

24 other than line extension? 

25 A. You mean in order to provide a single party 
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service to these customers? 

CH AI RMAN BURG: Yes . 

A . Yes . I thi n k the answer is we are constantly 

looking for a cheaper way to do this because in some 

5 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 woul~ seem to lie 

8 probably in some form of wireless, but so far the 

9 wireless technologies, whether then satellite or fixed 

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

11 t he ult i mate solution, though, to some of these . 

12 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'm going to mov e to grant 

13 the wa iver . 

14 MS. WIEST : Just a second. Do the 

15 Commi ssioners have an y ot her questions? As opposed to 

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

17 questions to ver i fy thi ngs that were in the application 

18 because that wa s s i gned by Mr . Hea ston. It wasn 't 

19 signed by a witne ss wit h an affidavit, as all the 

20 ot hers were . So bear wi th me for a second . 

21 

22 

A . I've never trusted his signature either. 

MS. WIE ST : first one, does Us West prov i de 

23 voic e grade access to the public switched net work to 

24 all i n its service area ? 

25 A . Yes. 
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MS. WIEST : And does it prov i de local usage? 

A. Yes. 

HS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone 

multi-frequency signalling or it s functional 

equivalent? 

A. Yes. 

MS. WIEST : oo you provide access to your 

eme r gency services? 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIEST: Do you provide acceas to operator 

11 s~rvices? 

12 

13 

A . Yes. 

MS. WIEST: Do you provide access to 

14 i ntercxchange service? 

J s 

16 

A . Yes. 

MS. WIEST: And do you provide access to 

17 directory assistance? ,. 
19 

A. Yes. 

MS. WIEST: And you 've already talked about 

20 toll control and the wa iver. Do you provide or are you 

21 able to provide toll blocking? 

22 

23 

A . Yes. 

MS . WIEST: Then getting back to your request 

2 4 for the wa iver on single party service, I know in your 

25 application you talked about the ones that you have no 
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1 plans, you know, of providing service due to the cost 

and everything. My problem, I guess, is that I don't 

see that there is any de minimus exception within the 

FCC rules with respect to single party service. Have 

you been granted any of this type of de mi n imus 

exception to that requirement, do you kno w, in any of 

the other states? 

A. I am not aware. 

MS . WIEST: And wha t I'm getting at is that 

10 it appears, according to the FCC r ules and I'm 

11 looking at 47 54.lOllc), that in o rder to grant any 

12 add itional time to complete network upgrades for s ingle 

13 party or enhanced 911 or toll limitation, that the 

14 Commission d oes in fact have to set a time period for 

15 you to complete thos e net wor k upgrades . Is your 

16 contention that we do not? 

17 A. I would not make t hat contention. I'm going 

18 to let my att o rney argue with you about that. 

19 MS. WIEST: Well, the n, I do ha'.fe a couple 

20 ot her questions. My other quest io n is on service 

21 area. And it is a lso a requirement of the st ate 

22 Commission t o des i gnate service areas as opposed to 

23 study areas fo r nonrural telecommunications companies. 

24 First of all, you woul d agree that you are a nonrural 

25 telecommunications company? 
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A. Yes . 

MS . WIEST : And in the FCC ' s public not ice 

96-45 issued 9-29-97, i t d oe s sta te that we must send 

to USAC the names of the ETC's and the designated 

service areas for nonrural carr i ers no later than 

December 31st, 1997. And I kn o w you made some 

r eference t o these things in your appl ication , but I 

e don't think you really cold us what you want your 

service area to be . Because the FCC has told us chat 

lC we b e tter not adopt you r study area as y ou r service 

11 area for large ILEC 's. Do you have service areas for 

12 your company that you want the Comm i ss ion co adopt at 

1 3 t h is time? 

" A. Well, I suppose that •- and , Bi ll, jump in 

15 he re , I guess. c o help me with this. But I suppose 

16 that ou r service area ought to be our exchanges in the 

11 s ta te o f South Dakota. Now , the study area is a 

18 d if f e rent i ssue an d that ha s not been determ ine d yet . 

1 9 Bu t I wo u l d think that our service area wou l d be our 

2 0 excha ng es that we serve in the state of South Dakota. 

21 MR . HEASTON: If 1 may from a legal 

2 2 standpoint, t here is no def i nition yet ; and certainly 

23 ou r serv i ce area would be those a reas wi thi n which we 

24 are authorized to provide th e supported services. 

25 MS . WIEST: Right . And that ' s my question. 
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HR . HEASTON: From a general perspecti ve , I 

2 guess, if that's what you're looking f o r is what you 

wou ld designate to the FCC would not be anything 

o ut si de the area where we ' re author i zed or certified to 

provide service . When it comes t o whe r e the areas are 

going to be that would be where the services woul d be 

supp orted by a unive r sal service fund, whether it 's 

high cost or low income or li brar ies or wha tever it 

happens t o be , you know, that 's an area that's 

10 cur r e nt ly u nder debate de pending u pon wh ich proxy cost 

11 model is go i ng to be a ccepted . And so tha t 's why we 

12 are some what vague o n that term because what th i s 

1 3 Commission has not done and no r has the FCC come out 

14 with any fina l decision as to what model it is goi ng to 

15 accept. So I think 1f we ' re required to take a look a t 

16 a •service area, ~ I would d o it fr o m the standpoint of 

17 what Jon ·- t o comply with t he law . If that 's what 

18 we're looking f or . to comp ly wit h t he FCC requirement . 

19 I think that ' s wha t we woul d look at is an area, 

2 0 th o ugh, no l arger than an exchange area, which we woul d 

21 equate to a wi re cen te r or an exchange are a . An d we 

22 have ho we ver many are on that . 

23 MS . WIE ST: He ho w ma ny exchanges do you 

2 4 st i 11 have'? 

25 MR . HEASTON: It ' s on the list we submitted. 
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A. I c an 't answet that exactly. It's 

2 approximately 35. 

MS . WIEST : It would be attached? 

MR. HEASTON : It's on our exhibit to our 

app lic ation . 

MS. WIEST : So however many with the 

amendment the three that were missed. Tha t~s ho w many 

service areas you woul d like the Commiss ion to 

9 design a te for US West at this time? 

I 0 A . I guess I'm not sure whe ther we woul d want to 

11 designate each e xchange . 

12 MS . WIEST: My problem is we are supposed co 

13 I tell the FCC by December 31st wha t your des i gnat ed 

14 service area is. 

15 A. Then I suppose we ought to d o it exchange by 

l~ exchange. 

I 7 MS . W!EST : I f you want more time to think 

18 about it 

19 MR . HEASTON : Yes, I think I would . I mean 

20 chis is not s ome th ing that's co me up in the other two 

21 states that I ' ve done thi s in, and I had the same basic 

22 app lic at ion. I wil l have to - - I will do a late-filed 

2 3 e xh i bit on th a t if I could with an affidavit from Jon. 

24 

25 

MS. WIEST : Okay. 

MR . HEASTON : What are you relying o n again , 
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Rolayne? 

MS . WIEST: Actually what as far as the FCC'a 

public notice, that was docket 96 - 45 DA 97 -1 892 issued 

9-29- 97 . 

MR. HEASTON : 1892. 

MS. WIE ST: And I'm also relying on 

7 paragraphs 185, 192, 193 of the FCC'e u1 , iversal service 

o rd e r. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

" 
unive rsa l 

MR. HEASTON: 

MS . WIEST : 

MS. CREMER : 

MS. WIEST : 

se rv ice. 

MR. HE AS TO N: 

197, 175. 

157 or 

185, l 92. 

The doc ket number fo r th e FC C 

Not the docket nu mber but t he 

15 order number, the order numbe r . 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

MS. 

and paragraph 

MR . 

97 - 157? 

MS. 

WIE ST: 

HEASTON: 

WIE ST: 

Okay . I was looking at 185, 192 

I g ot those. Was it FCC 

l 57, r i ght. And the other th i ng 

21 you might wa n t t o address i n p aragraph 185, fo r 

22 e xa mple , it d oes sa y if a state PUC adop ts i ts existing 

23 servic e area s for large ILEC's , their study area, this 

2 4 woul d erect sign i f icant barr i ers to entry . We are also 

25 encou raged co consider designating service areas that 
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require an ILEC to serve areas other than they have not 

traditionally served . 

MR . HEA STON: Yes. And, see, this -- what 

the problem this causes is where you have not 

s considered and h a ve left to the FCC to determine how 

that's g oing to be modeled from a proxy standpoint. 

7 And, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic element s 

than the wire center for universal high cost support 

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

10 this Commission dec i ded not to do their o wn earlier 

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

12 North Dakota where I do have that because those two are 

1 3 looking at doing their own, or suggesting their own 

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

15 it. and I could identify that fo r you. I can not 

16 i dent i fy anything smaller than right now t han a wire 

17 center. 

18 

19 

MS . WIEST : Ok ay . 

MR. COIT : Excuse me , may I comment briefly 

20 on this? And I understand that I'm not a party but I 

21 d o believe it was my understanding today that the whole 

22 i ssue of disaggregated se rvi c e areas for US West or 

23 any other company may come up. Bu t I would like to say 

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

25 think that the fCC ru les indicate that - - the o rders 
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and the rules indicate that before changing an existing 

service area , that the Commission at the state level 

needs to find that it's consistent with universa l 

service requirements. So I think it's a really 

involved - - involves a lot more than the revie w of 

actually looking at ETC service obligat io ns. Yo u ' re 

talking about making changes in a US Wes ~ service area 

that could significantly change the levei of support it 

g might receive under a federal universal service fund. 

10 Decisions on U S West service area disaggregat io n and 

~l so f o rth coul d c erta i nly impact rural telephone 

1 2 companies as well . And I guess going into this 

13 pro c eeding i t was ou r understanding that there are 

14 certain estab 1shed incumben t LEC service a reas , and we 

15 d idn't un ders tand. I guess, that we -- that the issue 

16 in this US West d ocke t or any of the other o nes would 

17 be wit h regard to disaggreg a ting service areas. 

18 MS. WIE ST : I'm not tal k ing about 

19 disaggregating service areas . And I think you have to 

20 recognize the distinction that was made between 

21 n o nrurals and rural compan i es wi th respect to servic e 

22 area. If we wa ~t to look at doing anything to rural 

21 compan ie s wit~ respect to disaggregation , we have to 

24 spe c if i call y pet1tion the FCC . That's a ll I'm talking 

25 abou t , and tha t' 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 for US West to get your 

universal service money. 
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MR. HEASTON: If I could have until whatever 

date was suggested earlier on getting the additional 

7 affidavits in, I'll have a recommendation for you from 

8 US West on that . 

MS. WIEST: Okay . Are there any other 

1 0 questions of this witness? One more question, 

11 Mr . Lehner. Do you have any observation to what 

12 ~r. Best suggested as advertising requirements for your 

13 c ompany ? 

14 A . I'm not sure that I understood exactly what 

15 he was requiring. If the requirement is to advertise 

16 it once a year in the newspaper, I don't think we have 

1 7 a problem with that. 

, . MS . WIEST: And getting back to single party 

1 9 o ervice is high cost, the only barrier is to provide 

2 0 single party service to those 52 customers? 

21 

22 

A . Yes. 

MS . WIES T: ls it also US West's position 

23 that the settlement agreement that you've stated is 

2; suspended concerning single party ser v ice no longer 

25 a~plies where I believe you stated you would have 

eo 

single party service to all customers by the year 2000? 

A. Had the 121 investment program continued, I 

3 would have been out here talking to the staff and to 

you about these anyway, because as we honed down to 

some to the last few on some of these exchanges, it 

became obv ious that this was this is f~olish to 

spend that kind of money with the current technology. 

Just doesn't make any sense. 

MS. WIEST: That's all I have. Mr. Heaston, 

10 you might also want to address the question of whether 

11 the Commission has the authority to prov i de any de 

12 minimus exception to the single party wit hout putting 

13 :.he time l i n e o n i t . 

14 MR. HEASTO N : I don't know that de minimus is 

15 the i ssue, bu t I d o th i nk that you could put a t i me 

16 l i ne on it and make it renewable that we would have to 

11 come i n. I t h i nk what the rule would allow you to do 

18 is r equ i re us t o c ome in on a regularly - scheduled 

1 9 ba si s , maybe an n ually. maybe semi-annually. to update 

2 0 the Co mmiss1 o n o f wher e we are technol ogywise in taking 

21 care of these l as t 52 . That would be my position on 

22 this is that that puts a t i me limit on and it makes it 

2 3 dr1ven by the technology and the affordab i lity of it. 

25 

MS . WIEST : Okay. Any other questions? 

COMM I SSI ONER SCHOENFE LDER : I have a question 
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1 of Mr . Lehner . And the reason I have a question is 

because in your amended application you might have 

3 addressed it, however, I don• t h ave a copy of that and 

I apologi ze. But you addressed in here and you have an 

s e xh i b it o n your original application that regards 

L i feli n e, Link Up. And basically what it is it's your 

car t ff, or a page that looks like a tariff page to me. 

B No w, Us West really intends to comply with the 

9 commi ssi o n o rde r i n Lifeline, Link Up? 

10 

11 

12 r. hat. 

13 

14 

15 

l 6 

A . 

A. 

Absolut ely . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I need to know 

And that page doesn't apply any more. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you. 

MS . WIEST: Any other questions? Thank you. 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: I guess I have a 

l? question. You know, you -- when you were talking about 

18 why you sho u l dn't have to prov i de this single party 

19 systems for these area s that you listed like Spearfish 

20 and Pie rre and all the list that you went through --

21 A. Yes . 

22 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Why would it -- it just 

23 seems we i rd to me that it would be that expensive to 

24 provide those services in some areas. Like Pierre and 

25 Huro n, those are pretty -- I mean can you explain ~hat 
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t o me a little b it because I find that a l ittle odd . 

A . The high cost we ' re talking about in many 

cases, not only replacing, we 're talking about 

customers that wer e engineered pro bably back in the 

s i xties and sevent i es to mult i- party servi ce with no 

i ntention of hav i ng single party service So we' re 

talking i n many cases miles and miles of distribution 

a c ab le , some c ases six pair, 11 pair , maybe even greater 

pair . So we' re talk i ng about now having ~o replace 

10 that c ab le with pro bably 50 pa i r or a hundred pa i r 

11 cable. And we're also talk i ng about many c ases whe re 

12 a t the end o f that c able we have t o ext end what some 

13 people wi ll call a dr op , wh at I call a pair o f wires, 

14 sometimes severa l miles. And in o rder to pr o vide 

15 single par ty service -- well . I take that back in that 

16 c ase. T he dr op p i ece o f that will be ok ay . I was 

l? thinkin g of i f they have more than one line. But we're 

18 talking about distr1but io n cable, we're tal king about 

19 feeder, and we ' re talking in some c a s es about PA I R GAIN 

2 0 systems that are j ust pl a in full. I'm talking abou t 

21 systems that you've hear d l ike Anac onda that are g oing 

22 to ne ed to be replaced. It's expensive . 

23 CO MMI SSIONER NELS ON: I guess in my mind it 

2 4 seems t o me that cost prohib i ti ve -- I didn't exactl y 

25 envisio n exactly wh a t y ou we re j ust explaining to me 
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1 because I was th inki ng maybe these lines had to be run 

2 out miles and miles and miles and there's nobody out 

there or something. But if this is in a fairly 

populated area, and it doesn't seem to me that these 

s people should have to live with just two party 

telephone system when most of the world doesn 't, as we 

know it in South Dakota. doesn't have to do that 

because ~he lines are all filled up. I mean I'm 

looking for some reason why that's acceptable, 

1~ especially when some of those little companies are 

11 saying that they got maybe three or four people left 

12 I that they don't have that service for and they've made 

ll every effort to say, well, we want a waiver but we will 

14 do it by the end of the year or whatever . 

