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lkar Mr. Bullard: 

October 14. 1997 

RECEIVED 

OCT 6 1997 
SOUTH DAKOT 
UTJllTIES •0M!1~~,r~ic 

Three Ri \·cr Tc\co is enclosing a request for dcsig.nntion as an •eligible 
tck-conununications carrier• rETC-). Three Ri\'cr Tclco hllS assumed uni\'ersal scn•ice 
obligations for the area it scn·es and meets the criteria for ETC dcsig.n.ition in occordrutcc " i th 
federal rcg~lations. except for the requirement for •10II control• service. Three Ri,·cr Tclco. along 
with others io the industry. is in the process of examining 1hc •toll controi- issue. It is ccrtllin 
that the provision of this service llS outlin1..-d in the applicable FCC rules will require !l bcner 
undcrstanciingof thc FCC"s imcnt rehni \'c to •toll control• than exists now. Due to the time 
ne.!dcd in stud)•ing nnd pro\'idi ng the ·toll contror service. Three River Tclco is also enclosing 
hcrc"ith 11 request fo r 11 temporary v.'8.i vcr of the •toll control• scnice requirement. 

Please contact me with any questions you may ha\'c regarding these requests. 

Thank you. 

Yours truly. 

"7J~ {? 12~ 
William Rosicky 
Genera.I Manager 
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DOCKET 
TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS 

DATE INTERVENTION 
NUMBER FILED DEADLINE 

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS 

U S WEST Communications requests that the Commlssk>n designate U S VVEST an eligible telecommunications carrier for 
TC97-163 all areas In which ii IS authorized to proo.'lde service Mhln the state. The feQuest Is made pursuant lo 47 U.S C §214(e)(2) and 10/10/97 10/31/97 

47 C F.R &54.201. /Staff: HS/KC\ 

Th1 ee RJVet Talco puts/Jani to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 .201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible 
telacommunleabons carrier within the local erchange a,ea that constrtutes its seMCe area. Three River is the facilitles-based 

TC97-187 local ekChange carrier presently prowing local en:hange lelecommunlcabons services in the follO'Mng exchange North Naper, 10116/97 10/31/97 
South Dakota (605) 63( Three River, tob knowledge, is the only carrier today providing local erchange telecommunkations 
services in the aboYe Identified erchanae area. (Staff: HB/KC) 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 

Apphcallon by DTG Community Telephone, Inc. for a Certificate of Authority 10 operate as a telecommunlcabons company 
WChln the state ol South Dakota. (Staff: TS/KC) ·services In South Oakola will include, but are not hmited to. local exchange 
seMco, and other l elocommunlcations soMCOS incidental to local exchange seMCe .... OTG Community Telephone, Inc. WIii 

TC97-164 
be assuming the local exchange operations of Dakota Coope,atrve Telecommunications, Inc for the following erchanges 

10115/97 10131197 
Alsen (253), Beresford Rural (957). Chancellor (647). OaYIS (238). Flyge, (327), Gayville (267), Hurley (238), Irene (263) , 
Lennox {647), Momoa (297). Parker (297). Volin (267). Wakonda (267) and Wor1hing {372) .. Because OCT WIii be assuming 
the obllgations and benefits of the Eligi0le Telecommunications Carrier status whk:h was granted to OTG m TC97-030, OCT 
will advertise its seMCes in a manner consistent with rts obtiaations as an Eliaible Telecommunlcations Carner· 

NEGOTIATEO INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT FILED 

U S WEST Communications, Inc filed fOJ approval by the Comm1s.s.,on the negobated InlorconneC110n Agreement Fo1 SeMCe 
Resale Between Mldco CommumcabOns, Inc. and US WEST The Agreemenl p,OVldes for Mlclco to ,esell US WEST local 

Responses Cue 
TC97-165 exchange seMCes ln South Dakota. Any person wishing 10 comment on Iha parties' request lot aPS)foval may do~ by riling 1011 5/97 

11/06/97 
wri tten comments With Iha Comnus510n and the parties to :he agreemenl no later than November 6, 1997 Parties 10 the 
anreoment ma rile wntlen resoonses to the comments no later than Nr,venit'!~ 1997 

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILING 

US WEST Communications ri led to add S.90 for the Touchtone roll •tn to lhe Smart PAL. Ttus Increase was apphed 10 BaSlc 
TC97- i 66 PAL Sef\'ICe "but was not appliod to Smar1 Pubk Access lJne due lo the lacl thal the Commission had not rssued an aw,oved 10/13/97 10/24 /97 

rn .. , " n h" <::m <> tt PA 1 ,1,. ,.,..hAA"'" Th,.. '"h"n'"" will ha '"'ff ~ r 14 1907,- tc:t11tf "' ' ""H 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SGUTH DAKOTA 

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

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

GOLOEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC. 

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY 

FORT RAtlDALL 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 

TC97-077 

TC97-078 

TC97-080 

TC97-081 

ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. 

BAL TIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE 

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC. 

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY 

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE 
COMPANY 

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC. 

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC. 

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
INC. 

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

SANCOM, INC. 

TC97-083 

TC97-084 

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. 

SPUTROCK PROPERTIES, INC. 

SPLITROCK YELECOM 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 

TC97-1 14 

TC97-115 

TC97-117 

TC97-121 

BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE 

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. DIB/A 
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY 

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A 
MCCOOK TELECOM 

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE 

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. 

US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

THREE RIVER TELCO 

TC97-125 

TC97-130 

TC97-131 

TC97-154 

TC97-155 

TC97-163 

1C87-117 

The South Dakota Pubhc Ut1hhes Conm1SSK10 (Conmissoo) rec:etved requests from 
the above captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as eligible 
telec.ommunications carriers. 

l ne Commission electronteaUy transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention 
deadlines to interested individuals and entities. On June 27. 1997, the Commission 
received a Petitk>n to Intervene from Dakota Telec:omn'u'lteations Systems. Inc. (DTS) and 
Dakota Telecom, lnc.{OTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket 
TC97-075) On July 15. 1997. at ~s regula1y scheduled meeting, the Commission granted 
intervention to OTS and DTI in Docket TC97-075. No other Petitions to Intervene were 
filed 

The Corrvnission has JU(lsd1ction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26 
and 49-31 . including 1-26-18. 1-26-19. 49-31 -3. 49-31 -7. 49-31 -7 1. 49-31 -11 . and 47 
USC § 214(e)(1 ) through (5) 

The issues at the heanng shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned 
telecommunications companies should be granted designation as ehg1ble 
telecommunicat,ons earners, and (2) what service areas shall be established by the 
Comm1ss1on 



A heanng shall be held at 1:30 PM , on Wednesday, November 19, 1997. in Room 
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted 
pursuant to SOCL Chapter 1-26. All parties have the right to be present and to be 
represented by an attorney. These rights and other due process rights shall be forfeited 
if no! exercised al the heanng. If you or your representative fail to appear at the time and 
place set fC'r the hearing, the Final Decision will be based solely on the testimony and 
evidence provided , if any, dl.l'ing the heanng or a Final Oecis10n may be issued by default 
pursuant to SOCL 1-26-20 . After the hearing the Commission will consider all evidence 
and testimony that was presented at the hearing r. .e Commissk>n will then enter Findings 
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter. As a result of this 
hearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above 
captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as an el igible 
te\econvnunications carrier, and the Commission shall establ ish service areas for el igible 
teleconmJnications carriers. The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties 
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law It is therefore 

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

Pursuant to the Americans w ith o,sab,hties Act , this hearing 1s being held ,n a 
physically accessible location. Please contact the Publ ic Utilities Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at least 48 hou~ prior to the heanng if you have special needs so arrangements 
can be made to accommodate you. . "rA 

Dated al Pierre. South Dakota, this--2._ day of November. 1997 

Cf.RTIF,c.t,Jl!OFSf.RVK:f. 