!S A. I think that most of the companies you've 

16 been listening to up until n o w -- and I obviously can ' t 

17 speak for them, but I thin k you're talking about 

18 engineering that wa s d one probably 15, 20 years ago in 

19 most of these compan ies' cases where they at the t ime 

20 spent the money to do that. We did not do that. We 

21 provided distribution systems that were literally 

22 designed not to provide single party service. Th ere 

23 are different funding mec hanisms and different 

24 requirements that we've had. They've had the abili ty 

25 to spend that kind of money and recover it . Now, I can 
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spend S100 , 000 or $150 , 000 or 50,000, whatever it is, 

to do these , but somewhere that has to be recovered and 

it isn't going to be recovered from a cu stomer. That 

customer isn ' t going to pay for that. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: It seems t o me this 

flies in the face of what the governor'3 bill said last 

7 year. I mean here we "re talking making available high 

technology to everybody in South Dakota. Basically 

that's what the b ill says. And we 're talk ing here some 

10 people that aren't even go ing to have si ngle party 

11 telecommunication in this state. 

12 A. Commi ss ioner, a ll I can tell you is what the 

13 cost is. And I think that 's - - I think that's, unless 

1 4 there's a recovery mechani sm, it would make no sense to 

15 spend that kind o f money. And I certainly wouldn't 

16 recommend it. 

17 CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I have in the 

18 LEC indust~y when we have these k in d of situations once 

19 in a while there's an othe r provider that is closer that 

2 0 can do it. Would that be the c ase to any of these? 

21 Wou l d that be a reasonable solution ever ? 

22 A . Yes, i t would . And, Commissioner, if there 

23 i s any company in this room that would like to serve 

2 4 any of these 52, I would b~ happy to negotiate . 

25 CHAIRMAN BURG: I th i nk maybe when we're down 
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t o 52, we ought to get a list of t hose names and see if 

2 we could work it out. I share what Counsel has said. 

I'm not sure we can make the exception. I know that 

us west 's counsel has given us what I call a short 

term one, that in other words, we could give the waiver 

(or a limited period of time, but I don't know that's 

7 an indefinite solution and we probably ought to work -­

look at working together to meet and find the solution 

c o meet the FCC rules I think if we can . But so many 

1 0 __ maybe, I guess, wha t I would like to request is the 

1 1 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 ~hank you. 

1 7 

I think that can be provided. 

MS. WIEST : Any ot her questions ? If not, 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I suppose we do need some 

18 type o f waiver in order to grant them an ETC status. 

19 

2 0 

21 

MS. WIEST : Sorry, for which now? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: For single party. 

MS . WIEST : At th i s time staff has a wit ness 

22 on this case first. 

23 

,. 
2 5 

MS. CREMER: Staff would call Harlan Best . 

HARLAN BBST, 

called as a witness, being prev ious ly sworn, 

86 

was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MS . CREMER : 

Q. Harlan, were you the analyst assigned to 

5 TC97 • 163, US We st's application? 

e West? 

10 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

Yes. 

And ha ve you reviewed that applicat i on by US 

hs. 

And would you agree with Mr. Lehner when he 

11 test i fie d earlier that they met all the requirements of 

12 47 CFR 54 · 1 0 1? 

13 

14 

1 5 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

That t hey have met those? 

Yes . 

Yes, wi th the d i scussion that we've had on 

16 s i ngle party . 

17 Q. Rig h t . Okay. And at your re c ommendation for 

18 ad vert isi ng. wo u l d t hat be the same for u s West as it 

1 9 was f o r the others? 

2 0 

21 

A. 

Q . 

Yes . 

And what would your recommendati o n be for the 

22 Commission in def i n i ng a service area for u S West ? 

23 A. It wou l d be the wir e center. 

MS. CREMER: That's all the questions I would 

25 have . 



MS. WIEST: Any questions, Ms . Wi lka? 

MS . WILKA: No quest i ons . 

MS . WIEST: Commissioners? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : The question I'd have is 
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s ba se d o n t hat, should we not -- I mean is this - - what 

do 1 c a ll it? Is thi s a do c ument that is filed in 

t h e s e hear i ngs? 

~s . CREMER : Ye s . 

:HA ! RMAN BURG : I guess I think we ought to 

10 co rr ec t that exh i b i t to put no on each of those that 

11 ~e •ve made a waiver for on the single pa rty because 

12 be lie ve t h e answer is no and we've made a waiver to 

1 3 sa ti s !y th a t. 

15 

16 

MS . CREMER: Okay. 

CHA I RMAN BURG : S i nce that's filed. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER : We have not moved 

11 for a wa iver i n that area, have we? 

18 CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes , for six months on one 

19 o her company . 

20 MS. WI EST: We ha v e two single party waivers 

21 so f a r , but U s West we haven't moved yet; right? 

2 2 CHAIRMAN BURG : But if we do and for any we 

2 3 d o , s ince he's a witness on the stand and this is his 

2 4 d o c ument, I think that this document should be 

25 co rrected to ref l ect, no , they do not meet that to 

88 

coincide with the waivers we ' ve given. 

MS . CREMER: Okay. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I guess I don• : know. What 

do we need to do t o make sure that corre c tion i s made? 

MS . WIEST : I believe there ar~ three 

compan i es that d o not at this time provide single party 

se rv ice, so al l they would have to do i s c hange that 

y e s t o no f o r those Statel i ne, Ven t ure, and Us West ; 

r i ght ? 

10 CHAIRMAN BURG : And the testimo ny o n t h e 

11 re cor d i s a dequate to ac comp lish t hat ? 

12 

13 

1 , wondered. 

15 

16 West have ? 

17 A . 

18 

MS. WIES T : Yes . 

CHA I RMAN BURG: Okay . That 's all I 

MS. WI EST : So how man y wi re cen ters d o es us 

38. 

MS. WIEST : 38. Th ank yo u . Any oth e r 

19 question s o f t h is witness? 

2 0 

21 

MS. CR EM ER : No. 

MS. WIEST : Woul d y o u l i ke to ad mit thi s 

22 docket fo r the p u r poses o f c h i s d o cket? Bef o re I o n l y 

23 adm it t e d i t f o r th e othe r d o=ke ts . 

2 4 MS. CREME R: Act u a ll y I wasn't going t o move 

25 lt into thi s on e be c a us e peop l e t estif i ed to i t , s o I 
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1 didn't real ly need it in mine. But I can certainly STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

2 move it. COUNTY OF HUGHES 

MS . WIEST : It's up to you. 

MS . CREMER: We don't need it in this docket . 

MS . WIEST : Any other quest ions of this 

6 wi tness? Thank you. Anything else from any of the 

7 pa rt ies ? At this time I believe the Commission will 

take these matters under advisement. We are waiting 

for some late-filed exhibits i n some dockets, and it 

10 wi ll be possib le that perhaps the Commission will make 

11 ~he decisions either at a Commission meeting or at th e 

12 ~ecember 2nd hearing on some other related ETC 

13 dockets. Are there any questions from anybody or any 

1 4 comm ents ? 

15 MR. COIT: I wou ld just, for the record, like 

16 to formally request that the Commission designate each 

17 of the -- based upon the record, the affida v its yet to 

18 he nu bmitted , that the Commission designate each of the 

19 rur a l telephone companies, SDITC member companies, as 

20 ETC's and that their study areas be designated as their 

21 service area. That's all I have. 

22 MS. WIEST : Thank you. That will close the 

23 hearing. 

24 (THE HEARING CO NCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.) 

25 

I, Lori J. Grode , RMR, Notary Public, in and 

for the State of South Dakota, do hereby ce rtify that 

the above hear ing, pages l through 89, inclusive, was 

recorded stenographically by me and reduced to 

typewriting. 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that the forego ing 

10 transcript of the said hearing is a true and correct 

11 transcript of the stenographic notes at t he t ime and 

12 pl a ce specified hereinbefore. 

13 I FURTHER CERTI FY t hat I am not a relat iv e or 

14 employee or attorney o r counsel of any of the parties, 

15 nor a relative o r employee of such att orney or counsel, 

16 or f i nanci ally inte re sted directly o r indirectly in 

17 this acti on. 

18 IN WIT NE SS WHER EO F , I have hereunto set my 

19 hand and seal o f o f! 1ce at P ie rre , South Da kot a , this 

20 1st day of December, 1997 . 

21 

22 

23 

2 , 

25 

Lo~i J . Grode, RMR 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE Cot+tlSSlON 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

RECEIVED 

OCT IO 1997 
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 

OF U S WEST COt+ft.THICATIONS , INC . 
FOR DES IGNATI ON AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOt+fUNICATIONS CARRIER UNDER 
41 U . S .C . §2 14 (E) (2) 

DOCKET NO. TC97-

APPLICATION 

" S l'/E:;'.T Cr m.~un1 cat1ons , Inc . (U S WEST ) he r eby requests 

the CC!Mll5S1Cn designa e U S WEST an eligible 

,-,,.l e comrru~11ca ions ea rner for all areas 1n which 1t 1s 

a u '::ho r 1.:ed -:o pr~v 1 e se rvi ce within he S a e o f Sout:h Dakot:a . ' 

Th~s r e ques 1s made pursuant o 41 u . s . c . §2141e ) (2 1 and 47 

C .F.R. § ~4. 201. U s WEST requests hat: i be designa ed as 

eligible r.o receive Unive r sal Service suppor , t o inch.de low 

cost sui: p,.., r .. 1.e . Lifeline and L1nk- Up l , d1stribu ed pu r suan t o 

Part h and F-a r-- O; o f Ti le 47 o r the Code of F'ede ra l 

Regulati ons and subparts D and E o f Par 54 o ! Ti le 47 . 

In suppo rt o z 1ts :-eques U S WEST s ates hat: 

I U S NEST 1s a Co lorado corporat1on duly autho r ized t o do 

business in South Da ko ta , with its general offices in Denver , 

Colorado . It is a telecommunicat.aons company as defined by SOCL 

49- 11 -1 (3 51 authorized by the Commissicn to provide 

telecon-.rounica i ons se r vices within its certified s e rvice 

tern o ry in Sou h Da kota . 

2 By his A pl 1cat1on, U S WEST see ks designation as an 

eligible elecorrit.uni,:-a ions ca rrier in i s certified se rvice 

areas in South Oa l:.ota . A list o ! the l ocal exchange areas in 

1 S V.'EST J"CSef\"CS 1hc n gh1 10 w1thdr.m 11s :r.ppha11on and/01 rclmqu1Ul ,u dcsign:r.uon :u; an chg1bk 
1clccom111umcmo1u earner p.usuJnl lO .a7 USC §214(ck4) m spcctfic gcogrJph1c arus within 1hc sia1c 
: All rcfcrcnca. to 47 C F R. hn SJ arc 10 final n,lcs adoplcd tn 1hc Feder-JI Comn1un1cauoru: Comm1ss1on l.n.1hs: 
~ct?I Sutc Jom1 Bo.-ud on Umn;rµ I Semo.. cc Dod.n No 9<, •. .u. rel M:a) 11., 19<>7. ci1cd hcmn as 
Ouk, 



wh1~h •1 s WEST u; ~•_jthor::.f>"I . ., prov1de service 1s at ached as 

Exh1b1 t ;nrl1v1<iual supp"r.. ar<>as for p rposes or h1s 

App:1cat1"'n ~holl he no la:-qer cha a designated wi re cente r 

hour,danes and U s WEST reserves he ngh , t o r h1gn cost 

purpo~e~ , --o !."rt>.,te areas smaller han a wire cen er based on 

r rulnt101, 11str1hut:on and other rl'>levant factors. Or der, '11 

1 Q._- J I', 

3 11 :; wE ~T ts d teleconmur.ic<ltions carrier as e!1.ned in 41 

'" . •. r . !:t 153(44 and 4, C. F . R . §51.5 , and is telecommunications 

~ar:-ter for purp ses of 'ii C .F.R . Pat: 54 . 

-I ' s WE."':' :s an :ncutr.bent local e xchange ca rr ier as 

51 . 5 and provides inters a e 

.. e~ecc.tt.rnl;.r,1.:-uuon se rv ices for rposes o f 41 u.s .c. § 254 ldl and 

. F .ll . § !.4 . "10.! a 

'ii IJ ,j WEST 1s no a rural elephone company as deflned by 

.p U. ~.C . fi !S3 37J and 4 i C .f . R. § 51.lj a nd 1s no a r ral 

·.elephonc cornp ny for pur ses of 4? C.f. R . Part 54. 

6 U ~ WEST cu rrentl y provides , throughout its cer tified 

serv1.ce te rr itory, each o f the services esigna ed f or support 

nder 41 C. f . R. § 54 . lOlta)(l -9 ) , utilizing its own facilities . 

7 U S WE ST presently a ve r 1ses the availability o f the 

supported services identified in 47 C.f. R. §54 . lOl (a) 11 - 9) 

th rou hout 1 s cert1fica ed service e rn o r y (see Exhibi 1) 

using medu of aeneral distn u 10n . Examples of relevant 

adve !" t1s1ng are subm1 ted herewi h as Exh1b1t 2 . The m hods of 

adver 1s1ng include TV, newspaper, maga::1ne , r ad i o , d i r ect mail, 

Pxh1bi:.s an displays . bill inserts , booklets and di r ector y 

a vert.sing . 

' Scr..,tt dcs1gru11cd for suppon under this pr0\u1on arc ,·0ta: grade ltcCCU 10 the pobhc: ~ 11c:hcd nc1 woc lt: , local 
11s.1gc. du;1I 1onc mulu -frcqucnc:y sign:1hng or Its func110N1I cquwakni, singlc•p.,ny sco itt or 1ls fu11c11onal 
a 1u1,11kn1 ;ic:ccss 10 cmc:ri;c:OC) sc:.o 'ICCS, x:ocss 10 opc:11110, sc:.o·sccs. aca:s.s to 1n1crc:i;changc sco ·,a:. access 10 
d1t«10I) ass,stanc.c and 10II bloclt:111g for quahf, 1ng lw-1nc:0 111cconsumcrs 



8 Accordi ng t c the FCC , the e x1s 1ng f ede ral high cost and 

l ow income suppo r t prog rams, w1 h some modifications , will be 

rPtained un il Janua ry 1. 1999 . Order, ,r 18 . Beginning January 

. • 19q9 , tne FCC w1l provi de un:.versal se rvice s upport to non ­

:- ur;.l carriers se.:-v1ng rurol, 1.nsulo r and high cost a r eas through 

d m~c~an1sm ba se l o r: fo!'Wdtd l ooki ng , economic cos ts . The FCC 1s 

1 n the process o f reviewing and w111 pres umably select an 

ot,,propnat..e .::Jst model l o determine the f o rward loo ki ng econom1c 

- . s .. ~ . The FCC h .:,s provided some guidance regarding the 

appr 1,n.-tP se rvt C" and suppo rt areas necessary o determine the 

ar:i.oun t o f f"!-Jeral suppo rt , but has ultimately lef those is sues 

-;_o .. he . at..e o determine . Because the r e .is as ye no definiti on 

o t " s uppe r a rea" e r "service area" t o r south Dakota , U s WEST ' s 

~ppl .cat i on 1s subJ ect to review by U S WEST once hose terms are 

deflr:ed . To e fficient!/ target un ive r sal servi ce suppo rt, he 

S\.ppc rt areas should be smaller than an e x ist i ng wi re center and 

ased 01, population distribut i on and o her relevant fact o rs . 

9 U s WE ST has converted al 1 but 22 c us omers o one pa:ty 

se rv 1ce . U s WEST is 1n the proces s o f conver 1ng 452 o f those 

remaining customers o o ne par y service . Th.i s proces s should be 

completea oy t he end o f the 2d calendar quarter o f 1998 . Of the 

remalning 110 c s omers, appro xima tely 100 customers are o f 

except1c nal ly high cos t o prov ide s1ngle party se rvice that 

rhere are no plans , usi ng currently available technol ogy, t o make 

the network upgrades necessary to provide one party se r vice . U S 

WEST nevertheless requests t hat the Cornmiss1on authorize receipt 

o f universal service suppo rt for hese portions o f its identified 

service a reas :nnce U S WE ST 1s 1n substantial compliance with 

the requiren:.ent hat lt provide he sup rted services throughou 

its serv ice a:ea despite these de minimus excep ions . 

10 U s WE ST prov ides bo Lifeline and Link Up plans o 

el1g1 1? surscnbers . Con inue par 1c1p.-t1on in hese plans is 

dcpenden o n ~he designa ?. on o f S WEST as a n eligible 



:Plec T".".rtun1can ns -:arner .p (".f . ? . § S4 . 401 . A tached are 

the rurrent , app!1caole tantf de 1 .,,1.inq the erms and conditions 

A!sr, a .. arhed as Exhibit 4 1s an : s-.1cr. p . ar.s E.xh1t-1~ ., 

,;~ le:,:iJ~ Pxp :air.rng .. t.e prog:-ams -ha U S WES7 will implement i f 

fundP I and properl/ ad,iinisterea . 

11 'J 3 WE S':' requests cha .. the Commissi on e xpe lte 1 s 

:-ons1deruuon o f th1s Application .,,nd es1gnate U S WEST as an 

Pl1g1hi~ --:csrner ::o later than December 31 , 1 91 . This w1ll 

ollow U S WE.ST t, meet the :.-equ1remen con a1ned in 41 C .F. R. 

54 . 201 ha , e t fec 1ve Janua ry l, 199!:I , only eligible earners 

mes',' receive f.,.ri-erai U 1versal Se rvice support f o r high cost. areas 

anJ lnw 1~--:,.r.1e c\Js oi:te rs i.e. L1 f el1 ne and Link Upl . 

WHEPEFORE O s WES':" reques s tha tne comrn1ss 1on enter 1 s 

Or rt e~i a rng U s WEST as an eligible telecom.,mni.cations 

car:-1e r :.11.':!er 4- u.s .c . §214 2 te rece ive Uni ver sa l Service 

S'.lJli rt 1s-:: r1 tiu .. P1 pursuant- to Par · 3u and Par 69 of Title 41 

':'I ~ :he ,- ,oe ,., ~ F.,.d;,.ra l ?.,.gu at ions and subpar s D and E o f Pa rt 

54 ! 1. le 4- !or 1 s se r vi ce areos. 

Dated his 10 h ay o f Octo er , 19 1 . 

By : 
Heas ton 

Senio r A o rney 
U S WEST Commun1ca ions , Inc . 
1801 Cali!ornia Scree 
Suite 5100 
Denver , CO 80202 
Telephone : {303) 612 - 28 10 
Facsimile : 1303) 295-0769 

Thomas J . Well: 
Tamara Wi.l k 
Boyce Mu rph y Mc Dowell & Greenfield 
101 N. Ph illi p s Ave . ! 600 
S1.oux Falls . SD 51 111 - 5015 
Telephone: (605) 336- 2424 
Facs1m1le : { 051 34-0 618 



EXHIBIT I 



ExchHft• 
Aberdeen 
Artlngton 
Belle Fourche 
Camon 
Cavour 
Chambertaln 
Colman 
Deadwood 
O.Smat 
Elk Point 
Flandreau 
Fl PJerre 
Harrtabu111 
Hill CIIY 
Huron 
lroauola 
Lalr.e Preston 
L<Md 
Madlscin 
Mll>Ank 

MOie, 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Raoid Cttv 
Redlleld 
SloUJt.Falll 
SisMIDn 
SONlftsh 
Stu1111& 
T• · 
VennHllon 
Valaa 
Watertown 
Wh1111Woad 
Ycnlddn 
Total 

South Dllkola 
U S 'WEST 

ElCCHANQES 
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NEXT 

DOCUMENT (S) 

BEST IMAGE 

POSSIBLE 
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EXHIBIT 3 



US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

State of South Dakota 
Issued: 6-16-97 

E:s:chanrr and :Sel"tl'ork 
Senlces Tt.riff 

5. D:CBANCE SEllVlCES 

5.Z LOCAL EltCHA.'<GE SERVICE (Cont'd) 

5.2.6 LoW•INCO>IE TllEPHO)(E Ass!STA.'l:K PaOGRA.'IU 

A. South OlloLI T clcphooe Assistance Plan 

1. Description 

SECTIONS 
Page 66 

Release 2 
Effective: 6-1 -97 

The Telephone Assistanc:c Plan provide fo1 a credit against the RCUl'ring monthly 
rate for the provision of locaJ residential service for ccnain low-income 
customers 

2. Application 

a The Tclcpbonc AnUWlce Plan credit Is only avail•blc to ~stome:n wbo are 
presently participating in the Food St.lmp andlor Enct&Y AssiJt.anee Prosram and 
arc 60 years of aec or oldu. 

t- . The Company will assure cli~bility through verification by the state agency 
clwgcd with the duty of ldminiJ!mng lhe p:osnzn,. 

c . The monthly c~dit will be an amount equal to tbe Interstate Eod User Charge. 
The credit s.hall apply to lbc following Local Exchange Service: 

Residence C>Dc-Parry Fw Rile Service 

Residence Doe-Party Local Mcuured Service 

Rcudenc:e Multiparty flat Rate Service 

• Hourly U,agc Package Service 
(D ) 

(D) 



US WEST CO:\IMUNICATIONS, INC. 

Sw, of South Dalco!A 
luuat 11-s-93 

Esclwtpud­
s.r,;.,.,yarttr 

s. ExCHA.~CE SmVJca 

5.l LOCAL EXCHANGE Sm VICE 
5,:1.6 L0"'•1NCOMI: TELUIIOl'E ASSIITANCE PaOCIIAMS 

A. South Duoca Tekphone AsaisWICC Plan (Cao(d) 

3. Tams and Oxididons 

SECTION 5 
Page 67 

Rcle&sc I 
Effective: 12-5-93 

a. The Tclcpboac A11i1W1Ce Plan cmli1 will bcpn wilh the flnl billinl dale 1flu 

~ ~~bl~,:'/6.;ta =;".:.=r~ualify for bcncl!IS or when new 

b. Non.rec:urrin& cbu-p, lhall not apply co cnablish this program oo cxiltin& 
service. 

c. This cmli1 sholl apply only 10 a..,_,, prindpal ...idenc:e tine. 

4. FWlding 

This proaram shall be fu.ndod throu&h a sun:WJc on ruidtDCe &ad business 
IIC<CIS lines. 

5. lwos 

MOlffllLY 
USOC CUDITjl] 

ASGSX $3.50 

[I] Tbit......, wll bc reviJed u, equal !ht l.aanwo Eocl User Cll&rJO. Wilb FCC 
approval, the fnlllnWI: End Utcr Clwp will alto be cn,diled for cuslOalffl 
panicipaling in the plan (VSOC ASGFX). 



t: S WEST COM'l',!UNlCATIONS, INC. 

St.ate or South Dakota 
Issued: 11-5-93 

Eulwlp and N­
StnictS Tartff 

5. EXCHANGE 5£&VICl:S 

5.2 LOCAL EXCH,\llriCE SUVICE 

SECTION 5 
Pace 68 

Release 1 
Effective: 12-5-93 

5.1.6 LOW-INCOMETELEPHO!<E ASSIST"1<CE PaOGIIAMS (Cont'd) 

8 . Link-Up America 

South Dakota residents who art: m:eivl.ns (ocxl swnp1 or home energy assistance 

~~.m~c:~s:c i~~°fo~h1~fa~.a~c=:~S~ ~)';J t:~oo 
will be applied to acca, line ICrvicc and equipment dwJes u, connect SCl'V\CC. u a 
new address . This discount ipplics only oa a single line at the principal plact: of 
residence for the applicant. 

The followiDJ; cligibiliry criteria will apply: 

• Apphcant must have lived II an address where there bu been no telephone 
service for II least IJiro< months immedlat.iy prior 10 die d&le !hat assi>taocc is 
Rquest:ed. 

• Applicant must no< have received Link-Up America wistaDCc within the lut 
!WO years. 

• Applicant mun not be a dq,ende.ot for federal inc:omt tu purposes, unless be or 
she is men dwa 60 yan of ace. 

• Applicant muse be puticipadng in the food sump program or the home enerey 
assisl&DOC prognm. 



EXHIBIT4 



A!JI•• 1.:- • 

, .. 
:, . --: r:-_.1".. ·- :•·'ll! L!',l d,,. ,. ; ·,.;::::::r 

:,;:e.;'.'J· l;,]: lr,,: ';:, !H"rv, t•S 11, s, c1•h td O: Ol<t -

·,-.,E:. •y :r,•:.~.; ::•.!rs : .. !P., ... , ar:-i L:nk: Up plans 1n Sot..U•, 
"u •. J . ':'h ,.,, f,I'.: ·;. •• l L"" r"'' llfH•,1 "'lter.•1ve 1-1- 8 so t.hdt. th<.:! 
:.: !,· .~:-.... .i:.:l :.;; • ··f- se r·1. ~~s :rt:'""" ~he c : ;"Crld J! the fe e : al 
- :r:-;:1.·1·: ,r. ,...,:-~ ... 1ss, ns ' plan per ,n CFR 5 4 . 400 LO 54 . 41 7 , 
tt ,:, j,>1 1;.;: ::;1•• :...;r.J J.O'! lS 1·111 lah!f> . 

:, : : .... :-.c 
. 5 :-Jr:~: ~ . .:i!I ..;..ia •• !.y.nq c~s: :-.r•rs pa: · 1c1p<1t1ng 1n our cu rrent 

' '• · .·• 

E.::ec· :v<'> ·..1nu,,1y .. 1 .. c.~ , the cu1rt:=nl t.1f,~l1n~ plan will be 
n L: .•'l -l~ ;_p,•p,~5;i,r;· · n ~.,s t· 10 ;he to iowtnq plan : 

• ;, "!l..d •• :·y1n_ ar,pLcant. :-;usl be low-income consumer who 1s a 
So:..i · h :,a ;.; .-. •a res1 en -- , the head of a household , and who is 
c.1,pr,le tv :cce1·.•1:: food st.amps , aid t.o famil1<>s wi h depcnden 
rh:.;irer .. tue , dSS!star.ce , and/ot med1ca1d benefit.s . 

• !.1fel1ni? service 1.nclu es voice rade access t.o the public 
s w1 · ched n\~uork , locdl usage , dual t one mull1-frequency 
s1gna 1ng o r 1t.s f•mct1onal equivalen , single-part.y service , 
acc-,.ss to err.e:--gency services , access o operator services , access 
·.o 1nt.erexchange service , access :..o di rec ory assistance , a nd 
oll lock.inr; o r control . 

• The SJ . SO federal Subscribe r Line Chdrge will be recove r ed by 
ccn•ritu •1 or:~ :t ---~ ·he fe ·e ra l jurisd1c:..1.or: . 

• Ar; ,10•:Ht-onu . Si. . 75 c redit w1ll be provided f o r he 1nt.rastate 
r r · -~•1 : · he 11".:.nt.hly · ill and reimbursed by :.he federal 

.Jr :~.:i.c1...o.-: . 

• S3 . !")0 ? ! s:.a ~~ s~ppoc will be pro-.· 1ed 1n order t.O obt.a1n 
s: . .. , Ot 1edPta. l"cltChlng supporL , thereoy provi 1ng a tot.al 
!t.•:t~n. ·rcJ . • ! $1 . 00 tot.he mon hly bill . 

" ':' 11 b:o~king r cont.. r ol will be o(fere to all qualifying 
, w-1ncc.~<'> c, :.sum<>rs dt the ti~E:' such consumers subscribe to 
!..1! 0 llne se:--,:1ce . 



• ~: serv1ci: :hpos~ · ·,nll be reTJire 1 1 :he qual1ty1ng low­
. nr.ome consur-.e!' elec:..s t.ol l blorf.lnq unless t.he consumer 
J •herw. se v1olut.es the toll bl 1c k ing c1~1rcerr.ent . 

• :1 ~1 !el 1ne service will be disco1,nected foe non-payment o f 
1 11 cr.arqes ·Jnless a ,..,a2ver 1s g ran ted by th~ South Dako ta 
Put)l~c L' ' 1lit.1es cow~-i1ssion) . 

• ';ht. cl'/dilclOllity O! t.he L1[el1r.e se rv ice , and ttS p!'tr.e , will 
be aJvert.1sed ustn-J media of general di s t.ri ut1on . 

Ef!c-~ · :v•• ianua ry 1 , 1.:.Q9 , the curre:1 t. Lln~ Up p lan will be 
1~11cd as r,,--~'55Jry t.o rrysclt. 1~ :he t oll wi ng plan : 

• ;., qua l 1fy 11,J appl~cant. must be a low-income con su:ner who is a 
;;o,rh Oa koi.ca : es1dcnt. , o heod o f c1 household , and wl-.o 1s el1 ible 

r ,;e1vc ! od st.amps , aid to fam il 1es wi h epend<'n c hildren , 
!uel aSSlS ance , c1nd/or med1caid bene(its . 

• ;.. 1,uallfyin cus t. o rr.e r will recei ve ,1 501- d iscount , up to 
.$3O . 'JC , ,>n connect.ion charges to est.ablish servi c e at the 
cu~nomecs pdnc1pal place of residence . 

• A qualifying customer will be granted a deferred schedule for 
payirent o f he c harges assessed for commencing service , for which 
the cus ome r oes not pay in ecest. The in erest charges not 
.isse:.sed shall be f o r connection charges up to $200 that are 
de ferred f or a peri od not. to exceed o ne year. Cha rges assessed 
!or cott.menc1nq service are those that arc customarily assessed to 
connec t subscribers to the nctwo d: , but they d o no t include any 
permissiblP security deposit requ i rements . 

• A quc1l1fy1ng c ustor.er will be all owed LO receive the benefit 
o f he Link Up plan for a second o r subsequen time o nly for a 
pr1nc1pal place of :·es1dence w1t.h ar. address d!fferen from the 
residence address a:. which the Lin k Up assistance was p r o vided 
previously , unless earl 1er d isconnect ion of service at the same 
residence address was f o r financial reasons . 

• ':he ..i'l i&i~abil.t:,' f ~he :..ink Up se rvi ce , and p r ice , will be 
dd•1e1t.1sed \.Sin<l ~ed1a of general d1st.r1bu 10n . 



Cl:RTI FICA TE OF Sf.RVICf. 

Thl' under 1gned cemfics that on 1h1s 9t h d11y (lfOc1ober. 1997. an ong1nal and 1en ( 10) 

copies of the fo regoing APPLICATION OF US WEST COMMUN ICATIONS. INC. FO R 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELI GI BLE TE L.ECO '.\I MUN ICATIONS CA RRI ER UN DER 47 
l l.S.C. §214([)(2) of S WEST Commumcauons. Inc \\ a5 sent , ,.a o,ernight mail to the 

follm, mg 

Mr W,1ham Bullard 
Exccutwc D1rcctor 
South 011ko1a l1ubhc U1ihtics Comn11ss11m 
State of South Oakoia 
500 East Capitol 
Pierre. Soulh ()akola 57t.i01 

;, ✓ 1 
US WEST C'ommunications. Inc 

./ 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMM ISSION 
m · THESTATEOFSO TH DAKOTA 

INTHEMAlTEROt-· THEAPPLICATION I 
OF US WEST COMMUNICATIONS. INC. ) 

u 

FOR DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUN ICATIONS CA RRIER U 
47 u.s.c. §214(EH21 

I 
DER) 

) 

Dorktl No. TC97- l6l 

AMENDMENT JO APPI.ICATIQN 
OF lJ S WEST COMMlJN l('ATIQNS, INC. 

RECE/V D 

S WEST Communica11ons. Inc hereby files 1h1s Amendment 10 its Application fo r 

Oes1gna11on as an Ehg1blc Telecommunica1ions Carrier Under 47 USC §2 14(E)(2) as follows 

Due to an madveneni omission. 1hrct exchanges were omiued from the listing of 

exchanges ar,pcanng o n Exhibit I anachcd 10 the Application The follO\,i ng South Dakota 

U S WEST Exchanges should be included on and co nsidert'd a pan of Exhibit I 

Timber Lake 

McIntosh 

Da1ed thi s 7th day of November, 1997 

Respectfully submiued. 