BY OROER OF THE COMMISSION 
Commissioners Burg, Nelsori and 
Schoenfelder 
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FAX 402-569"'455 

Mr William Bullard. Jr 
Public Utilities Commission 
Capitol Building, I" Floor 
SOO East Capitol Avmue 
Pierre. so sno1.s010 

Dear Mr Bullard 

November 13. 1997 

,c. tJJ- lb7 

RECEIVED 

NOV I I 1997 

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

FAX Received IIU 13 1991 

Three Riva Tclco is enclosing an amended request for designation u an "eligible 
telecommunications carrier'" (" ETC'). The request has been amended to reflect the fact that Three 
River, a pro\ider of local exchange snvicc in Nebraska. has received ETC designation from the 
Nebraska Public ScMce Commission. We arc attaching a copy of the Nebraska PSC order which 
gruted this designation aJong with the official listing of Nebraska's designated ETCs. 

Please contact me with any questions you may have regarding this amended request. 

Tlunk you 

Yours truly. 
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P B O C E E D N G S 

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

st ar ted . I'll begin the hearing for the dockets 

relating to the eli g i ble c~lecommunications 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, Commission Chairman. 

9 Commis sioners Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are 

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

11 hear ! ng was noticed pursuant to the Commission's Order 

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

13 The issues at this hearing shall be as 

14 follows: One, whether the requesting 

1S telecommunications company should be granted 

16 drsignatio n as eligible telecommunications carriers; 

17 r.nd, two, wha t serv ice areas shall be established by 

18 the Commissio n. 

19 All parties have the right to be present and 

20 to be represented by an attorney. All persons so 

21 testif ying will be sworn in and subject to 

22 cross-e xaminat ion by the part ies . The Commission's 

23 final decision may be appealed by the parties to the 

24 State Circ u it Court and the Stat e Supreme Court. 

2S Rolayne Wi est will act as Commission 

counsel. She may provide recommended rulings on 

2 procedural and evidentiary matters . The Commission may 

overrule its counsel 's preliminary rulings throughout 

the hearing. If not overruled, the preliminary rulings 

S will become final. 

10 

At this time I'll turn it over to Rolayne for 

the hearir.g. 

MS . WIEST: I'll take appearances of the 

part ie s. Rich, who do you represent? 

MR. COIT: I'm here today rep n sent i ng all of 

1 1 the SDITC member companies, and also Kadoka wh ich has 

12 recently appl ied f o r membership with the coalition. 

13 And Darl a Rogers iB here representing som~ companies, 

14 and I guess she could 1ndicate for the record wh ic h 

15 ones s he 's represent1ng. 

16 MS. ROGERS : I'm here rep resenting Valley; 

17 Stockholm-S~randburg; Golden West, including Vivian; 

18 and Sully Buttes a nd Venture. 

19 MS . WIEST : Could you repeat those again? 

2 0 Valley , St o ckholm-Strandburg, Vivian, Golden We st. 

21 

22 Ventur e . 

23 

24 

MS. ROGERS : Golden West, Sully Buttes and 

MS . WIEST : us West . 

MR . HEASTON: Bill Heaston and Tammy Wilka 

25 for Us West Co mmunicat i ons . 



MS . CREMER: Karen Cremer , Commission st a ff. 

MR . HOSECK : Camr e n Hoseck , Commission 

s~aff. 

MS . WI EST : We have had a request to take o ne 

S of these dockets first and that's TC9 7-0 7 5. Do any of 

the parties want to make an ope ning statement bef o re we 

7 begin? 

Why don't you proceed wi th 075 th e n . 

MR . COIT: Sure, t ha t's f ine. I really d o n 't 

10 have an o pen i ng statement. There are a couple of 

11 exhibits that we would like to adm i t . And I understand 

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

13 that we would like to admit in to the record as evidence 

14 on the ETC quest ions. And that would be Exhibit Number 

15 1, which is the applica tion of Fort Randal l for ETC 

16 designation, and Exh i bit No. 2, wh ich is the response 

17 of Fort Randall to a data request from staff, dated, I 

18 bel i eve, October 1st. And there are two letters. 

19 don't know i f we' ve ma rk e d thos e ye t. 

20 

21 

22 

!E XH I BITS NO. 3 and 4 WERE MARKE D FOR 

IDENTIFICATION. ) 

MR . COIT: There are two other exhib i ts that 

23 have been marked Exh i bit No. 3 . Ka th y Marmet , is that 

24 the lette r of Dakota or is Exh ibi t 3 the letter. 

25 MS. MARMET : Exhibit 3 is the letter o f 

10 

Dakota. 

MR . CO IT : So the Exhibit 3 is the letter 

from Ro bert Marmet to the Commiss ion, and Exh i bit 4 is 

a letter fr om Mike Bradl ey to the Commission. 

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

t he letter from Bradley? 

MR. COIT: November 18t h. 

MS. WI EST: Because I have one da ted November 

18th and one the 19th. 

MR. COIT: I thi nk so. Is that righ t, 

11 Exhibit 3, 1s that the 19th? Okay. I had a letter 

12 t ha t was da ted yesterday, but the o nes we have marked 

13 for admission today, I believe both the letters are 

14 d ated the 1 9 th, No vember 19th. 

15 MS. WIEST : S o the letter from Mr. Bradley is 

16 dated the 19th? 

17 

1 8 

1 9 

MR. COIT : Yes. So rry about that. 

MS . WI EST : And that's Exhibit ~ -

MR. COIT : I don ' t know why the y'r e dated 

2 0 d i fferently . The 19th 1s the one we 're seeking 

21 admission on, I believe . Yes, they are identica l so 

22 we 're seeking admission of the 19th letter. 

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

24 identical but we'll go wi th the 19th. Could I see the 

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



that one. (Pause. ) So at th i s time are you offering 

Exhibits 1. 2, 3 and 4? 

MR . CO IT : Yes, that's correct. 

MS. WIEST: Is there any objection to those 

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

6 been admitted i n TC97-075. Then at this time I would 

7 ask i f any of the parties have an y ques ti ons pertaining 

to TC97-075, including the Commissione rs? 

The only question I would have, Rich, is on 

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

11 first question it talks about single party serv ice. 

12 guess it's not absol utely clear that it's available to 

13 all the custome rs the way that the statement is wr itten 

14 and answered. 

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

16 above-reference d company have this service . 

17 

18 

MS . WIEST : Right. 

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

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

20 

21 

MS . WIEST : No . 

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

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

23 led to believe that if there were some questions on 

24 appl i cations and there was not a witness here to answer 

25 :hat, those questions could be dealt with between now 

10 

and December 2nd. There are witnesses here today for 

some of the other applications , but there is not a 

witness here today with respect to Fort Randall's 

application . 

MS . WIEST : The only other thing I would 

suggest is that perhaps the Commission could Just have 

it clarified by another affidavit from the person. 

CH AIRMAN BURG: We could approve i t on the 

9 basis of that clar i f i cat i on. 

10 MS . WIEST: A late-filed exhihit just 

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

12 witnesses on other issues . 

l 3 

" 
MR. COIT : I appreciate that option. 

MS. WIEST : Other wise, are there any other 

15 questions relating t o 075? 