Bysw~~loc 

William r Heaston <s 
Senior Auomey 
1801 California Street, Sui1c .5 100 
Denver. CO 80202 
Telephone. (303) 672-28 10 
Facsimile (J O) ) 29.5..0769 



Thomas J Welk, Esq 
Tamara;\ \Vilka. Esq 
Boyce, Murphy. McDowell & Greenfield. LL P 
IOI N Phillips Ave 11600 
r O Box 50 1~ 
Sioux Falls. SD 57117-5015 
Telephone (605) 336-2424 
Facsimile {605) 334-06 18 



CERTIFICATE OF Sf.RV ICE 

The unders1gntd ccmfies 1ha1 on this 7th day of 'ovember, 1997, a copy of 1he foregoing 
AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION OF US WEST COMMUNICATIONS. INC. was filed 
,ia facsimile 10 

Mr William Bullard, Jr • facsimile 605 771-3809 
South Dakoia Pubhc U1ili1ics Commission 
SOO Eas1 Capitol Avenue 
Pierre. SD 57501 

and an original and 1en ( I 0) copies were sent via overnight delivery to the same address 

U S WEST Communications. Inc 

__ :::z-'--4"~~· 



~ U5 WE5T ..... -~····""""""' ~ 
• I n"''" - , .. ,cuu o111 , n South D~ko 
0 ~ 



BO YCE, MURPHY, McDOWELL & GREENFIELD, L.L.P. 

= ~.:::. 
U.,..,j\-

';:!:t1c--,_, ... 
1-..,~ ·-·­o...i..11wl 
-.i i ......... 

~!,.~ -·-f.=::!.~ 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

No.-.·tst V n1tr. Suuc• 600 
101 Nonh 11h11lipt An•nut 

Sioux F•lls. Sou1 h Dikou S7104 
P.O. Box 5015 

Sioux Fll!), South Dlkou 5711 7-SO IS 

Tcltphorw605Jl6-HH 
f•lirnik 605JJ4-0611 

December 11. I 997 
YIA Et\C51MU E · 77J.Jscw 

Mr. William Bullard. Jr. 
E:u.-cuti\'C Dircc1or 
Sou1h Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
S00 East Capitol 
Pierre. SD 57501 

OfC-,,wl 
John A Md><-• ·rU 

JW. llo)ff(IU .. l'I~) 
JohnS.J.1,uphy( l91 .. I~ 

FAX Received DE;C ll 1997 

RECEIVED 

DEC I\ 1997 
sou r,., 0,. _ 
unimEs [~',f'- Pusuc 

1l'i l~SION 

Re: In the Matter of the Filings for Dcsigna1ion as Eligible Telecommunications Carrier by U S 
West Communications. Inc .. Dockcl No. TC97• 163 
Our File No. 2104-97- I 63 

Dear Mr. Bull~rd: 

Please find enclosed for filing a copy of the AOida\'it of Jon Lehner. 111is is being filt..-d via facsi mile 
1oday and the original and ten ( 10) copies of the Affida\'it are being mailed 1oday. 

TAW/,:ij 
Enc losure 
cc: William P. Measton 

Jon Lehner 

Sincerely yours. 

BOYCE. M RPIW. McDOWELi. & 
GREENFIELD. L.L.P. 

/ 
',,,___/,.A./.~ ./ .,,._,.., 

Tamara A. Wi lka 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 1997 
Of THE STATE Of SOUT!I DAKOTA SOil •TA PUBLIC 

______________________ ..:.U.:..T'..,_. __ -'-'., ,1 ,ss10N 

I THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS FOR 
DESIGNATION AS ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER BY 
US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

I. Jon L1.·hncr. being first duly sworn. Slah.: : 

No. 97-1 63 

AFFIDAVIT OF JON LEHNER 

I. I am Din.--clor or Regulatory Afl'airs for U S WEST Communications. Inc. ("US 

WEST") in South Dakota. and my husinl'SS address is 125 S. Dakota Avenue. Room 8 FLR. 

Sioux Falls. South Dakota 57 1~. 

2. The purpose orthis Anidavit is to supplement my earlier affidavit dated December 

I. 1997. 

3. Attached as Exhibit A is a chan I had prepared in consultation witb US WEST 

faci lity cnginct-rs "hich identifies 48 US WEST multi-puny customers who ore not included 

in lJ S WESTs plans to con\'cn multi-pany customers to one pany service as a r\.-suh of the 

cxccptionall) high cost of upgrading service to these customers. 

4. In response to the Commissioncn;' quest ion as to why these remaining multi-pany 

upgradi..-s arc so expensive. in almost all ca.1;1..-s. the customers arc located a long distance from 

our serving s,, itch and focililics arc not ava ilable to provide single pany service. In order 

10 provide the cable pair.i n1.-c1.-ssal)' to upgrade lhi...-sc customers. severnl miles of cable need 

to be rcplacc:.-d and. in most cas<..-s. dcc1ronic pair gain sys1cms also need 10 be added. Current 

average costs from our outside plant engineering group indicate an average mile of cable 



facilit i1..-s costs in 1hi: range of SI 7.000 to Sl9.000. Adding the cost of the digital electronic 

pair gain system mcans dual cven a relatively shon replacement facilily likely \\ill cost over 

SI00.000. The c.-stimalcd avcrngc cost to upgradL" these remaining cus1omL"rs is ~S.000 per 

customer. 

5. Ahhoug.h prc\iously I testi fied there were 52 multi-pany cuslomcrs on thi s list. 

thc updatcd number 1tlday is 4K. 

6. Four cus1om-.·rs lcx:att-d in 1hc Belle Fourche wire center aclUally reside in 

~~ 
/ Jon Lehner 

Subscnbc."d and s"om to bclon: me on this // .JI- day of Dt-ccmhcr. 1997 

Wyoming 

_:,.,,,/,4 ./ Mlit. 
otary Public. - StmC of South Dakota 

M )' Cornmic-.s:on Expires: 7 If·.,.. 1 I:_ 



IIIGH COST MULTI-PARTY CUSTOMERS H WIRE CENTER NAME TELEPHONE NO. ADDRESS SERVING TERM INAL 
ABERDEEN Dick & Occkv McNeil 605-225-2481 14286 381st A,•c. S9E5 

Earl & Dick McNeil 605-225-7824 14282 39 1st Ave. S9E5 

ARLINGTON John Rumolc 605-983-5557 140 S. Lake Or. Nl4EI 
Richard Strait 605-983-5078 158 S. Lake Dr. Nl4EI 

BELLE FOURCIIE J:uucs Schmidt 605-892-3487 AIIN1408-IICR 64 N8E2 
Lro Cral!o 307-896-3247 4252 State I lwv 24 RL 1-D1 11-8 
Rick Urcnl!lt 307-896-3108 335 Oak Creek Road RLlll41 -3 
Maurice M. Hanify 605-892-4400 AIIN2801 -IIC 69 N8E2 
Jcrry Cr.,:o 307-896-3185 4252 Slate llwy 24 RL 1-D1 11-8 
Darin Novcc )07-896-2503 345 Oak C~ck Road RL 2J4 1-J 

• 307 arc \\I ·omme customers scr\'cd out of Sou1h Dakota 

DESMET John Smith, Jr. 605-854-3558 43627 209"' St. S2E4 
Cecil Larsen 605-854-3265 21879431 11 Ave. Sl2EI 
Allan Larson 605-854-3108 21880431" Ave. Sl2EI 
Jacouclinc Lee 605-854-3 190 43703 210" St S2E4 

II URON Girl Scout l.0<.h:c 605-352-5694 40!08 2161" $1. S8E2 
Bob Mallkc 605-352-9727 4I056 2 161

ft St. S8E2 
Flo ·d Wheeler 605-352-5809 AII NI076-RR 5 S6W I 
Kav Barton 605-353-1668 RR 2, Box 251 N4E3 
Donald Barlun 605-352-55 17 AII N9883-RR 2 N4El 

LAKl! PRESTON Ed Wilkinson 605,847-4;68 44268 198"" SL 62- 1 

MADISON Joe McAllister 605-256-JJ I 3 AIIN6347-RR 2, Box 98 S6E6 

Serving 1enn111al is 1hc lenninal this cuslomcr would be served out or. S9ES would be 9 mil:s sou1h and S miles easl or lhe central office. 
Not all serving terminal loca1ior.s arc available. 



IIIG II COST MULTI-PARTY CUSTOMERS 

WIRE CENTER NAME TELEPHONE NO. ADDRESS SERVING TERMINAL 
MILBANK Leslie Peters 605-432-6059 AIIN22532-RR 2. Box 70A N8W3 

Gerald Peters 605-432-6251 AIIN22531 -RR 2. Box 173 N8W3 

MITCIJELL Robinson I louse Muvin2 605-996-8793 40595 248- St. N5W2 
Mark Robinson 605-996-9392 RR I. Box 270 N5W2 

PIERRE Tobv Putzier 605-224-2227 20289 302nd Ave. 142-1 
Jeff Putzier 605-224-6078 20277 302nd Ave. 142- 1 

SPEARFISH Lonnie I lumbrach1 605-642-783 I AHN I Iron Creek Lake S9W7 
Gilbert Bruns 605-642-1988 r. o. Box 272 .. 

STURGIS Fred Jorcnscn 605-347-3192 AIIN9-I-IC 75, Box J IO S8E9 
knv & Kim Jorcnscn 605-347-3797 AHN28131 -HC 75, 80:it 310 S8E9 

VOLGA James Meyer 605-627-9231 46272 298" St. N5WI 
Kcnnclh E. Mcvcr 605-(,27-9 159 46270 208" s,. N5WI 
Janet Clann 605-627-5274 2 1259462,.. Ave. S2W2 
Rolltn & Bc1h Ciano 605-627-9909 21257 462'"' Ave. S2W2 

Scl'\'ing lcnninal is the lcnmnal th is customer would be served out u(. S9ES would be 9 miles south and S r.,iles cast of the central office. 
Not all serving 1crminal locolions arc ava ilable. 



HIGH COST MULTI-PARTY CUSTOMERS 

WIR E CENTER NAME TELEPHONE NO. ADDR ESS SERVING TERMINAL 
WATERTOWN William Undncr 605-886-8741 46 164 170" S1. N2E8 

Marlin Tac-ckcr 605-882-111 4 45943 169"' St. NJE6 
[ dward J. Undncr 605-886-6798 46 164 170"' St. N2E8 
Gene JonKclin~ 605-886-9 105 4477 1 168- Ave. N5W8 
Kevi n llalvcrson 605-882-1501 45943 169" S1. NJE6 
Mrs. Albert MaaR 605-882-4794 1608 1 454UI Ave. N l2WI 
Paul R. Flcmmin • 605-886-6710 i\ llNI 1210-RR 2 N I0WI 
famciGabcrt 605-886-9408 25 13 Sioux Conifer Rood NJ W2 
Paul C. Oclow 605-886-4920 243) Sioux Conifer Road N) W2 
Gary JonKclint,t 605-886-72 19 44 769 I 68111 St. N5 W8 
Michael Ma:u.! 605-886-8 106 16081 454'" A\'C. Nl2WI 

YANKTON Robert Vavra 605-665-5265 3047) 439"' Ave. N7W2 
Mrs. Joe A. Vavra 605-665-7987 907 Dakota St. N5WI 

Serving lcnnmal is lhc lcmunal tins customer would be served out of. S9ES would be 9 miles south and S nulcs cast of the central office. 
Not all scrvmg lcnmnal loca11ons arc 11va1lablc. 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY U S 
WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 
ORDER AND NOTICE OF 

ENTRY OF ORDER 
TC97-163 

On Odobe< 10, 1997, the Public Ut1ht1es Comm,ss,on (Commission) received a request ror 
designal!On as an ehgt~ telecommunications earner (ETC) from US WEST Commumcations, Inc. 
(U S WEST) U S WEST requested designat10n as an eligible telecommunications carrier for all 
areas in whieh ,1 1s authOnzed to provide service in South Dakota 

The Commission electromcally transm111ed nohce of the fil ing and the 1nlef'\lention deadline 
10 tnll!rested 1ndividLals and ent1t1es. No person or entity filod to intervene By order dated 
November 7, 1997, the Comm,ss10n set the heanng for 1t11s matter for 1.30 pm. on November 19, 
1997. in Room 412, State Cap,tol . Pierre, South Dakota 

The heanng was held as scheduled At its December 12. 1997, meeting, !he Commission 
granted ETC designation 10 US WEST, granted waivers for the prov1sionmg of toll control and single 
party service, and des1gna1ed each of tts exchanges as a separate service area. 

Based on the evidence of re<:ord. the Comm1sst0n enters the following F1nd1ngs of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

On October 10, 1997, the Comm1ss1on received a requesl fordesignalion as an ETC from 
U S WEST U S WEST requested des,gnation as an ETC Within the following local exchange areas: 
Aberdeen, Ar1,ng1on; Belle Fourche, can1on: cavour; Chamberlain; Colman; Deadwood; OeSmet: 
Elk Point; Flandreau; Fort Pierre. Hanisblxg: Hil City: Huron; Iroquois; Lake Preston; Lead; Madison; 
McIntosh: Milbank, Miller; M1tehell, Morristown; Pierre; Rapid City; Redf.eld; Sioux Falls; Sisseton; 
Spearfish , S1urg:s; Tea, Timber Lake; Vermillion, Volga; Water1own: Whitewood; and Yankton. 
Exh1bi1s 1 and 2 

Pursuanl to 47 USC § 21 4(e)(2). lhe Commission is required to designate a common 
camer Iha! mee,s lhe requirements of see11on 214(e)(1} as an ETC for a service area designated 
by the Commission 

Ill 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C § 214(e){1), a common carrier that 1s designated as an ETC is eligible 
to receive 1..rwersal seMCe support and shaH, throughout its service area, offer the services that are 
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities or a 
combine.lion of its own facilities and resale of another carrier's services. The carrier mus1 also 
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for lhe services using media of general 
d1stnbution 



IV 

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services Of 

fund.ionalities as thOse supported by federal universal serv'ce support mechanisms: (1) voice grade 
access to the pubk switched network.: (2) local usage; (3) dual lone muttt- frequency signaling or its 
fund.Iona! equal ; (4) single party service or its functional equivalent: (5) access to emergency 
services; (6) access to operator servtees: (7) access to interexchange service: (8) access to 
directory assistance; and (9) toll limitation for qualifying low.income consumers 47 C.F.R. § 
54.101(a). 

V 

As part of rts obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required lo make available Lifeline and Link 
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R § 54,405; 47 C.F.R. § 54 411 . 

VI 

U S WEST offers vo+ce grade access lo the public swi1ched netwoo: to all consumers 
throughout rts loca, exchanges service areas. Tr. at 70 

VII 

U S WEST offers k>cal exchange service including an amount of k>eal usage free of per 
mInU1e charges 10 all consumers throughout its local exchange service areas. Tr. at 71 . 

VIII 

U S WEST offers dual tone mult.,.frequency signaling to all consumers throughout its local 
exchange service areas l.d: 

IX 

As of October 31 , 1997. US WEST offers single party service to aJI but 612 consumers 
throughout ,ts local e.'tchange service areas. Tr. at 67. US WEST requested a waiver of the 
requirement to provide single party service to all but 48 of those OJstomers until June 30, 1998. 
Late-filed aff"MSavrt dated December 1, 1997; late.filed affidavit dated December 11 , 1997. US 
WEST requested a waiver of the requirement to provide single party service to the remaining ◄8 
customers unlil December 31 , 1999 . .l.d: US WEST stated thllt most of the ◄8 OJstomers are 
located • long aistanc:e from the serving switch and facilities are not available to provide single party 
service. Lala-filed affldavrt dated December 11 , 1997. US WEST eslimated the average cost to 
upgrade the remaining OJS!omers is $45,000 per OJstomer. jd. 

X 

U S WEST offers access to emergency services to all consumers throughout its local 
exchange service areas. Tr at 71 . 