16 

17 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Can we make bench decisions? 

MS. WIE ST: Staff will have something too. 

18 They ' ll have Lest1mony on all o( the cases. Does staff 

19 want to go now, o r d o you want to go at the very end? 

2 0 MR . HOSECK : Or i gina l ly we had planned to go 

21 after the applicants had . 

22 

23 

MS. WIEST : All the applicants? 

MR. HOSECK: Yes. And if these are treated 

24 en mass or something fairly close t o that, then we 

25 would be prepared to put on our case i n a similar 



11 

1 manner . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: That's f i ne . 

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

then we 'l l have Harlan as the witness. Let's g o back 

to TC97-068. Does anyone have any questions on 

6 TC97-068? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a clarificat ion. Wha t 

e data request response is t hi s ? 

MS . WIEST : Yes . That would be i n that 

10 packet. 

11 

12 

MR . COIT: Is there a chance that we could 

consider or deal wit h these e n mass as Mr. Hoseck has 

13 indicated or suggested? 

14 

15 

16 

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

few of them 1 have a c oupl e questi o ns o n some of them . 

MR. COIT : Okay . Should I go ahead and 

11 I introduce the exh ibits? 

MS. WIEST: Yes. l U 

19 MR . COIT : With res pect to Docket TC97·068 

2 0 there are two exhibits . Exhibit No. 1 i s the actua l 

2 1 ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company . And 

22 Exhibit No. 2 is the res ponse of Vivi an Telephone 

23 comp a ny to a da t a request fr om Comm i ssion staff . We 

24 wo uld mo v e the admission of those exhibits. I do n o t 

25 have t he dat es. I don ' t have them here wi th me. 

12 

l Oka y . Yeah, the date on the Exh ibit No . 1 is 6-1997, 

2 and the date on the respo nse to the data request is 

10-14 -9 7. 

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

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

MS . WIEST: Okay . I s there any objection t o 

admitti ng Exh ibits land 2 in 068? If not, they've 

been adm i tted . Aga i n, Rich, on Exhib it 2, the first 

9 question , it says we provide single party service 

1 0 throughout . I guess I'll a ssume that means all 

11 customers? 

12 MR . COIT : I would c al l Don Lee. Don Lee is 

13 he r e represent i ng Vi v i an as well as some of t he other 

1 4 c o mpan i es . Do n Lee , do you want to take a seat? 

15 

16 

17 

DON LBI, 

c a ll ed as a witness, be ing f i rst duly s worn , 

wa s examined and testif ied as follows : 

18 DIRECT EX AM INATI ON 

19 BY MR . COIT : 

2 0 Co uld y o u respo nd to Commi s s i on cou nsel ' s 

2 1 question, please ? 

22 A . Yes . The ans wer to your question is, yes, i t 

23 d o es i nd i c a te t ha t they prov i de s erv ice private l i ne 

2 4 throughout t he stud y area. 

2 5 MS. WIE ST : Single party t o all customer s? 



13 

It 's available to all customers? 

"· Right . 

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

question I have. Does anybody else have any que stions 

for this witness fo r 068t If not, thank you. I did 

admit Exhibit land 2. 069. 

MR. COIT: We wo uld move the admission of 

e Exhibits No. land 2 in 069, and that is an ETC request 

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

10 data request dated 10 - 14 -91. 

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

12 been admitted. 

13 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Excuse me, I do 

14 not have the data request up here with me for some 

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

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

11 ~as that covered in the data request? I'm sorry to be 

18 behind the eight ball, but 1 did not have that and so I 

19 need to know whether this company is do ing Lifeline, 

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

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

22 1' . You're referring to the Vivian Telephone 

23 Company? 

24 COMMISSIONER SCHOE NFELDER : Yeah, Vi v i a n is 

25 wha t we're do ing now. 

14 

A . Vivian Telephone Compan y does provide 

Lifeline and Link Up throughout its system with the 

exception of the Vivian Exchange , and they anticipate 

providing it in the Vivian Exchange by January 1, 

1998 . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: But anticipated 

and doing it are two d i fferent things. And I think I ' m 

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

9 do it or that you're going to ask for s omet h ing from 

10 us. 

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

12 by that date ? 

13 CO MM ISSIONER SC~OENFELDER: I think that 's 

14 one of the requirements, i f I'm reading the Act right. 

15 

16 

A. Yeah . 

CO MMI SSIONER SCHOE NFELDER : And I think 

17 that's important that we have that on the record. 

18 1'. Certainly. Comm1ssioner. The answer is, yes, 

19 they are committed co provi ding it by 1-1-1998. 

20 

21 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Just a question, a general 

22 one o n that. On the toll. what do we call it t oll 

23 control? Do we need a statemen t on tho~e. too, or a 

24 request for a waiver? 

25 MS . WI EST: They did actually request wa ivers 
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in their o r iginal applications. 

MR. COIT : I was at the conclusion of going 

:hrough . I guess, the questions and so forth, I was 

basically -- before the Commission acts on any of 

these, going to restate the request . But if the 

commis sion has questions of Mr . Lee with respect to 

certain aspects of providing it, I wou l d -- yeah, I 

a would suggest you go ahead and ask it. 

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

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

11 In other words, if it applies to every one of them, 

12 then the statement at the end saying it applies on all 

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

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

15 that. I d oub t if there are any at this time. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

request 

to make 

bringing 

MR . COIT: No, we don"t. And the wa iver 

is included in all the applications . But 

sure it was ruled on, I was intending on 

it up again at the end . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. That's fine with 

MS . WIEST: Any other question s of this 

just 

me. 

22 witness regard i ng 068 and 069? If not, we will go to 

TC97-070. 

2< MR . COIT: Again, I would move for the 

25 admissic, of two exhibits in TC97-070 , and that is the 

16 

ETC applicat ion or request dated 6-10-97 and response 

to staff's data request dated 10-97 . 

MS . WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits 

1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any questions 

5 with rega rd to this docket? If not, let's go to 

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

Exhibits No . 1 and 2, request for ETC status dated 

6- 1 0-97 and response to data request of staff dated 

10 10-9-97. 

11 MS . WIES T: Any objection to Exhib its land 

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

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

1 4 TC97-073. 

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

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

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

18 MS . WIEST: Any o bjections to Exhibits land 

19 2 belng admitted? If no t, they have been admitted . 

20 Any questi o ns regarding 073? 

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

22 is the current manager of Sioux Valley Telephone 

23 Compa ny, is ava ilable lf the Commissioners have any 

2 ~ questions. 

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 

Exh i bit No. 1 , wh ich 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 o b jections ? If 

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

e questions concerning 07 ~ ? I have the same question on 

this one, Rich, with respect to the data request number 

10 one. 

MR . COIT: Would an affidavit be adequa te? 
11 

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

13 MR. COIT: Oka y . I will make sure t.hat gets 

14 filed. 

15 
MS. WIE ST: Any questions on 074? If not, 

16 let's go to TC97-017. 

17 

16 

MR. COIT : we would move for th e adm ission of 

Exh i bit No. 1, wh ich is the ETC request and that 's 

19 dated 6-13-97. Als o move for adm i ssion of Exhib it No. 

20 

21 

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

And there is also an Exhibit No . 3 in this d ocket , a 

22 supplementa l response to staff data request . It's 

23 d 3 ted 10-28-97. We move the admission of all three 

24. exhibits. 

25 MS. WIEST : Any objection? If no t, those [__ _____________ _ 

three exhibits have been admitted. Are t here any 

2 questions regarding this docket? 

18 

MR. COIT: I believe Mr. Lee is representing 

ITC today as well? 

MR. LEE: That's right. 

MS. WIE ST: Okay. Let's go to TC9 7-078. 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

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

and move for the admission o f Exhibit No. 2, 

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

wh ich is 

ll MS . WIEST : Any objection t o those exhibits? 

12 If not, they ' ve been admitt ed . Any questi ons 

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

1, MR . COIT : We move for the admission of 

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

16 and als o move for admission o f respons e to staff data 

17 request Ex hibit No. 2, wh i c h is dated 10-14 -97. 

l 8 MS. WIEST : Any objection to Exhib its land 

19 2? If not. they· ve been admitted. Any quest ions 

20 

21 

22 

regarding th1s docket? 

TC97-081. 

If not, l et's move to 

MR . COIT : We move for the adm ission o f ETC 

23 request dated 6 - 16 - 97 , wh ich is Exh ibit No. 1, and also 

24 Exh1bit No. 2, res ponse to staff data request, dated 



19 

MS. WIEST: Are there any objections t o 1 and 

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

regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this 

one, you will be asking at the end about the waiver for 

the single party and all the other waivers; is that 

right? 

MR. COIT: Is there a waiver request in the 

8 Stat el ine on the single party issue? 

MS . WIEST: Yes. 

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

11 urderstood there were some companies that had purchased 

12 US West exchanges that were still in the process of 

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

14 wa i ver , I guess so. I'll renew that request. I don't 

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

16 bel ieve , Mr. Lee, are you here 1.·epresenting Stateline? 

17 MR. LEE: I am. And in conve r sations with 

18 Stateline management yesterday, they indicated that 

19 they would like l y need a wa iver request until Mar ch, 

20 Apr il time frame when they can finish the construction 

21 to provide all one party service. 

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

23 a ctually asking f o r a one-year waiver ; correct? 

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

25 up. 

20 

MS . WIEST: so you probably just need a 

2 waiver until June? 

HR . LEE: That would be adequate . 

MS. WIEST: June lat? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we need to act on the 

wa i vers now? 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Do you want a 

e motion on the wa iver now? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

i s that 

a motion 

cont r o l, 

at this 

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

all o f thesE., I believe, are g ~i ng to also need 

on the wa ive rs for the one year = the toll 

and - haven• t been doing any of those motions 

t ime. 

CH AI RMAN BURG: h have to take each of those 

15 separate mot io ns, do y ou think, at the end for the toll 

16 control ? 

17 

18 

MS. WIEST: Yes . If we wan t to go --

MR . COIT : we co uld pick it up here now and 

19 start do i ng wa i vers . That might be the easiest wa y. 

20 

21 o ne . 

22 

23 

2 4 

CHAIRMAN BURG : If we got to go thro ugh each 

MR . COIT: Rule on them as y~u g o thr ough . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Easier than g oi ng back . 

MS . WIEST : Ok ay. For 08 1 with respect to 

25 the waiver until June 1st, 1998, concerning single 
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and the second wa iver 
1 party service to a ll c ustomers , 

2 on toll control for one year- · one year from wha t 

3 da t e, Rich? 

MR . COIT: 1 think 1 would guess that that 

5 woul d be from th e date of the order. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

" 

MS . WIEST : Ok ay . 

MR. COIT: on the toll con trol? You're 

spea k ing to the toll con trol ; co rrect? 

MS. WIEST : Yes, toll control . 

CO MM ISS I ONER SCHOENFELDER: 1 have a question 

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

cont rol and o n the sing le party serv i ce. As long as 

you're ask in g for waivers , let ' s make sure it's done 

properly and that we ' r e no t ba c k here in two months 

15 asking for mo re wa ivers . I would hate to g o through 

lf 
this process, o r wo uld not like to go through thi s 

11 process again. 

18 we're doing it. 

I th ink we need to be accurate when 

I a lso have a quest io n about what 

19 meets the requireme nts of the Ac t? How much of a 

20 
wal ver can we give? 1 don't kn o w as I know the an ower 

21 to that. 

'' 
2l 

24 

2S 

MS . WIE ST: Right. The time actually in the 

FCC Order is not specified. But it does say in 

paragraph 8 9, ! be li e ve , that the Commission must , u pon 

a fi nd i ng o f exceptional circumstances, you can make a 

22 

1 wa i ver for single party services for a specified per iod 

2 o f time. And also on the toll limitation the compa ny 

must also sh o w e xcept ional ci r cumstances exist and need 

for additional time to upgrade. They should have t o 

show individual hardship, i ndividualized hardship o r 

i n eq ui ty warrants additional time to compl y and t hat 

woul d better serve the public interest that is in 

strict adherence to the time period and it should 

9 extend only as long as the exceptional ci rcu mstances 

10 exist. 

11 

12 

13 

" 

MR. CO IT: I would note that in the 

applications, while we've requested a yea r , we ' ve also 

indicated that within that period of time we would file 

some informat io n wi th the Commission in d icating , y ou 

15 kn o w, when the capabi ity is available. If the 

16 

l 7 

Commissio n ·- what we have -- and Mr . Lee , I t h i nk , 

ans wer some quest1ons in the area of toll control that 

18 I c an't answer . Sut we •re faced with a situat io n today 

19 wh e r e the capabllltles are j ust not availab l e. If a 

20 year is t oo long. y ou kn o w, from our perspect ive we 

21 r eally didn 't know when i t would be available and 

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

23 

2, 

info rmat ion on that, maybe the time period can be 

d1fferent. But right now we rea ll y don't know when the 

25 c apability is going to be ava il able. 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabor 

t~e point, and I know everyone wants to get th r ough 

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

right. And so if it means that we ne ed to answer the 

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

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

7 y o u have spelled out why these companies -- at least 

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

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

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

11 And so I think that should be in the application 

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

13 or we s hould have something on the record to support 

14 where we're going. 

lS MS . WIEST: They d o explain the reasons in 

16 t.heir application, their o r igi nal application, wit h 

17 I respect to toll co ntrol. 

l 8 

l 9 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay . 

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

20 questions that the Commission would like to ask at this 

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

22 that now. 

23 COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: I would like to 

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

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

24 

Mr . Lee, where they're at in de ploying the technology 

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

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

not go forward the way that it ' s been p e r ceived that it 

should go for ward. 

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

that in general; and then if there are specific 

a questions, I'd be happy to do that . But the issue o f 

toll limitation , which I believe under the FC C's 

10 description identifies a toll restriction and a toll 

11 control, and the iss ue 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 cont rol the amount of its 

14 monthly bi ll, at wh ich time a restriction automatically 

15 kicks in and d isallows access to the long distance 

16 net work. To my know l edge , there is no s witch vendor in 

17 the Un ite d States today who provides that capab ility 

18 within its switch. I kno w that the vendors are working 

19 on it. 1 could not sit here with a clear conscience 

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

21 be ava il able. Given my honest opinion, I would doubt 

22 that it's available to the general populati on within a 

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

24 believe that SDITC membe rs ask fo r the one-year peri od 

25 because we don't anticipate it be ing available. 
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The second or alternative to that is a 

s of tware prov i s ion i ng o f ro ll control. And , again. to 

my kno wl edge , there is no i nterface between a software 

sy s tem and a switch that has that capab ili ty . 