XI 

U S WEST offers access to operator services to all consumers throughout its k>cal exchange 
serv,ce areas ts,. 



XII 

U S WEST offers access to interexchange services to all consumers throughout its local 
exchange service areas. ld. 

XIII 

U S WEST offers access 10 directory assistance to all consumers throughout its local 
exchange service areas {d. 

XIV 

One of the services reqU11ed lo be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers 
is toll limitation. ◄7 C.F.R. § 54.101(a){9). Toll limitation consists of both toll bk>cking and toll 
control. 47 C.F.R. § 54.400(d). Toll controf is a service that allows consumers to specify a certain 
amount of tol usage that may be incurred per month Of per baling cycle. 47 C.F.R. § 54.400(c). Toll 
btodling is a service that lets consumers elect not to allow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47 
C.F.R. § 54.<00(b). 

xv 

U S WEST offers toll bk>dung to all c:onsumers throughout its local exchange service areas. 
Exhibit 1 

XVI 

U S WEST does not wrrently offer toll control. lsf. 

XVII 

Wrth respect to the obligation to advertise the ava"8bility of services supported by the federal 
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general 
distribution, U S WEST stated that i1 advertises the availability of its local exchange services in 
media of general distribution throughout its local exchange service areas. Id. 

XIII 

U S \'VEST currently offen Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in all of its local exchange 
service areas. Id. 

XIX 

The Commission finds that U S WEST currentty provides and will continue to provide the 
folk>wing servtees or functionalities throughout its loeat exchange service areas: (1) vOtCe grade 
acc.ess to the public switched netwofk; (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multt- frequency stgnaling; (4} 
single-party service to all but 612 customers; (5) access lo emergency services; (6) access to 
operator services; (7) access lo interexchange service: (8) a<:cess to diredory assistance; and (9) 
toll blocking f0< qualifying low-Income consumers. 

xx 

The Commission finds that pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(c) it wil grant US WEST a waiver 
of the requirement to offer single party service for all bul 48 of lhe remaining 612 multt-party 
customers until June 30, 1998. The Commission further finds that it will grant US WEST a waiver 
of the requrenient to pnMde single party service for the remaining 48 custoniers until November 1, 



1998. The Commission finds Iha! exceptional d rcums1ances prevent US WEST from meeting the 
single party service requirement and will allow the waivers 

xx, 

The Commission rinds that pursuant 10 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(c) it Wl8 grant US WEST a waiver 
of the reqwrement to offer tol ~ services until December 31 , 1998. The Commission finds that 
exceptional cm::umstances prevent U S WEST from providing loll conlrol at this time. 

XXII 

The Commission finds that U S WEST intends to provide Lifeline and link Up programs to 
qualifylng customers throughout its local exchange service areas consistent with state and federal 
rules and orders. 

XXUI 

The Comffll.ssion finds that U S WEST shalt advertise the availability of the servkeJ: 
supported by the 1ederal universal service support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout 
its local exchange service areas using media of general distribution once each year. The 
Commiss10n further finds that if the rate for any of the services supported by the federal universal 
service support mechanism changes. the new rate must be advertised using media of general 
d1stnbuti':>n 

XXIV 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e){5), the Commission must establish service areas for the 
purpose of detenmmng universal service obfigations and support mechanisms. U S WEST 
requested that the Commission designate each of U S WESrs exchanges as a separate service 
8f'UI Tho Commssion finds this to be reasonable and thus designates each of U S WESrs current 
cxchange;s listed in Finding of Faa I as a separate service area. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commission hasjurisdidion over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26, 49-31 , 
and 47 U.S C. § 214 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designate a common 
carrier lhil meuts the requiremenls of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated 
by the Commission. 

Ill 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(1). a convnon camerthat is designated as an ETC is e!igible 
to receive universal service support and shaA, throughout its service area, offer the services tha1 are 
supported by federdl universal service support mechanisms either using its own facilities 0< a 
combination of hs own facilities and resale of another carrier's services. The carrier must also 
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general 
distnbution. 



IV 

The FCC has designaled !he following services or lunc11onahties as those supported by 
federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) \J1ce grade access to the pubhc switched 
network; (2) local usage; (3) dual lone mulli-frequency signaling or its funct ional equal: (4) single 
party service or its func110nal equivalent : (5) access to emergency services; (6) access to operator 
services: (7) access to inlerexchange service: (8) access to directory assistance: and (9) toll 
llm11a11on for quahfymg low-income consumers. 47 C F.R § 54 .101 (a). 

V 

As pan of rts obligations as an ETC, an ETC ,s requ1red to make available lifeline and Link 
Up services to qualifymg low-income consumers. 47 C F.R § 54.405; 47 C.F.R. § 54.411 . 

VI 

US WEST has met the requiremen1s of 47 C F.R. § 54 101(a) wrth the exceptton of the 
abilrty to otter loll control and the ability to offer single par1y service 10 au of 11s customers. Pursuanl 
10 47 C F.R § 54.101(c), !he Commssion concludes that US WEST has demonstraled exceptional 
on::ums1ances that jusllfy granling it a waiver of the requirement to offer loll control until December 
31 , 1998. The Commission fur1her concludes Iha! US W EST has demonstrated exceptional 
an;umstances that justify granting it a waiver of the requirement to offer single party service for all 
bul 48 of the 612 mul11-party customers unlil June 30. 1998. with the remaining 48 customers 
receiving a waiver unltl November 1, 1998. 

VII 

U S WEST shall provtde lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying customers lhroughoul 
its serv1ce a,ea consistent with state and federal rules and orders. 

VIII 

U S WEST shall adven,se the availability of the services suppor1ed by the federal universal 
service support mechamsm and the charges therefor using media of general distribution once each 
year. If the rate for any of the services suppor1ed by 1he federal universal service support 
mechanism changes. the new rate shall be adver1ised using media of general distribulion. 

IX 

Pursuant to 47 USC § 214(e)(5). the Commission designates each of US WESrs 38 
exchanges as llsted in Fmd1ng ol Fact 1 as separate service areas 

The: Comm1sSK>n des1gna1es US WEST as an eligible telecommunications camer for each 
of ,ts service areas 

It 1s therefore 

ORDERED. lhat each of U S WESrs 38 exchanges as listed in Finding of Fact I are 
des,gnated as separate service areas. and ii 1s 



FURTHER ORDERED, that U S WEST Shall be granted a waiver of the requirement lo offer 
single party service to all but 48 of the 612 mult,-pany customers until June 30, 1998, with the 
remaining 48 customers recef\11ng a waiver unhl Nove ,1ber 1, 1998; and 1t 1s 

FURTHER ORDERED, that U S WEST shal be granted a wawer of the requirement to offer 
1011 control services until December 31 , 1998, and 11 1s 

FURTHER ORDERED. that US WEST shall follow the advertising requirements as listed 
above, and 1t 1s 

FURTHER ORDERED, that U S WEST ,s designated as an eligible telecommunieahons 
earner for each of its service areas 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duty entered on lhe ~day of December, 
997 Pursuan· to SOCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effect 10 days after the date of receipt or 

failure to accept delivery of the decision by the parties 

Dated at Pierre , South Dakota, this ..L..2!!:day of December, 1997 

CutTIFICATfOf SUMCf 



USWEST, .. . 
•101c.ito,<,.lilll.«St,,h ,100 ---­XDUN'tt.1 
"-XD~10i!lt 

Wlllam P. He,11tofl 

Via Overmgh1 Delivery 

Mr William Bullard Jr 
Exeamvc D1tc< 1or 

January 7. 1998 

South D11ko111 Public U1ih11e Commi s,on 
500 East Capuol Avenue 
Pierre. SD 57501 

ll.l.WEST 

RECEIVED 

JA 

SOUTH DA .OT A. OU C 
UTILITIES .:.011:,,:__ !-I 

Re In the ~,tatter of the Filing by US WEST Communications. Inc for Designation as 
an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier 

Dear Mr Pullard 

Enclosed fo r filing in the above referenced docket is an original and ten (10) copies of the 
Application for Rcbt1ring submiucd by S WEST Communications 

Please file stamp 1he enclosed ex1ra cop)' of this lcucr and return to me in the enclosed 
self-addressed stamped envelope 



BEFORE TH£ PUBLIC SERVICE CCMi.ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY 
U S WEST Ca+ruNICATIONS, INC . FOR 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECot+ruNICATIONS CARRIER . 

DOCKET NO . TC97-163 

APPLICATION FOR REHEARING 

Pursuant to ARSO 20 : 10:01:30 . 1 , Us WEST Communications , 

Inc . ("U S WEST") applies for a rehearing .in this matter based o n 

an error 1n the record of the initial proceeding . This 

Applicatio n 1s based o n the following facts : 

1. On May 8 , 1997 the FCC issued its universal s ervice 

o rder 1n cc Oocke No . 96-4 5 (FCC 97-157 ) . Paragraph 33 of that 

o rder s a ed ha , "If a s ate commissi on has adop ed a timetable 

by whi c h carriers mus o ffer single-par y service , a carrie r may 

rely upon that previously established timetable and need not 

request another ransit i o n pe riod for federal universa l service 

purposes ." A copy o f hat paragraph is attached as Appendix A. 

2 . In Doc ket No . TC96- 121 , he Commission app r oved a 

stipula ion which include a time a le for single-party service 

to be comp leted by he end o f the year 2000 . That timetable is 

f ound in he January 8 , 1996 o r der at Finding o f Fact XX.VII on 

page . A copy of he o rder is a tached as Appendix B. The 

unjerstanding o f he 2000 year - end 1me ab le was rei tera ed in 

the hea rings 1n Docket No . TC97-01 Page 131 of he transcript 

o f those hearings ls attache as Appendix c . 



3 . During the telephonic hearing y the Com."T1i ss1on in o 

he appl1cation 1n this docket , U s WE ST was asked abou the 

appl 1cab1 l 1 ty o f 1 93 of the rec Repor and Order 1n this docket . 

Responding !or U S WEST he und rsigned stated in error that the 

1 93 was not appl1cable . Also , U s WEST should have relied on 1 93 

1n its appl1ca 10n . !t was error not to do so . 

Acco rdingly, U S WEST respectfully requests that the 

Commission rehear and reconsider F'inding of Fae XX , Conclus i on 

o f Law VI to he e x tent that it addresses single party se r vice , 

and the ruRTl!ER ORDERED provision relat1ve o single party 

serv1ce on page 6 of the December 17 , 1997 o rder i n th is docket 

o allo,.., U S WEST o rely o n the approved timetable as allowed by 

:he FC:.: o r de r. 

Respectfully s bm1 ed this 7 h day of January 1998 . 

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS , INC. 

By: 
Wi 11 iam P . Heaston 
1801 California Street , Suite 5100 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
Telephone : (303) 672 - 2810 
Facsimile : (303) 295- 7069 

Thomas J . Welle 
Tamara A. Willca 
Boyce Murphy McDowell & Greenfield 
101 N. Phi llips Ave., Suite 600 
P. O. Box 50 15 
Sioux Falls , South Dakota 51117 
Telephone : 1605) 336- 2424 
F'acsimile: {605) 33 4- 0618 



VER! rI CATI " N 

STATE: o r COLORA 
CITY ANO co NT'{ o r DENVER 

The undersigned , William P. 
above is true and co rrect to the 
belie f. 

Subscribed and s wo rn before me by W1l11am P. Heaston, 
., th da y o ! ~ .. anuary, 1998 . 

Notary Pub 

My Com.';l.ission e xp i r es : Ma y 8, 2000 . 

the 

his 
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Fl'drral Commucicar_io:..:"'c.....cC_om_;:m,;:i•:..:•io;..:•;_ ____ r_C_C_9_7-_t_57 

c:omm1ss1on finds that "c:xcepuonal circ:wnsuncc:s" ex1St and should not extend beyond the 
umc: th.&1 the st.ate c:omm1ss1on dc:cms necessary to complete octWOrk upgrades. We: conclu.dc 
that U'Us 1s c:ons1stcn1 ,.;th the: intent of s«uon 214(e) bc:c&usc: it will ensure: dw ultimately all 
eligible: u:Jc:c:ommWUc:.ations canic:rs off~ a.II of the services dcsian,atcd (Of univcrsa.l service 
suppon. 

93 . We recogni.zc: Wt some swe commiss.iom alrudy may have mandated sin1le-
pany service: for tclc:c:ornmWUcations service providcn servi.n& tbar jurisdictions. 111 (fa state 
commission tw adopted a timcuble by which W'ric:rs mUSt offer sinalc:-pany service. a 
carrier may rely upon t1w previously csublisbcd timetable IDd need DOI request another 
transition period for fedc:ral universal service purposes. SpccificaJly , where a swc has 
ordered a carrier t0 provide sioalc:-pany service: ,.; thin • specified period pursuant lO • state 
order tlw prc:c:edcs the: rclca.sc:: date: of this Order, the carrier may rely upon the timetable: 
cmblidicd in that order and receive wuvcnal service suppon for the duration of that period. 

D. Uttot of Ullivcna.l Scrvitt Support 

I. Bact,cnnu,d 

94. Sectiaa 254(bXll ,wes dw "(c]Dmumers in ... bisb - areas. sbauld have 
access 10 tclccommu:n.ications and informatioo savic:cs. . .. ••a Tbr Joint Board 
rccoma.=lcd 1lw suppon be provided (I) for desipw,d oavices carried oa • sinal< 
coM«tion to a subscriber's primary rcsidcncc, and (2) for desipwed amc:.'1 carried to 
busir,esscs locar,d in nzral. insular and Dlber bisb - .,_ and widl -oaly linlle 
COMt:ttiOIU. 1u The: Joi.at Board coocludcd t1w sinalt<aaneclioo residences and sinale­
c:onnc:c:tion businc:sscs both require ICCCSS for bealth. safety, IDd employmmt reasons. 111 The 
Joint Bovd found that suppon for a second coonection is not DCCCSSlr)' for a household to 
have "access" lO telc:communicalions IDd i.n!ornwioa xrviees. putlUIDl to section 
254(bX2).'u In additiao, die Joint Board detcnnincd 1lw uaivenal service suppon sbauld not 

'
1

' GTE coramfflO al M n.124. 

111 4.7 u.s.c. i 2.S4.(bX)). 

111 Rrcommmdcd DrcisioG. 12 FCC Red II Ill. Coul.SICOI wnb d,c principk of compmtivt IWUln.lity. ltir 
Joun Bo&td n:fnffd 10 •connections· rathtr thAII -Jinn.· 

'" Rteommrnd~d Drc1$ioa.. I? FCC Red at IH (cm"f MTS Mid WATS Marbl Snctln, J,,leaorond,,,,e 

Op11,1on ONI Order, 101 FCC 2d 1222 (191S)). 

111 Rtcocnmmdcd Drcwoa. 12 FCC R.cd at 132. 

5) 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF US WEST 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO HAVE ITS 
NONCOMPETITIVI: SERVICES REGULATED AS 
PROVIDED FOR IN SDCL §49-31-4.1 

ORDER GRANTING 
APPROVAL OF STIPULATION 

AND AD.l2EllllUM 
TC94-121 

On December 28, 1994, US WEST Communicalions (US WEST) filed wilh the Public 
Utilities Commission (Comm1ss1on) a Pe!ilion Pursuant to SDCL 49-31 ·4.1 and Anachment A 
entitled Memorandum in Suppol1 of Petition. SOCL 49-31-4. t provides !or public hearings lo 
mvestiga1e mAthods ol price regulation for noncompetitive services. In I1s memorandum. tJ S 
WEST stated the.: it -seeks 10 have all of its noncompetitive servtCes pnce regulated. Thal would 
include resider,tial , business and agribusiness local exchange service, emers '!ncy s~rv,ces. 
switched access services. and any serv•ces which wou\d be covered by the catchall prov1s1on ol 
SOCL 49-31 -1.1(6), or which may be rectassified as nonco~titive pursuant to SDCL 49-31 -3.4 -

On December 29. 1994. the Commission taxed notice ol !he fihng and !he intervention 
deadline ol January 18, 1995. 10 interested individuals and entities. The Commission received 
pe111ions to intervene tram Dakola Cooperative Telecommunications, lnc. (OCT). the South 
Dakota Independent Telephone Coalition. Inc. (SOITC), MCI Telecommunlcations Corporation 
(MCI}, Midco Communications (Midco). LOOS, TeleTech, TCIC, ~irsTel, Tel Serv. AT~T 
Communications of the Midwest. Inc. (AT&T}, and from the followmg South Dakota Radio 
Common Carriers: Pierre Radio Paging & Telephone, Inc., Vantek Communications. Inc., B & L 
Communications, W.1lchell Two Way Radio, Nelson Electronics, Inc., Booker Communica110ns. 
Dako:a Electronics. Rees Communications, A & M Radio, Inc .. Frey's Electronics. and Milbank 
Communicallons (hereinafter referred to as Common Carriers). 

At its regu larly scheduled January 24, 1995, meeting, the Commission considered the 
Petitions to Intervene, the setting of a procedural schedule, and requirement ct a deposit. The 
CorTVTission found that all ct the Petitions to Intervene were timely filed and demonstrated good 
cause for granting intervention. The Commission then directed the Executive Director 10 set a 
procec i ral schedule. The Commission voted to require U S WEST to make a deposit not to 
exceea $75,000 in amounts as directed by the Executive Director. 

Convnssion Staff and u S WEST entered into a Stipulation and Agreement which was filed 
on June 12, 1995. 

A heanng on the Slipulauon was held at 1 ·oo p.m. on Monday. August 14, 1995. in Room 
LCA-1 al the Slate Cap1tol 8u1ld1ng 1n Pierre. Al the heanng. US WEST ,ntroduced a pet111on 
from the South Dakota Independent Telephone Coalition (SOITC). an intervenor ,n 1h1s docke1. 
In which SOITC stated its intention to wuhdraw its intervention In 1h1s docke1. At I1s August 23. 
1995. meeung, the Commission. pursuant 10 AASO 20:10.01 "02.04. gran1ea SDITC's request to 
withdraw 11s intervention. 

On September 19, 1995. at I1s regularly schedulea meeung , tne Comm1~s1on considered 
whether 10 approve the Stipulation. Chairman Stotterahn moved to deler ac1ion regarding the 
SI1pula11on Commssioner Burg made a substitute mouon to reIect the proposed S11pulauon thal 
had been presented 10 the Comm1ss1on by S1att and US WEST. This motion died !or lack al a 
second. Commissioner Schoenfelder then made a substitute motion to reIee1 the proposed 
S11pulat1on and go 10 hearing. That motion died tor lack ol a second. Comm1ss1oner Burg 
seconaed Chairman Stotterahn's ongmal motion 10 defer and a1rec1ed Stalt to prepare service 
quahty standards. Comm1ss1oner Schoenfelder dissented The Commission ordered a 60 day 
time frame !or preparalion al service quality standards. 

On December 18. 1995. StaH and US WEST hied w11h !he Comm1ss1on an Addendum 10 
Ongmal St1pula11on and Agreement. a Stipulation and Agreement As To Service Quality 
Standards wuh attached Exhibit A. and two Slaff Memorandums. On December 27. 1995. al a 
auly no11ccd ad hoc meeting. 1he Comm1ss1on considered whelher to approve the Addendum to 
Ong1nat St1pula11on and Agreement . and the Stipulation and Agreement As To Service Ouahty 
Standards with anached Exhibit A. 

S1att and representatives from U S WEST answered tne Comrnss1on·s questions regarding 
th~ abOYe menuoned documents. Commissioner Burg moved to amend Exh1b11 A to a cap of 25"/o 
tor missed commI1men1s under the Prov1siomng cl Service Standard. U S WES'f would not be 
allowed a second increase. including the 60 cents tor touch tone service. 1I ,1 !ailed 10 mee1 this 
cnterra. This mo1ion died lor lack cl a second. 

Comrnssloner Schoenlelder moved 10 adopt the St1pulat1on and Agreement lited on June 
t2. 1995, subIect to the loUow,ng : 

t .} Adopt the Addendum to Original Stipulat1on and Agreement 111ed with the 
Commission on December 18, 1995, 
2.) Reject the Stipulation and Agreemenl As To Service Oualily Standards wllh 
attached Exhibit A. filed with the Commission on December t8. 1995. and 
3.) Review U S WEST's per1ormance of service quality standards at 1he end cl 12 
months following the effective date of the increase. Based upon the Commissmn·s 
investigation of U S WEST's performance. the second increase. scheduled to be 
implemented at the end of 18 months from the first increase , may be delayed or re1eC1ed. 

Chairman Slofferahn seconded the motion. Commissioner Burg concurred. 



The Commss,on having considered the Pe1111on and Memorandum m Support of Pehtron 
the evidence ,ntroduced al the heanng, the Addendum 10 Ongmal Stipu lation and Agreement. the 
St1pu lat1on and Agreemenl As To Service Quality Standards with anached Exh1 b1t A. rwo Stall 
Memorandums. !he arguments of counsel. and bemg fully advised on the premises. now makes 
and enters its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as follows : 

EINPINGS Of FACT 

I. 
On December 28. 1994, US WEST filed with the Commssion a Pe111ion Pursuant to SDCL 

49-31-4.1 and Attachment A entitled Memorandum in Support of Petition. 

II . 
SDCL 49-3 1-4.1 states as follows : 

The commission shall . on its own motion or upon pe1111on. hold public 
hearing:; ,rwest,gatmg methods of price regulation consistent with § 49•31 • 1,4 and 
chapter 1·26. Wi1hin thirty days ol its receipt al a petI1Ion file d pursuant to this 
section, !ne commission shall issue a procedural schedule setting forth d.Jles by 
whtch written direct teslimony or data shall be filed and ordering !he date for 
commenc..-emenl of a heanng. 

II the ,nvestigation indicates that pricing regulauon Is appropriate tor any 
noncompetitive service because sud'! regulation has a positive impact on universal 
service and Is more reasonable and lair than rate of return regulation , the 
comm,ssior, may adopt pncing regulation lor any such noncompelltive service. 

Ill . 
On December 29, 1994. the Commis51on faxed notice of the filing and the Interven11on 

deadlme ol January 18 . 1995. 10 interested individuals and entities. 

IV. 
The Commission received petitions to intervene from Dakota Cooperative 

Telecommunications, Inc. {OCT), the South Dakota Independent Telephone Coalition. Inc. 
(SOITC). MCI Telecommunicotions Corporation {MCI), M,dco Communicalions {Midco). LOOS. 
TeleTech, TCIC, FirsTel. Tel Serv. AT&T Commmications of the Midwest. Inc. (AT&T) . and from 
the following South Dakota Radio Common Carriers: Pierre Radio Paging & Telephone, Inc .. 
Vantek Communications. Inc., B & L Communications. Mitchell Two Way Radio . Nelson 
Electronics, Inc., Booker Communications. Dakota Electronics, Rees Communlcations. A & M 
Radio , Inc. , Frey's Electronics , and Milbank Comm.mications [hereinafter referred 10 as Common 
Carriers) . 

V 
Al us regularly scheduled January 24. 1995. meeung. the Commission lound 1hal all of the 

Pe1111ons 10 Intervene were umely hied and demonstrated good cause for granting in1ef\lentIon 

VI. 
Commssion S1atf and US WEST entered mto a St1pula11on and Agreement whu:l'I was hleo 

on June 12. 1995 

VII. 
A hearing on the S11pula11on and Agreement was held on August 14 , 1995. Ol 1he 

lntervenors only AT&T and OCT chase to participate in !he hearing MC I. M1dco . LOOS 
TeleTech. TC IC , FirsTel. Tel Serv and the Ccmmon Carriers ctiJse to momtor the case and 
SOJTC hied a Withdrawal ol lnterven11on which was granted by the Commission on Augusr 23 
1995 

VII I 
The test year employed for !his t,lmg was 1993. 

IX . 
U S WEST has nol had a general rate increase smce 1985. Trad111onal ratemaking 

mandates that US WEST be allowed to recove r ,ts cosl ol service as soon as cu rrent revenues 
are determined 1nsutf1c1en1. 

X. 
US WEST has shown that current rates for residence bas,c local service are 1naaequa1e 

lor recovery ot cost ol serv,ce. 

XI 
Under 1radit1onal rate or return regula11on . deprec,ahon expense Is a large pan ol me cost 

of service. 

XII . 
A significant portion of the increased capital recovery (depreciat,on) w,11 be expensed with 

no corresponding retmbursement by U S WEST customers. 

XIII. 
The St ipulation and Agreement -,oils in~ the cost al touch tone service into the bas,c 

monthly rate. This will eliminate !he current separate charge of $1 .50 per month for resIaence 
customers and $2.00 for business customers. 

XIV. 
Approximately 70% ol telecommumcations customers pay for touch lone service. 



xv. 
On December 18. 1995. S1att and US WEST liled an Addendum 10 Original St1pula11on 

and Agreement . The purpose of !he Addendum was to clarify how the Outside the Base Rate 
Area (OBAA) charges would be handled pursuant to 1he Stipulation and Agreement filed on June 

12. 1995. 

XVI. 
OBAA charges are thosP. added to 1he basic local service rate which range from an 

additional $2.10 per month for lour party service. $2.25 for two party service. and $3.00 for single 
party service. 

XVII. 
Stall and US WEST agree 10 eliminate all OBRA charges to the local monthly billing. 

XVIII. 
The ellmina11on of the OBRA charges requires a shift ol 1he related revenue requ1remen1. 

XIX. 
The rNenue requi rement will be allocated to all residential and business customers 

result ing an :J charge of $ .35 per ti ne per month increasing !he ceiling 10 $1!' .35 lor residence 
basic loca1 service and S38.40 tor business basic local service. 

XX. 
The eflect of !his change 1s that those smgle pany residential customers located outside 

the base rate area who are charged an additional S3,00 per month w,11 actually see a decrease 
ol $ .55 when US WEST 1rrplements its rate mcrease of $2.45. Single party residential customers 
loco.led nuts1~e the base rate area w,th touch tone service will receive a total bill decrease of 
$2.05 du~ 10 the elimnation ol the $1 .50 touch tone charge. Residential customers located in the 
base rate area wlll receive an increase ol $2.45. Residential customers located in the base rate 
area with touch tone service will receive a total bill increase of $ .95 due to the eUminaltOn ol the 

$ t .50 louch tone charge . 

XXL 
The Slipulation and Agreement cost of service reflects an 11.5% return on equity applied 

to a capital structure with less than a 60% equity ratio. 

XXII. 
Swi1ched access rates will continue to be limited by a ceiling determi'rled by using !he 

switched access rules currently in place. 

XXIII. 
That price regulation has a positive impact on universal service as the basic lhrus ol 

appropriately applied price regulation is to assure the availability of modern communicat,on 

~=
1
~vtes fo r all U S WEST customers wh ite also prov,dmg protection against upwaro spiraling 

XXIV. 
That the pnce ol cellular service as an atternative to baSlc local service would be as much 

1! not more. than basic local servrce. · 

XXV. 
That price regulation ..wuld permt US WEST to have the flex1b1hty to pnce 11s serv,ces to 

meet compeution which benefits its cuslomers. 

XXVI. 
In a compe1111ve enwonment. price regulation allows pnong llex1btlity wh1Ch results 1n more 

reasonable and fair rates. 

XXVII . 
U S WEST agrees to an aggressive program of inves1ment m network infrastructure The 

specifics are as follows : 

Time Frame tor Capital Deployment 

Capua l Deployment 
..Begui .frul 

1. CLASS 1996 1997 

2. Single Pany Service 1996 2000 

3. South Dakota Infrastructure Plan 
SMAS {Special Metallic Access Systems) 1996 1998 
DACS (Digital Access & Cross Connect Sys1em) 1996 1999 
SONET Multiplexers 1996 1998 
Frame Relay 1996 1997 
ATM Switches 1996 1997 
Local Fiber Disinbution 1996 1999 
RSM (Remote Sw,tch Modules) 1996 1997 
lnlernet Service 1995 1996 

4. Distance Learning 1996 1996 

The estimated value of these investments is approximately $25 mi llion dollars. 

XXVIII. 
The Stipulation and Agreement and Addendum allows for a rate increase of $2.45 tor 



residential bas,c local exchange service and a price ce,l,ng ol S 19 35 wn1ch Is below the lu lly 
allocated cost of service for 1ha1 service and an increase of S2. ; 5 !or business oas,c IocaI 
exchange service wuh a price ceiling ol S38 40 

XXIX. 
That lhe pnce regulation plan apphes on ly 10 Ihe exchanges of U S WEST which are no; 

a pan ot the sale ol exchanges 

BASED on the loregoing Findings ol Fact , 1he Comm1ss1on now makes the following · 

The Commssion has p.msd1ct1on over 1h1s maner pursuan1 to SDCL Chapters 1-26 and 49-
31 . speofically 1·26-17 through 1 ·26·25 inclusive. 49-31-1 . 1. 49 -31 · 1.4 , 49·31-3. 49 -3 1 ·3 1, 49. 
31 ·4. 49•31 -4.1. 49-31 ·5. 49-31-7. 49· 31 ·7.1. and 49•31 · 12. 

II. 
That Iha F1nd1ngs of Fact set fonh above have been established by plam. clear , ana 

convmcmg evidence. 

Ill. 
The Comrnssion finds ,~,t upon investigation of the approved price reg.Jlauon plan, tha1 

111s more ap',Jrop,,ate as a form ol regulation for services which are classified as noncompet11Ive 
but which are mov,ng toward competition than is the etmen1 rate al return regulation . This p t1ce 
regulation plan should have a pos11ive impact on un1versal servi ce and should be more 
reasonable and lair than rate 1"11 re1urn regulation. 

Pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26, the Comm1ss1on hereby enters its Imai decision in this 
maner. It is therefore 

ORDERED that lhe Stipulation and Agreement with Attachment A flied on June 12. 1995. 
and the Addendum to Original Stipulation and Agreement tiled on December 18, 1995. both al 
which are incorporated herein by this reference. shall be approved as tiled : It is tunher 

ORDERED that the Commission shall review U S WEST's service qualily performance at 
Iha end al t 2 months following the effective dale ol the increase. Based upon the Commission·s 
mproval of US WESrs perlormance. the proposed second increase may be 1mptemented al !he 
end at 18 months tram the first increase; it Is tunher 

ORDERED that based upon the Commission's approval of US WEST's performance. the 
proposed third increase may be implemented at the end ol 36 months from 1he effective dale ol 
the first ncrease: it is further 

ORDERED 1na1 the technologies tound rn F1no1ng at Fact XXVII snall be deployed wI1nin 
lhe IHne frames as se1 tonh m Finamg at Fae: X.XVII unless the Comrnssron otherwise order 3; ano 
It Is tunher 

ORDERE D thal !he S11pu1a11on ano Agreement As To Service Ouallty Standards wllh 
anached Exh1b1t A Is hereby reJected and Docket TC94-121 Is hereby closed . 

Pursuant to SOCL 1-26-32. 1h1s Oroer Granung Approval of St1pulauon and Addendum 
becomes effective 10 days afler the date of receipt or failure 10 accept dehvery of !he decision by 
the panIes. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that 1h1s Order Approving S11pula110n and Addendum In Docket 
TC94•12 1 was duty entered on 1he -K..:::..day al January, 1996. and filed m the Comm1ssion·s 
docket 

Dated at Pierre , South Oak.ala. this 8'~ day ol January. 1996. 