Pr imar il y be c ause i t would take real t i me rat i ng of a 

custome r 's usage ; a nd be c ause t he customer c ontro l 

7 sw itc h i n te r e x c hange carr ie r it 's choosing, there are a 

8 myria d of o pt ional cal l plans and rat e str u cture s that 

9 woul j be app li ed. And, t o my knowledge, there j ust is 

10 n o technology, nor s o ftware, available to carry out 

11 that pr o gram . 

12 CO MM I SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: And if I recall 

13 r i g h t , i t d o esn't •· i t's not permissive, one or the 

14 o ~her . Yo u rea ll y to need t o do all of the above . 

15 

1 6 

MR. LEE : It i n c ludes both , that's correct . 

CO MM I SSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: I be l ieve some 

17 compa nie s hav e a s ke d t h e FCC f o r clar i fi c at i on , that 

18 s o rt o f thing. And a s far as I know, you might have 

1 9 better in f o r ma tion tha n I d o that that dec i s i on has not 

2 0 b een h a nded d o wn by t he FCC . 

21 MR . LEE : A, I d o ubt I have better 

2 2 informat ion; and , B, I agree i t has not been handed 

23 d o wn, to my kn o wl edge. The r e is that clar i fication 

2~ proc e d u re req ue s t in fr o n t o f the FCC. 

2 5 CO MM I SSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay . 

26 

CHAIRMAN BURG: To my knowledge, everybody 

2 can offer toll lim i tation; right, from wh at we've had 

t o get a genera l statement? 

HR . LEE : I'm going to define as t o ll 

res tric t io n , if I ca n, i nstead o f toll limi tation, yes . 

CHA I RMAN BURG : Toll block i ng i s what I 

7 mean . Everybody c an offer that? 

1 0 

MR . LEE : To my kn o wledge, tha : ' s a true 

s ta t ement . 

CHAI RMAN BURG: And I guess my pos1tion i s to 

11 me , t he o t he r - - I r e a l ly don't see, you .t now, s i nc e 

12 y ou s a id 1t's not a va i l ab l e , I c an ' t see t h em imp l y i ng 

13 it o r e ven p utting it into here. I th i nk it s atisfies 

1 4 all o f o u r n e ed s . I ha v e no pro ble m g ivi ng the full 

15 ye a r or mo r e as l o ng as it get s t h r o ugh FCC , wh ic h at 

16 this time 1t a ppears i t shoul d . So I d o n ' t se e th i s 

17 p o i n t to me i n mak i ng 1t a shorte r lim i t be c a use I 

18 d o n't th in k 1 t wi l l interfere \dt h th e ETC 

1 9 estab li shment . 

2 0 MR. LEE : I wo u l d agr e e wi t h that a nd th e n 

21 wo u l d poi n t out 1n th e appl ications the c o mpani es have 

22 i ndi c ated tha t th ey w1 ll i nvest i gate and will wo rk with 

23 t hei r sw i t ch vendo r s s o t hat when i t d oes bec ome 

2~ ava i l able , t hey're willi n g t o implement i t . I th in k 

25 tha t the tele p h o n e com pan i e s f eel that o nce it becomes 
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available , i t is i n the public interest and would be 

2 v e ry supportive of that concept . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : With that I 'l l move that we 

gra nt the one - year waiver on toll - - what is it 

s c a ll ed? To ll l imitation ? Toll control? 

10 

COMMISS IO NER NELSON: I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : I ' m going to 

concu r wi th that as long as the motion is understood 

t ha t there will be some f o rmal way to limit toll for 

these cu st omers just so that everybody understands the 

11 motion. 

12 
CHA I RMAN BURG : I think in every application 

13 you a g reed that y o u c an do toll restriction --

MR . LEE : R i ght . 

15 CHA I RMAN BURG: i f I remember reading the 

16 app licat ions, and that to me is satisfactory . 

17 

18 

MR. LEE : Thank you . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do you want them as a 

19 separat e mo t ion? Okay . I'll also move -- which one do 

20 we nee d on th is o ne ? 

21 

22 June 1st . 

23 

MS. WI EST: Th e s i ngle party service unt i l 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move that we grant a 

waiv e r in TC97-0 8l i n t he single party requirement 

25 un t il Ju n e 1, 19 9 8 . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

28 

MS . WIEST: Any other questi o ns in 081? Do 

you want to go ba c k now? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : It might be easier t o go back 

a nd ge t these others. 

MR . COIT: Whatever. 

MS . WIEST : We'll go back t o 0 6 8, and the 

9 mo t io n in 068 wi ll b e f or the one-year waiver o n t o ll 

1 0 cont r o l . 

1 1 CHAI RMAN BUR G: I'l l move that we g r a n t the 

12 wa ive r of t oll contr o l in TC9 7- 075 . 

13 

" 
15 

16 

17 

COMMISSI ONER NE LSON : I ' d second . 

CO MM IS SI ONER SC HOE NFELDER: Concur . 

MS. WIEST : 068. 

CH AI RMA N BUR G: I ' ll mo ve we g r a n t the t o l l 

-- I mea n I' 11 mo ve we g ran t the wa iv e r fo r t oll 

18 limit a tio n . 

19 MS. WIEST: Toll co n t r ol . I'm so r ry, we h a v e 

20 to be a ccu rate because wha t the FCC d i d is they c a ll it 

21 combined toll contro l a nd toll b loc k i ng as toll 

22 limit a tion . 

23 

25 

CH AI RMAN BURG : I'll mo ve we gran t the wa iver 

f or toll c o ntrol in TC97-06 8 . 

COMMI SS I ONER NELSON: Secon d e d . 



COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: For one year? 

CH AIRM AN BURG : Yes . 

MS . WIEST : 069. 

29 

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

move we grant the toll control wa iver in TC97-069 for 

7 one year. 

10 

l l 

COM MISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: 070. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant toll 

12 concrol in TC97 - 070 for one year , t h e waiver for one 

13 year. 

l4 

l 5 

16 

17 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: 171 . 

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

18 control, the wa i ver f o r toll control, in TC97-071 for 

19 one year. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST : 073. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we g ran ~ the wa iver 

24 for toll control in TC97 - 073 for one year . 

25 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded . 

1 0 

ll 

l 2 

13 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST : 07 4 . 

30 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll move we gr a nt the waiver 

for toll control in TC97 - 074 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : Seconded. 

COMMISSION£~ SCHOENFELDER: Cc ncur. 

MS . WIEST : 077. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I 'l l move we grant the waiver 

f o r toll control in TC97 -0 77 for one yea r . 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON : Seconded. 

COMMISS IONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : 078 . 

CHAIR MAN BURG: I'll move we grant the waiver 

14 f or tol l contro l in TC97-07 8 for one year. 

15 

16 

l 7 

l 8 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : Seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIE ST: 080. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: And I'll mo ve we grant the 

19 waiver f or toll control in TC9 7 -0 80 fo r o ne year . 

20 

21 

22 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : Seconded. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

CH AIRMA N BURG : We did 81; right, and we are 

23 d one wi th 81 . 

2 4 MS . WIEST: Any further questions on 0817 

25 083, TC97 -0 8 3. 
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11 

1 2 
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MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of 

the ETC request f i led by Accent, dated 6 - 17- 97, and 

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

is dated 10-8-97. 

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

have been adm i tted. Any questions regarding 083? 

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

the wa ive r for toll cont r ol in TC97-083 for one year . 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON : Seconded . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS. WIEST : TC97-084. 

MR . COIT: We mo v e for the admission of the 

13 ETC request dated 6-17 -9 7, which is marked Exhibit No. 

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

15 r!sponse to staff data request dated 10-8-97. 

l 6 MS. WIEST : Are there any obj ect ions? If 

17 not, they 've been admi t ted. 

18 CHAIRMAN BURG: I ' ll move we grant t he waiver 

19 f or toll control i n TC9 1 - 084 for one year . 

2 0 

21 

COMMI SSIO NER NELSON: Seconded. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'll concur. 

22 Do es this have a single party question on this o ne? 

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

24 appl i cation that they are of f ering single party service 

25 to all consume r s. 

)2 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I got a sticky on 

it. sorry . James Valley; right? 

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

Yeah , that was Bo b 's question. And the r eason he had 

th e question is i t wa s actually in the ori g i nal 

app lica tion. So if you look at the original 

1 applicat i on on pag e t wo , under question number three, 

they d o state that the y prov ide single party service to 

all co nsumers in their service area . Number four down 

10 o n that list. 

11 

12 

13 TC91 -0 85 . 

1, 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Ok a y. 

MS. WI EST: Tha nk y ou. Okay . Let ' s go t o 

MR. COI T : We move fo r admitting o f Exhibit 

15 No. 1, the ETC request, dated 6-11-91, and Exh i b it No. 

16 2, the response t o staff data request dat ed 10-10-9 1. 

1 7 MS. WI EST : Any obj ect io ns ? If not, they've 

18 been admitted. I have the sa me questi on here with 

19 respect to q uestion n umber one . 

20 MR . COI T : Mr . Benton is available to respo nd 

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

22 Or, Don, c a n y ou :-espond t o any questions? 

23 MR . LEE : Mark h a s asked me to r espon d o n his 

24 behalf, whlch wlll be Heartland Communic a tions. and 

25 they are offering a ll s i ng l e. 
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MS . WIEST: Single party was offered to a ll 

2 customers? 
Any other questions concerning th i s 

3 d ock et? Is there a motio.1? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant th e 

s wa iver for t oll cont rol to TC97 - 089 for o ne year. 

COMMISSIO NER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS. WIEST : 085, I believe. 

CHA I RMAN BURG: Excuse me, 85 . 

MS. WIEST: TC97-086. 10 

11 

12 

13 

MR. COIT : we move for the admission of ETC 

req uest, Exhib i t No. 1, dated 6 - 17-97, and response to 

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

1 4 1 0-10- 97. 

MS . WIEST : 
15 I 
l6 \ have been admitted . 

Any objections ? If not, they 

same question, can you answer 

17 

18 

19 

that, Mr. Lee? 

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

associated companies with the exhibit numbers . Wh ich 

20 company are we referring to ? 

21 MR. COIT: Midstate. 

MR. LEE : They are currentl y all private line 
22 

23 servic es. 

2 4 MR . COIT: Single party; correct? 

25 MS . WIEST: Single party to all customers? 

34 

MR . LEE: Correct. 

MS . WIEST : Any o:her questions in this 

d oc ke t? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant the t o ll 

5 control waiver in TC97 - 086 !or one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISS IO NER SCHOENFELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-087. 

MR . COIT: ~e move for the adm . ss ion of 

10 Exh i bit No. l, ETC request , dated 6-17-97, a nd Exhibit 

11 

12 

13 

" 
I 5 

16 

I 7 

18 

19 

20 

No. 2, re sponse to staff data request, dated 10-16-97 . 

MS . WIEST: An y o b jecti o ns? If not, Exhibits 

land 2 have bee n a dmi t te d . 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant toll 

control waiver i n TC97-087 f or one year. 

COMMISSIO NE R NELS ON: I'd se cond it. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOE NFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WI EST : Aga in, I' d have a quest ion o n 

this o ne, Ric h . 

MR . COIT: Mr . Lee is represen ting Baltic as 

21 wel 1. 

22 MR . LEE : Baltic is currently a ll pr iv a te 

23 line. I ' m s orry, s ingl e part y. I should use the r i ght 

2 ~ term, single par ty s e rv ice . 

25 MS . WIEST: To a ll c ust o mers? 
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MR. LEE: Correct. 

MS . WIEST : Thar'.; y ou. TC97-08B . 

MR . COIT : We mov e for the admission of 

d 6-17-97, and response 
E•hibit No. 1, ETC request date 
~ . N 2, wh ich i s 

to sta f f data request , wh ic h i s Exhibit o. 

6 dated 10-17-97. 

10 

: : \ 
13 

MS , WIEST: Any objectionsi If not, Exhibits 

land 2 h av e been admitted . 

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

on toll cont r o l in TC97 - 088 f o r one year. 

COMM IS SIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: concur . 

MS , WIEST: Can you answer my question on 

14 I t hi 9 

ls I 

one, Mr. 

MR. 

Lee ? 

LEE: Company name. pleasei 

East Plains. 
16 MS . WIEST: 

MR . LEE: Currently is all single party 

18 service . 

19 

2 0 

21 

22 

23 

2S 

MS. WIEST : Thank you. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-0 89 . 

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

Exhibit No. 1, wh ich 
is the ETC request da ted 6 -17- 97, 

adml· ssion of Exh ibi t No . 2, wh ich is a response 
and th e 

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

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

36 

been admitted . Same quest ion . 

MR . COIT: I d on 't believe that Mr. Lee is 

here represent ing Western today. What did they say in 

the response? 

MS . WIEST: They said Western Telep hone 

6 o ffers single party service . My ques tio n is d o they 

7 offer to every customer again? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

1 4 

1S 

16 

17 

18 

MR , COIT: We ll 

MS . WIE ST: Can you d o a late-! i led on that? 

MR . COIT: We can do an affidav it on that 

one. I guess . 

CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wai ve r 

on toll control f or TC97 -0 89 for one year. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSO N : I' d second i t . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDE R : Concur. 

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

MR . COIT : We move for the adm ission of 

Exhibit No . wh ich 1s the ETC request dated 6-17-97, 

19 and Ex hibit No. 2, whi ch 1s the r esponse to staff data 

20 request dat ed 10- 2 4 - 97 . 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

2S 

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

been admitted . Any questions concerning this d ocke t ? 

CH AIRM AN BURG : I'll mo ve that we grant a 

waiver on toll con trol in TC97-090 f or one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I' d second it. 
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97-092 . 

MR . COI T : we mo ve for t he admission of 

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

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

admission of Exhibit No. 2, whi c h is the response to 

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

that Mr. 
Rod Bauer is he re t o resp o nd t o any questions 

that the commissioners or staff may have con ce rn ing 

10 their request. 

11 

12 docket? 

MS. WIEST: Any questions concerning this 

If not, do you have a motion? 

13 

15 

lf 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit both those ? 

MS. WI ES T : I'm sorry, I did not. I will 

admit Exhib it Numbers l and 2. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant a 

waiver on t oll control i n TC97-092 for o ne year. 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: I 'd second it. 

COMMISSI ONER SC HOE NFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97 -0 93 . 

MR . COIT: 

Exhibit No . 1, which 

we would move for the adm is s ion of 

is the ETC request of Jefferson 

Telepho ne company, dated 6-18-9 7 , and move also for the 

admission of Exhibit No. 2, respons e to staff data 

25 request, wh ic h i s dated 1 0 -10- 97. And I wou ld note 

that Mr . Dick Connors is ava il able to answer any 

quest ions concerning the Jefferson request . 

38 

MS. WIEST: Any objection to the exhibits? 

If not, they've been admit ted . Any questions 

5 concerning this docket? 

10 

11 

12 

13 

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

for toll control in TC97-093 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I ' d second it. 

CO MM ISSIO NER SCHOENF ELDER : C~ncur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-094. 