C£ATlflCA f[ Of' S(AVlC£ 

•.qw,dt.11-0,Clll'"'..!lftl'\M ­
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CF. RTIFI C,\TE OF SERVICE 

The und~rsigned cen ifi es 1hat on this 7th day o f January 1998, an original and 1cn (10) 
copies of the fo regoing APPLICATION FOR REIi EA Ri NG of S WEST Communications, 
Inc was sent via m·ernight mail to the following 

Mr Wilham Bullard 
ExecUU\'C Din~c:101 
South Dakota Public U1ih11es Comm1ss1on 



Sou1h Oako1-a TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS Pubhc Ur1hucs Comm1ss1o n 

Sr.uc C:,pnol )()() E. C:apuol TNH.,. tt,,e , ... o,rr,w,niution, t«Y1Ce lllilngl llwol tht Comminlon NII fe<:etved lof the pe,iod of: 

1'1t'rrc:, SlJ 57501-5070 01 /02/98 through 01 /08/98 
Phone: (605) 773-3705 

FAX: (605) 77 3. W>? 
tfyou need , cotnpl,l(e copy or • ~ fu ed.-"6gflt t •P,Hwcl. o, m,,led lo yow. JIN'•H conl~I Dtf,,lme Ko,tio wi1h1n rt,.,, d.ly, ol tht1 n11n9 

OOCt<ET 
TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS 

DATE INTERVENTION 
NUMBER FILE D DEADLINE 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 

AppicabOn by AC S TEL COM INC lor a Ce~le ol Authority to operate as a lelecommuM:abOns company wrtf11n lhe stale 
TC9S-001 of Souttl Dakota (Staff· TSIKC) ·ACS TEL COM offers two typesol card serw:es (1) A Post-paid calling card services, and, 01 102198 01/23198 

£2) A Precad ca111na card service • 

Application by Business Calling Plan, Inc lor a Certificate ol Authori(y to operate as a telecom mun1eabons company wMln !he 
TC98-002 state ol South Dakota (Staff. TS/CH) · AppUcant offers outbound, switched access serw:es designed pnmanly lor small 0 1108/98 0 1/23/98 

business customers: 

Apphcabon by Telephone Company ol Central Flonda, Inc lor a Certificate of Aulhonty lo operate as a telecommunicabons 

TC98-003 
~ -,,npanyWllhin the state ol Soutt, Dakota (Staff TSM:C) "The Company, proposes lo proviae ll"IU'astate long d!Slance service 

Ol >'OM8 01/23/98 
11'1 conjunciJofl 'MCI, its ll'llefltate long distance seMCe. The Company plans on offenng the lol1owing serw:es lo rts customers 
Direct Dial 1 • Inbound Toll Free Travel Card Debit Card Casual Canino. and Oirector--t Assistance · 

APPLICATION FOR REHEARING 

U S WEST Communications, Inc applied for a reheaMg in lhe docket gIanbng ,1 de51gnation as an eligible telecommumc ations 
earner "US WEST Iespeetfully requests that the Commis510n rehear and reconsider Finding ol Fact XX, ConclUSIOn ol Law 

Lll,87-193 , V1 to the extenl that It addresses single pafty service, and the FURTHER ORDERED prOVISIOn relallVe lo 111ngle pafty service 01 108198 
on page 6 of lhe Oocember 17, 1997 order ,n thlS dockeI to allow U S WEST lo rely on the approved bmelable as allowed by 
ha Frr. "'rt4•r • IC::.taff• H"'_,.,.., 

~:,n..c--._..,.. ._.d ___ •--... ----~~--c---., [....-.gt 11:1T....,Hot-.i 
............ - ..... ,..,.. ____ .,..eo,,-_ 

PAGE 1 OF 1 



uswur. nc. 
IIIOIC.W-~S,,, • ~100 =~Imm 
r-ml16-1088 

wa.n..P. H .. ,ton ,___, 

I 'tu 1-"ncs1m1/e mid OwrmJthf IJ<'lw1.'')' 

Mr William Bullard, Jr 

January 30. 1998 

South Dakota Public Utih1ies Commission 
500 E Capi1ol Avenue 
Pierre, SD 5750 I 

RE Ehgiblc Telcs:ommuoications Carrier Smus · TC97-163 

Dear Mr Bullard 

ll~WEST 

RECEIVED 
f£8 0 2 1998 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
UTJl/TJfS COMMJ~~l)}~C 

The Commission has placed US WEST's request to reconsider its order in this docket 
concerning the 1ime frame within which U S WEST must convc:n its multi-pany service to one-, 
part)' 5Cf\'1ce. US WEST would also request !hat in addition to that issue, the Commission 
consider revi~ng the order 10 reflect the FCC's most retcm find ings "ith regard to 1011 control. 

On Der~embcr 30, 1997. the FCC issued its Foun.h Order on Reconsideration ir. CC 
Docket No 'H>-45 and a Repon. and Order in CC Docket Nos 96-45, 96-262, 94-1 . 91-213, and 
95-72. In paragraphs 11 4 and 11 S (copy altached) of this order the FCC defines 10ll limilation as 
either toll blocking or 10II control and requires a time-limited waiver only where the carrier, for 
lethnica1 reasons, is unable to provide any toll limi1ation scnice at all. Thus, the time-limited 
waiver discussed in Paragraph XXI of the Findings of Fact, Paragraph VI of the Conclusions of 
Law, and the second FURTHER ORDERED paragraph on page 6 of the Order are no longer 
consistent with rec requirements and should not be imposed. 

U S WEST requests that the Commission addi1ionally retonsidcr its order in this docket 
on this issue. 

Encl 

\ ~:-~•t&,_ . 
"'ij~ 
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Ftcltnl Co■auiatiou r o■•rwoe FCC 9"T◄ :o 

1011-caH-blockina: should be provided frtt~f-d wge on grounds th.at most LECs. 1n providing 
1011-block..ing KT'Vicc. are not able to differentiate bctwttn tnlmtate. ui ttasu.te. or 1nu:m.at1on.1I 
caJ ls. 

J. Dbcu.uioa 

114. We believe that low-income consumm cvmtually should have the c:hotcc of 
sel~u.na either toll blockina or toll c:ontr0I 10 resaict their toll usqe. We conclude. ho"e-n:r. 
th.at a1vina consumer, such an option is not viable at this time. Sued on the record before: 
i.a. we f~ that ID overwhelm.in& nwnber of eanim art teebnie&Uy incapable of providing 
both toll- limitation services. partic:u.larly toll-contr0I services. u this time.,.. Under our 
cumnt Nles. eanim tct.bnically incapable of providinc both types: of toll-limiwion sm·1cc:s 
mUS'I seek from their mu commis.sions I time-linuted waiver of their obliplioo to provuic 
both toll bloc.kin& and toll control. )n Givm UW I WJc number of amen are tecbnial.ly 
1ocapablc of provid.ina both toll blocking and toll conaol &1 this ume, we bdicvc thal 
rc-qw.rina eanim 10 provide both would resu.lt in an WU'ICCCSSU'ily b\lrdemomt process fo r 
sate commissions rcqu.i.red to Kt on a l&rJC number of Wlivu proceedinp.,... 

115. [n lipt of these eoncuns. we believe tlw requiriq carriers to provide a.t least 
one type: of toll-limitation service is sufficit111 to provide low-mcomc comumen a means by 
which to co:mol their toll usa,e and thtteby nwnwn their ability to stay connecled lO the 
public sw;tcMCI ttlepbonc netWOrk. WciJhin1 the burdens on the mies and the Ottd to hJ,c 
earners dr-.;:ipwed in a shon time frame qamst the 1oal of 1hi na: low-mc:o~ C\Jf\SWTlffl .i 

full ranat•. of optiom for coaaollina toll usqe. we defmr toll-limnatioa services as e1thn hJII 
block.ma: or 10II cona-ol and require 1elecommu.mca11ons canim to offer oq.l.y one. ~ nu1 
nC(eswily both. of those services 11 this ume 1n order to be dnipwcd as eliaible 
tclccommurucat1ons e&rrim. We note. hO\oloC\tt, 1h,,1 1f. for tcchruca.l raJOm. a camer .:.innuc 
provide my toll-li.m1tation Sff'VlCe at this ume. the c~er mUSI Sttk a tune-limned \11~\ct Ill 
~ rcqwremt111 to be dcslJR&lCd u eh11ble fo r suppon durina the period it takes 10 m».:c the 
ncrwork chana:cs nccdcd to provide one or' those toll-hm1wion KT"tlces. In addition. 1r' J 

earner 1s capable of providina both toll blockina ltld toll control it must offer quali(~ '"!i 
low-income consume:n a choice be'N·een 1011 block.ma Uld toll control. Beau.sc \oloC J\jtee 
\olo'tth C&lbolic Coafaeocc tbat all qu.alil) ina: low income consumers ideally should be offcrcJ 
thelt choice of L>ll bloclda& or toll control. vr,c plltl to monitor and revisit this is.sue 11 " c 

~ Sn llTC peo0011 M 24: USTA pmt1ot1 M , ... .._ffltnltcll°"°"bOG Ii j-6; AT&T oppo11uot1 Jt ~,.: , 

GTt oppcnmon a1 16. 

i., , .nc Fil, I $4. IDl(c) . 

•• , Btui.iJCUMC COfflffllU!OftS art 10 dts1pa1, • h e ••· IIIC'COfflffllUI IC&Uons am,n tly J&nu&I) l : .... , 

ll'IHC ... , 1 .. c, IM'OCtC'd,np w°"'ld nttd 10 be complt1N P"OI' h,l ,,r Ol'I tfW dltt . 

. , 
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dctcnmnc that tecbnolbg1cal 1mped1mcnts to earners ' abiliry to offer toll limuauon have been 
reduced or elinwwed. We also cncowagc earners to develop and invesugatc cost-c ffccmc 
...,.._~·s to provide toll-<:ontrol scr,·1ccs. 

I 16. We further conc lude that c:uncrs offcnng Lifeline service \Mil not be rcqwred 
to pro\, dc 10ll-lun1tauon scr,·1ccs other than those spec:1fica.lly identified in the Ortkr. The 
Comm1s.s1on defined toll blockin1 u a service that allows cust0mcn to block outgoing toll 
calls. and defined toll control u a service Wt allows customm to lim.it in advance their toll 
usqc per month or billina cycle.;.,• Thcrcforc. tamm: offcrina Lifeline service will not be 
rcqwttd to offer, ior ex.ample. 1:ucmauonaJ toll-ca.11-blockin.a or toll blockina that alto...,> 
ca.lien ....;m a Pcnoaal ldcntificatioa Number (PIN) to make toll Cills. u sugcstcd by the 
Flonda Commw:ion. While we cncowq;c camm to offer Lifeline coasumcrs. free of 
charJc, toll-liuuwioa SC'!Vlccs lha.t include funcuons and capabilities bcyood those described 
in the Ortkr. we arc persuaded by USTA that most caniers currau.ly arc teelm.ic.a.lly incapable 
of providina: these additio:W servtc:cs. Furthermore. rqardina the issue of whether toll 
control muse limil collect c.a.l1s. we conclude that. like toll blockina. toll comrol only mUSl 
allow consumm to limit outaoina calls. 

117. In response to the T cxas Conumss1on · s requcsr.. we reitcnle that toll-limitation 
services fo r qualifyina low-income subscnbers are included in tbc ddi.a.itioo of the "core" or 
"designated" services that will m::eive wuvcrs&l servtcc support. A carrier mUSl provide these 
core servir:es throUl,bow its entire service &rea 1n order to be desipced an eLiaible 
1clttort\!nuruc.auons earner.;'° We further cliin fy that. compliao;c with the no Jisconncc1 
rulel11 az.d lhe prohibition OD deposit rule" : are not specific preconditions to bcina dCSliJll,ted 
an cl i1ible telecommwucations amcr. Once des1patcd as an cliaible telctommun.icauons 
earner. however. that amcr must offer all L1fchne and LinkUp services to qualify ina lo.,,.·• 
income subscnbcn. m 

8. Rtt0nry of PICC 

J. Bacqro .. d 

,.. Ordrr, 12 FCC fled at 1911-&979 S. oho .& 7 C F R j 5• ,&00(2). 

'• SltOrmr. 12 FCC Rcd&11121·112: 

" fM no diKOl!.tlCC1 NII pn,ft1bccs camtn from ,J\KOfll'IIC:UI\I Cl.tS&OIDffl •IMI puuc 1paui II\ U'l t L1fel,nt 
pro~ io, nonp&ymen1 of toll chalJn. SI, (JP~, , : FCC Reis &1 1911·1911. 

•: Thi p,n:,n1b111on on IStpcK II l'LI II :,n,,HX, thai J11a 11f,,, 1n 1 lO"' ••rKOfflt ,oo.swacn •ho t lKI 1011 Ol0<~ •n1 

ma~· r.oc Ot rtq,.i1rt1S 10 pa,)I '11"•11ct 41:POSIU. ~ , IJ~Jtt, I: "' Red 1,1 HU-1990. 

,,, !MtJ. 7 CF R H 5.&.t05. &nd Sot411 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SO'JTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY U S 
WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

ORDER GRANTING AND 
DENYING REQUESTS FOR 

RECONSIDERATION 
TC97-163 

On October 10. 1997, the Public Ut1ht1es Commission (Comm,ss,on) received a 
request for des19nat1on as an ehg1ble telecommun,cations earner (ETC) from U S WEST 
Communications. Inc (U S WEST) U S WEST requested designation as an ehgible 
telecommurncatIons earner for all areas In whidi 11 Is author12ed to provide service in South 
Dakota 

The Com1mss1on electronically transmuted notice of the filing and the intervention 
deadline to interested ,ndividuats and entities No person or entity filed to intervene. By 
order dated November 7, 1997, the Commission set the heanng for this matter for 1:30 
pm on November 19, 1997. 1n Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota. 

The hearing was held as scheduled. At its December 12, 1997, meeting, the 
Coovniss,on granted ETC des19nat,on to U S WEST. granted waivers for the provisioning 
of toll control and single party service, and designated each of its exdlanges as a separate 
service ar~a The Commission ,ssued its written decision on December 17, 1997. 

On January 8, 1998. the Commission received an Application for Rehearing from 
U S WEST US WEST requested that the Commission rehear and reconsider Finding of 
Fact XX, Conclusion of Law VI, and an ordering clause that addresses the provisioning of 
single party service U S WEST staled that ii should have relied on 11 93 of the FCC's 
universal service order m CC Docket No. 96-45 (FCC 97-157). This paragraph provides 
as follows· 

(The FCC] recognize(s) !hat some state commissions already may have 
mandated single-party service for telecommunications service providers 
serving their jurisdidions. If a state commission has adopted a timetable by 
which carriers must offer single-party service, a carrier may rely upon that 
pre,1iously estabhshed timetable and need nol request another transition 
penod for federal universal service purposes. Specifically, where a state 
has ordered a carrier to provide single-party service within a specified period 
pursuant lo a state order that precedes the release date of this Order, the 
carrier may rely upon the timetable established in that order and receive 
universal service support for the duration of that period. 

U S WEST slated that in Docket TC96-121 , the Commission approved a stipulation 
ent1:tred into between U S WEST and Commission Staff which included a timetable for 
singl~rty servic.e to be completed by the end of the year 2000. U S WEST requested 
that it be allowed to rely on this approved timetable pursuant lo 1J 93. 



On February 2. 1998. U S WEST also requested that the Commission consider 
revising its final order 1n this docket 10 reflect the Ft:C's recent revIsIon of the toll limitation 
requirements ~ Fourth Order on Reconsiderauon, CC Docket No 96-45 ,i 115 
(December 30. 1997) 

At its February 3. 1998. meeting, the Comm1ss1on considered both requests for 
rec.onsiderat1on. The Comrmss1on voted unanimously lo deny U S WESrs request to rely 
on the hmelable estabhshed in the investment plan in Oockel TC96-121 . The Commission 
found U S WEST could not rely on that llmelable since U S WEST had unilaterally 
suspended the inveslment plan The Comm1ss1on then voted unanimously to reconsider 
the toll hm1taI1on requirements In light of the FCC's recent revisions concerning that issue. 
Upon recons1dara11on. the Commission voted unanimously to revise 1ls order in this docket 
lo reflect the FCC's toll hm1taIion revision It Is therefore 

ORDERED, that U S WESrs request to recons1der the Commission's decis1on 
regarding the implementahon of single-party service Is darned; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED. that u s WESrs request to reconsider the Commission's 
decision regarding toll l1m1Iation ts granted, and it Is 

FURTHER ORDERED. that the Commission shall amend its Final Order and 
Dec1s1on In this docket to reflect the FCC's revisions regarding toll limitation. 