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

Exhibit No. 1, wh ich is the ETC reques t dated 6 -1 9-97, 

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

14 the response to data request dated 10-15-97. 

15 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and 

16 2? If not , those e xh ibits have be en adm i tted. Do you 

17 

18 

have any wit nesses for this one? 

MR. CO IT: Mr . Lee is available for both 

19 Sully Buttes and Ven:ure. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

MS. WI ES~ : I JUS t had a question, I gu e ss, 

concerning single party service because in this one it 

does say should facil1t1es not allow imme diate single 

party service, Su ly Buttes may of f er multi- party 

service until the facilities are restored or installed 

25 to allow for single party service. Has that occur red 
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i n the past ? 

A. c u rr e n tl y Su l ly Buttes Telephone has no 

multi - li ne . The fa ct i s a l l sing l e part y serv ice . 

t h i n k they added th a t l an~ uage such that if there were 

s a d i s aster t hat they had to respond to, they wanted to 

rese rv e t he right to o ffer party line under the 

7 emergency ba si s o nly . But they have for a number of 

e yea r s be en al l single party service. 

MS. WIE ST : Any other quest i ons? 

1 0 CHAIRMAN BURG : I ' ll move we grant a waiver 

11 on t o ll contro l for TC97 - 094 for one year. 

12 

13 

1 4 concur . 

1 5 

1 6 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOE NFELDER: Wel l, I'll 

MS . WIEST: TC9 7 -095 . 

MR . COI T : we wo uld move for the admiss i on of 

1 7 ETC , Exh i b it No. 1, dated 6 - 19-97, and admission of 

18 Ex h i bit No. 2, response t o data request dated 

1 9 10-15 - 9 7 . I wou l d po i nt out that I believe that there 

2 0 mi g ht be an i ss u e wi th respect t o single party ser v ice 

2 1 wa i v e r in t his c ase as well . 

22 MS . WI ES T: Ri ght . At this time are there 

23 any o b j ec t i o n s t o Exhibit land 2? If not , they've 

24 been admitted . Yes . And i t would appear they would 

25 n e e d a waiver . And my question for apparently they 

<O 

ha v e three mult i - party customers and they plan to 

install single party service d u ring the 1988 

construction season . So I guess my quest i on i s 

apparent l y t hey hav e n' t asked fo r a wai ver. Are y o u 

5 d oi ng s o at this time? 

MR . CO I T: Yes, we wo uld o n the i r behalf . 

An d I t h i nk Mr . Lee wo u l d b e able t o r es p o nd c o 

8 question s on th a t . I a ssu me s o anyway . 

MR . LEE : Su r e. But that wo u l d b e cor r ect , 

1 0 we do ne e d a wa i ver . Th e same Ju n e l da : e would be 

1 1 a c ceptabl e to u s . 

12 

1 3 

MS. WIE ST : June 1, o kay . 

CHA I RMAN BURG : I ' ll mov e we grant a wa i ver 

14 i n sing l e p a rty service to Ju ne 1 , 199 8 , in TC9 7 -0 95. 

1 5 

16 

17 co n c ur. 

18 

COMM ISSI ONER NEL SON: I wo u l d se cond that . 

COMM ISSI ONER SC HOEN FELDE R : Sure , I' 11 

CH AIR MA N BU RG : And I ' l l also move tha t we 

1 9 grant a waiver f o r c ol l co n t r ol on TC97 - 095 fo r o n e 

2 0 ye ar . 

21 

2 2 

23 

COMM I SS IONE R NE LSO N: I 'd se cond i t . 

CO MM ISSI ONER SC HOEN FEL DER: Co~cur . 

MS. WIEST : TC 9 7 - 096. 

MR. COIT : I mov e fo r t he a dm ission o f ET C 

25 r eque st, Exh i b i t No . 1, dated 6 · 19 - 97 , and move f or the 
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ad~ ission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data request 

2 dated 10-10-97. 

10 

11 

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

been adm it ted. Any questions concerning this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wai ver 

on toll cont r ol i n TC97 - 096 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concu r. 

MS . WIEST : TC97 -097. 

MR. COIT: We move fo r the admission of 

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

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

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

1 ~ been admitte d . Does anybody have any questions 

15 concer n in g this d ocket? 

16 CHAIRMAN BURG : I'll mo ve we grant a wa iver 

17 for toll cont rol in TC97-097 for one year. 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97 -0 98 . 

MR . COI T : We mo ve for the admission of ETC 

22 r e quest dated 6-19-97, wh ich is marked Exhibit No. 1, 

23 and admission o f Exh ibi t No. 2, which i s the response 

24 to data request dated 10-14 -9 7 . 

25 MS . WIEST: Any o b jec tion to Exh i bits land 

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

questions concerning this do cket? 

42 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we grant a 

waiver for toll control in TC97 -0 98 for one year. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd seco nd it. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST : TC97 -0 99. 

MR . COIT: We mo ve for the admiss ion o f 

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

10 adm i ssion of Exhibit No . 2, wh ich is the response to 

11 

12 

data request dated 10 -9- 97 . 

MS . WIEST: Any o b jection? If not, they"ve 

13 been admitted. I have the same question o n this o ne . 

14 The quest ion is d o we have single party service, and 

15 the answer 1s yes? 

16 MR . COIT: Mr. Lee, are you here fo r Robe rt s 

17 County or not ? 

18 

19 

MR. LEE: No . 

MR. COIT: The~ we pr o bably ne ed t o handle 

20 that, I suppose . by the affidavit. 

21 

22 

23 County o r 

25 

MS. WI EST : Ok ay. 

MR . LEE : Rich, are we talking about Roberts 

MR. COIT: Robe rts County. 

MR. LEE: I kn o w from anot her source o ther 
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota 

2 Association of Telephone Co-o ps and the daily requests 

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

single party service throughout Roberts County Co-op, 

i f that will suffice for your information here. 

MS. WIEST: Is that sufficient? 

MS. CRE MER : That's sufficient. 

MS. WIEST: Okay. 

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

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

11 

12 

13 

,. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I ' d second i t. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97-100. 

MR . COIT: We move for the admission of 

1 5 E~hibit No. 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97, 

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

17 request dated 10-9-97. 

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

19 been admitted. Same question on this one. 

20 

21 

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

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

22 representing RC communications today, so I suspect 

23 we'l l have to deal with that wit h a late-filed exhibit 

24 if that's okay. 

25 MS. WI~ST: Okay. 
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wa ive r 

for tol l control in TC97-100 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIE ST: TC97 - 101. 

MR . COIT: we move for the admission of 

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

e and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data req ues t dated 

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

11 been admitted. Any questions concerning this docket? 

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

13 t oll control in TC97-101 for one year. 

H 

15 

16 

17 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOEN FELDER: Concur . 

MS . WIEST : TC97 -1 02. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of 

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

19 Exh i bit No. 2, wh ich is a re s ponse to data request 

20 dated 1 0 - 1 4 -97. 

21 MS . WIEST : Any objections? It not, land 2 

22 have been adm i tted. Any questions concerning this 

23 docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

25 for toll control in TC97 - 102 for one year. 
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CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97-105. 

45 

MR. CO IT: ~e move for the admiss ion of ETC 

request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and adm ission o f 

Exh i bit No. 2, r esponse to d a ta request dated 10-14-97 . 

MS. WIE ST: Any objection? If no t, Exhib its 

1 and 2 have been admitted. Any questions concerning 

this docket? 

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

11 for toll control in TC97 -10 5 for one year. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 request., 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I ' d second it . 