Dat,,ct at Pierre, South Dakota, this ~ day of March. 1998. 

The~l..,,,c.td-.tt..ithllo 
dclCum9nlf'IMi..,......sgyyi.,an.apartaaol 
,.,;on:1nir.~.•----'onthe~-. 
ii.t , b'f',--orti,-rw-Mdn61!'1111, nproplfty 
.ocll'NMCl~. -CNfV"llftOMIUWeon 

., k lt//J '{,- di~ 
,,.,,: 3/11:l"r r 1 

(OFrlCIAt. SEAL) 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY U S 
WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR 
DESIGNATION AS AN ELIGIBLE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

AMfHQED FINDINGS OF 
FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF 

LAW, ORDER AND NOTICE 
OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

TC97-163 

On October 10, 1997, 1he Public Ut11it1es Commission (Commission) received a requesl for 
designation as an ehgible telecommu01cat10ns carrier (ETC) from US WEST Communications, Inc. 
(U S WEST) US WEST requested designation as an eligible telecommunications earner for all 
areas m which 11 1s authonzed to provide service in South Dakota. 

The Comm1ss10n electronically 1ransm11ted no1ice of the filing and the intervention deadline 
10 interested ind1v1duals and entities No person or entity filed to mtervene. By order dated 
November 7, 1997, the Commission set the heanng for this matter for 1:30 pm on November 19. 
1997, in Room 412 . State Cap1tol. Pierre. South Dakota 

The heanng was held as scheduled At rts December 12, 1997, meeting, the Commission 
granted ETC designat10n 10 U S WEST. granted waivers for the provisioning of toll control and single 
party se:vice. and designated each of its exchanges as a separate service area 

Based on the evidence of recon::I, the Comm1ss1on enters the following Findings of Fact and 
Condus1ons of law 

FINDtNGS OF FACT 

On October 10, 1997, the Commission received a request for designation as an ETC from 
US WEST. US WEST requesled designation as an ETC within the following local exchange areas: 
Aberdeen: Artmgton; Belle Fourche, canton, cavour, Chambertain; Colman; Deadwood; DeSmet; 
Elk Point: Flandreau: Fort Pierre: Harrisburg; Hil City: Huron: Iroquois; lake Preston; Lead; Madison: 
Mcln1osh; Milbank: Miller, Mitchell; Morristown; Pierre; Rapid City; Redfield; Sioux Falls; Sisseton; 
Spearfish; Sturgis; Tea; Timber Lake; Vermllhon, Volga , Water1own: Whitewood. and Yankton. 
Exhibits 1 and 2 

Purs •Jant to 47 U.S.C § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designate a common 
carrier that meets !he requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated 
by the CommisstOn 

Ill 

Pursuant 1047 u.s.c §214(e)(1), a common carrief that is designated as an ETC 1s eligible 
to receive universal 581'\ice suppoC1 and shall, throughout its service area. offer the services that are 
supported by federal universal service suppon mechanisms erther using rts own facilities or a 
combination of its own facihlles and resale of another earner's services. The camer must also 
adver1ise the availabihty of such services and the rates for the services using medta of general 
d1stnbulion 



IV 

The Federal Communications Comm,ss1on (FCC) has de5lgnated the fotlowing services or 
funcbOnalibes as those supported by federal unrversal service support mechanisms: (1 ) votee grade 
aa:ess to the public swrtched netwc:rt: (2) lo=al usage: (3) dual tone mufti-frequency signaling or its 
functK>nal equal; (4) s,ngle party service or its funaional equivalent; (5) access to emergency 
services. (6) access to operator serv,ces, (7) access to interexchange seMCe; (8) access to 
d1ree1ory assistance, and (9) toll limitatlOn for qualifying tow-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 
54 101(8) 

V 

A5 part of rts obhgauons as an ETC. an ETC is reqwed 10 make availa~e Ufeline and Link 
Up services to qualify,ng low-inc,ome consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 5-4 .405: 47 C .F.R. § 5-4 . .C11 . 

VI 

U S WEST offers voice grade access to the public switched netwont to all consumers 
throughout ,ts local exchange:s service areas. Tr al 70. 

VII 

U S WEST offers local exchange service indud1ng an amount of local usage free of per 
m1nu1e charges 10 all consumers throughout its local exchange service areas. Tr. at 71 . 

VIII 

U S WEST offers dual tone multt-frequeney signaling to all consumers lht'OIJ'llhout its local 
exchange service areas ld. 

IX 

As of October 31 . 1997, US WEST offers single party service 10 all but 612 consumers 
throughout its «al exchange service areas. Tr. at 67 U S WEST requested • waiver of the 
requirement to provide single party serviee tc all but 48 of those customers unti, June 30, 1998. 
Late•filed affidavit dated December 1, 1997: late-fi)ed atrtdavit dated December 11 , 1997. US 
WEST requested a wa,ver of the requirement to provide single party service to the remaining 48 
customers until December 31 . 1999. !sf. US WEST stated that mosl of the 48 customers are 
located a long Cstance from the serving switch and facilities are not available to provide single party 
service. Lata--filed affidavit dated December 11 , 1997. US WEST estimated the average cost to 
uograde the remaining customers is $45,000 per customer !sf . 

X 

U S WEST offers access to emergency serviees to all consumers throughout its k>eel 
exchange service areas. Tr at 71 . 

XI 

U S WEST offers access to operator services to aH consumers throughout its k>cal exchange 
seMW areas. !sf. 



XII 

U S WEST offers access to intere• change se. vices 10 all consumers throughout its local 
exchange service areas. l.d.. 

XIII 

U S WEST offers access to directory assistance to all consumers throughout hs local 
exchange service areas. ld. 

XIV 

One of the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying /ow•income consumers 
is 1011 ltmitation. 47 c F.R. § 54.101(a)(9) lo iJs initial order tho FCC found that toll ~mitation 
consists of both toll blocking and toll control. 47 C.F.R. § 54.400(d). Toll control is a service that 
allows consumers to specify a cer1ain amount of toll usage that may be incurred per month or per 
biling cyde. 47 C.F.R. § 54 .◄00(c) . Toll blocking is a service that lets consumers elect not to allow 
the completion of outgoing ton calls. 47 C.F.R. § 54.400(b}. However in its fourth Order on 
Recoasid1rat1on the FCC revised its definition of toll llmilalioo and dofinost n H too contml or toll 
bk>duna Thus union a cactim: is caoabfo of QCPYiding both toll blockna and toll c.onteol it may ottor 
ettboc loR btQdsjng QC Joi control If a carrier is c.apabfe of prpyjdjng both IOH bk)ekjng and IOU COOICPI 
it must offoc guaijtyjnq CQOSUQll(J a ctl9iGt bttwuo the two Fourth Order on Reconsideration CC 
Pocbl No . 9tH5 1115 (PoGtmber30 1997) 

xv 

U S 'NEST offers tol blodting to all consumers throughout its local exchange service areas. 
Exhibi11 

XVI 

U S WEST does not currenlly offer 1011 control. J.sl. 

XVII 

With respect to the obligation to advertise the availability of services supported by the federal 
universal servtee support mechanism and the charges f0< those services using media of general 
distribution. U S WEST stated that it advertises the availability of its local exchange services in 
media of general distribution throughout its local exchange service areas. Id. 

XIII 

U S WEST OJl'Terltty offers Ufeine and Link Up service discounts in all of fts k>cal exchange 
service areas. td. 

XIX 

The Commission finds that US WEST currently provides and will continue to provide the 
fotlowing services or funct1onal ilies throughout its k>cal exchange service areas: (1) voice grade 
acc.ess to the public switched network: (2) local usage; (3} dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4) 
single-party service to all but 612 customers, (5) access lo emerge:,cy services; (6) access to 
open1tor services; (7) access to 1nterexchange service: (8) access to diredo,y assistance; and (9) 
toll t»lodting for qualifying low-Income consumers. 



xx 

The Commission finds that pursuant to 47 C F R § 54 101(c) ,1 w,11 grant US WEST a waiver 
of the requIremen1 to offer single p&ny service fo, all but 48 of the remaining 612 multi-party 
customers until June 30, 1998 The Comm1ss,on funher finds that 11 will grant US WEST a wa1Ver 
of the requirement to provtde single pany service for the remaining 48 customers unhl November 1, 
1998 The Comm1sStOn finds that excep11onal circumstances prevent U S WEST from meeting the 
smgle party service requirement and win allow lhe waivers 

XXI 

=fhe-0....1111nssi01; finds UIat pu,sua,I1 to 47 C F R § 5".181(c) 11 w,11 g1a11t l;J 9 nESf a wai,e, 
of the .aqu11 eme..110 ofhs, toll w.1bol se1 ♦.ces 011111 Bece111be1 31 , 1998. Tire &iinhiss,011 finds 11.at 
excep11011al UICUII ISl&iiCdS pibftitl ti 9 HEST f10111 p10, idi11g loll COilhOI at lli is lime. ~ 
WEST ,s able 10 offer ton bloduoa the Commission finds that U S WEST meets the wuiremeots 
of orov1d109 toll llmna\Joo seMcos oursuaot to the FCC's Founh Order on Beco01idecalion CC 
Qoclse1 96::15 1T 115 <released December 30 1997) 

XXII 

The Comm1ss1on finds !hat U S WEST intends to provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to 
quabfying customers throughout ,ts local exchange service areas consistent W1th state and federal 
rules artd orders 

xxm 

The Commiss10n finds that U S WEST shall advertise the availability of the services 
support~ by the fedfflN universal serv1ee support mechanism and the charges therefor throughout 
,ts local 1111:change service areas using media of general distribulion once each year. The 
Comm1ss.on further finds that 1f the rate for any of lhe services supported by lhe federal universal 
service support mechanism changes , the new rate must be adver1ised using media of general 
distnbul:on 

XXIV 

Pursuant 10 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(5). the Commission must establish service areas for the 
purpose of determining universal service obligalions and support mechanisms. U S WEST 
requested t 'ial the Commission designale each of U S WESrs exchanges as a separate service 
area The Convnission finds this 10 be reasonable and thus designates each of U S WESrs current 
exchanges llsled in Finding of Fact I as a separate service area. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commission has junsd1ct,on over this maner pursuant to SOCL Chapters 1-26. 49-31, 
and 1,7 U.S C § 214 

Pursuanl lo 47 USC § 2 14(e)(2). the Commission is required to designate a common 
caner that meets the requirements of seclion 21 4(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated 
by ~e Commission. 



Ill 

Pursuant 10 47 USC § 214(e)(1) a c.ommon earner thal Is designated as an ETC is elig ible 
to receive universal seNM:e suppon and shaft throughout IIs servtCe area. offer the serv1ces Iha! are 
supported by federal universal seN1ce suppor1 mec..1an1sms either using ,1s own fac,ht1es or a 
combination ol ,ts own fac:d1t1es and resale of another earner's services The camer must also 
adverti se tne ava1lab11r!y of such service s and the rates for the services using media of general 
d1s1nbut1on 

IV 

The FCC has designated the following services or tunc11ona1111es as those supported by 
federa l universal service support mechanisms (1 ) voice grade access to the public switehed 
network. (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its funct,onal equal: (4) single 
party servtee or 11s tunchonal equivalent. (5) access to emergency seMces. (6) access to operalor 
services , (7) access to .n1erexchange service , (8) access to directory ass1s1ance, and (9) loll 
llm11a11on for quahfymg low-income consumers 47 CF R § 54.101 (a) 

V 

As part of its obhgat,ons as an ETC. an ETC 1s required lo make available Lifeline and Link 
Up services to qualtfymg low-income consumers 47 CF R § 54.405: 47 C.F.R. § 54.411 . 

VI 

US WEST has met !he requirements of 47 CF R § 54 101 (a) wilh the exceplion of the 
abdilt to offe, IOI ccw1bol a,.J U,e abd1ty10 offer single party serv,ce lo all of its cus1omers. Purstrant 
10 4'7 e FR § 54 181(c), the eo.rn1hsSiOi1 wadudes II.at l:J 9 nts=r llas de111011shated exceptional 
01w111st.., .. :es lt.atpsb'ft g1a11t111g ,1 a wa,,a, of 11,a 1equ11e111e11110 olfe• toll w11bol u11til Bece111be1 
S+,-t99&-· fhe Comm1ss10n furthercondudes that U S WEST has demons1rated exceplional 
oro.imsta,,~ that iust1fy gran11ng rt a waiver of lhe requiremenl lo offer single party service for all 
but 48 r,t 1he 612 mulh-party customers unt.l June 30, 1998. with the remaining 48 customers 
reeew1nQ a waiver until November 1, 1998 

VII 

US WEST shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying customers throughoul 
11s serv1ce area cons,stent W1th slate and federal 1'1Jles and orders. 

VIII 

U S WEST Shall advertise lhe availabillly of the services supported by the federal universal 
servce support mechanism and the charges lherelor using media of general d1stnbutt0n once each 
year If the n•te for any of the services supported by the federal un.versal service support 
mechanism changes, the new rate shall be advertised using media of general distribu1ion. 

IX 

Pursuant to 47 USC § 214(e)(S). the Comm,ss,on designates each of US wcsrs 38 
exchanges as listed in Find,ng of Fact 1 as separate serv1ce areas. 



X 

The Comm1ss100 designates US WEST as an eligible telecommunications earner for each 
of its service areas 

II 1s therefore 

ORDERED. lhat each of U S wesrs l8 exchanges as listed in Finding of Fact I are 
designated as separate service areas; and ,t 1s 

FURTHER ORDERED. thal U S WEST shall be granted a waiver of the requirement to offer 
single party service to all but 48 of the 612 multi-party customers un111 June 30. 1998, with the 
remaining 48 customers receiving a waiver unlit November 1, 1998: and it is 

FURfl IER SRDEREB, Htal U 3 n'EST shall be g,anted a wa1♦ 0, of ti.a 1equue111e11l to offe1 
toll w11t1 ol se1, ices 01,hl Bece111be1 91 , 1998, a11d ii is 

FURTHER ORDERED, !hat U S WEST shall fo llow the advertising requiremenls as llsted 
above, and ,t is 

FURTHER ORDERED. that U S WEST 1s designated as an eligible telecommunications 
earner for !'lach of its service areas 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

PLE.A:3E TAKE NOTICE that this~ Order was duly en1ered on the / <2 t/i., day of 
March, 1998. Pursuant 10 SOCL 1-26-32, this Order will take effeCI 10 days aner the date of receipt 
or failure to accept dehvery of the decision by the parties . 

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this ~ day of March, 1998. 



us nn ~ 
,,sso..,o,_ a _ _, n:.o, 
s-.r-. lio.rll> O..OC.,, 5119'1 
"-«IIUU ~ l l 
f'u (IQ5J.)t,Jt0 

.__.,'#. Tai 
Yb~ SoAIOai,,cu --December 7. 1998 

Mr. William Bullard, Executive Director 
Public Utilities commission 
State Capitol Build ing 
Pierre, South Dakota 57501 

Dear Mr. Bullard: 

ll~-WEST 

RECEIVED 

>uu,,, 1998 
u11t1i1c A ... ~[A Pt.Jsuc 

· •M1ss10N 

FAX Receiv~ C Vi l»o 

As you recall, approximately November 2nd I called to give you an updated 
status report of the 2- and 4-party customers. 

The two Desmet customers were cut over to single party on December 2. The 
two McIntosh customers were cut over November 24. At this time U S WEST 
has one Sturgis customer who is on a 2-party line but working alone on that line. 
He hos chosen not to let us into his home to rewire his set. We are continuing to 
work 'Nllh him to regrade hlm to single party service. 

If you have any questions, please call me at 605-339-5411 . 

Sincerely, _ fft 

#F-W 
v 
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