CO MM ISS I ONER SCHOENFELDER: Con cur . 

MS. WIEST: TC97-108. 

MR. COIT: We move f or the admission of ETC 

Exh ibit No. 1, da te d 6- 23 -97 , and the 

11 admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staf f data 

18 request dated 10-1 4 -97. 

19 MS. WIEST: Any object ion ? If not, Exh i bits 

20 1 and 2 have been admitt e d . Same question . Can you, 

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

22 ava il able f or 

23 

2, 

25 

MR. COIT: f o r Fa it h. 

MR . LEE: I do not represent them, I'm sorry. 

MR. COIT: We wou l d req uest permiss ion to 

< 6 

provide th a t via affidavit. 

MS . WI EST : Oka y . 

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

for toll control in TC97-108 for one year. 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: I ' d second it . 

CO MM ISSIO NER SCHOE NFELDER: Concu r . 

MS . WIEST: TC97-113. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of 

9 Exhib i t No. 1, ETC request dated 6-25-9~, and Exh ibit 

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

ll MS. WIEST : Any objection ? If no t, they've 

12 been ad mitted. I have t he same q uestio n on this one. 

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

14 respond to your question. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

MR. HAUG EN : Yes, I c an answer that. 

BILL HAOGBN , JR ., 

called as a witness, be i ng first duly s worn, 

was examined and testi f ied as f ollows : 

EX AM INATION 

MR. HAUG EN: Good afternoon. 

MS. WIES T: And I woul d just like to ask you 

22 if you cur rent ly provide single party service to all o f 

2 3 your customers 1n your area . 

2 , MR. HAUGEN: Singl e party service is 

25 available to all of our customers in Ar mour Inde p en den t 
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1 Telephone Company service area. It has been since the 

late seventies. 

10 

MS. WIEST: Are there any others questions of 

th i s witness? Thank you. 

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

for toll control in TC97-113 for one year. 

COM MISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second. 

COMMIS SIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-114. 

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC 

11 request of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company, 

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

13 move for the admission of Exh ibi t No. 2, which is 

14 Lesponse to data requests of staff dated 10-9-97. And 

1 5 ~Ir. Haugen i s here as well to respond to n ny questions 

16 i n thi s docket. 

11 MS. WIES T : First of all, any objection to 

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

1 9 I wo uld ask the same question . 

2 0 MR . HAUGEN : S i ngle party se rvic e is 

21 dVa i lable to all the customers in the 

22 Bridgewater - Can i stota Exchanges. 

2 3 MS . WIEST: Thank you . Any other questions 

24 o f th i s witness? 

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

for toll control in TC97-114 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it . 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST : TC97-115. 

4 8 

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

Exhibit No . 1, the ETC request of Uni o n Telephone 

7 Co mpany, dated 6 - 2 5- 97, and Exhibit No . 2. response to 

e data request wh i ch is dated 10-9-97. 

MS. WI EST : Any objection? Ii not, Exh i b i ts 

1 0 1 a nd 2 have bee n admitted. And I would ask the same 

11 ques tio n in t hi s d o cke t. 

12 MR . HAUGEN : Single party service is 

13 ava il abl e to a ll th e c u s t o mers in the Uni o n Telephone 

1 4 Company serv1ce area, Har t f or d and Wal l Lake Exchanges, 

15 a g a in, has bee n s ince l a te s eve n ties. 

16 MS. WIEST : Than k you. Any o ther questions 

17 of thi s witnes s ? 

1 8 CH AI RMAN BURG: I'll mov e we g rant a waiver 

19 f or tol l re s t~1 ct1on 1n TC97-115 f o r o ne yea r. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

COMMIS S I ONE R NE LSON: I'd s ec on d i t. 

COMMIS S I ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WI ES T: Th a n k y o u . TC 9 7-l l 7 . 

MR. COIT: We move f o r the adm i ss i on o f 

2 ~ Ex hibi t No. l. ETC re q ue s t da te d 6 - 3 0-97, and Exhib i t 

25 No. 2, respo nse t o d ata r equest dated 10- 14- 97. 
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MS . WIEST : Any objection? If not., Exhib it s 

1 and 2 have been adm itted. Any questions concerning 

this docket? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : 1 ·1 1 move we g r a nt a wa iver 

for toll control i n TC97 - 117 for one year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON : I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER : Concur . 

MS . WIEST: TC97 - 121. 

MR . COIT : We move for the admission of 

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

1 1 and ere admission of Exh i b it No. 2, response to data 

12 requests dated 10 -2 8-97. 

13 MS . WIEST : Any objections to Exh i bits land 

H 2? I f not, they'v e been admitted . Any questions 

15 concerni ng th i s d oc ket? 

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

17 for to ll control in TC97-121 for one year. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'll second it. 

CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC91-125. 

MR . COIT: We 'd move for the admi s sion of ETC 

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

23 2, response to data request of staff , which is dated 

24 10-29-97. 

25 MS. WI EST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and 

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

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

for toll control in TC97-125 for one year . 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I 'd second it. 

COM MI SSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIEST: TC97 - 1 30. 

MR . COIT: We woul d move for the admiss ion of 

Ex hibit No. 1, the ETC request dated 7-10 -9 7, and 

10 Exh ibi t No . 2, the response to data reque rt dated 

11 l 0- 14 - 9?. 

12 MS. WIE ST: Any objection to Exh i b its land 

13 2? If not, they've been adm it ted. Any qu l! st i ons 

14 conce rn ing this d ock et ? 

15 CH AIRMAN BURG: I'll move we gran t a waiver 

16 for toll control 1n TC97-130 for one yea r. 

17 

18 

19 

CO MM ISSIO NER NELSON: t would seco nd it. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-131. 

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

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

22 Exhibit No. 2, response to da ta reques t d~ted 10-14-97. 

23 MS. WIEST : Any objection to Exh i bits land 

24 2? If not , they' ve been adm it ted. An y questions 

25 conce rning th is docket? 
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CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver 

for toll control in TC97-131 for on e year . 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON: I'd second it. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS. WIEST: TC97-154. 

MR. COIT: we would move i nto the record 

7 Exhibit No. 1, the ETC request. d ated 9-10-97, and also 

Exhibit No . 2, the response to data request dated 

10-16-97. 

10 MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit land 

11 2? If no t , th~y have been admitted. Let's see, on 

1 2 t his u ne t h i s was one of a cou pl e that no time period 

13 was requested for the waiver. I assume you still wan t 

1 4 the one year? 

15 MR . COIT: Mr. Barfield i s here. He could 

16 r espond. He 's Mr. Bo b Barfield, manage r for West 

1 7 Ri•,er. 

l 8 MS . WIEST: They request a waiver but th i s is 

19 one of the few o nes that didn ' t a sk for one year, as 

20 far as I ca n see, o r any time period. So I was 

21 wondering if there was any different time period that 

22 was being requested. 

23 

24 

25 

BOB BARPIBLD, 

called as a witness, being first duly s worn, 

was exa mined and testified as follo ws: 
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EX AM INATI ON 

HR. BARFIELD: In response to your qu e stion, 

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

know, at this time to provide this , that's the reason 

5 we didn't ask for a certain time period on the wai ver. 

MS . WIEST : But we will need a t ime period. 

MR . COIT: Would you be willi ng to ac c ept the 

a one-year time peri o d that is being grant e d to other 

com pan i es? 

10 

11 

MR . BARFil::LD: We sure would. 

CHAIRMAN BURG : And I think the thought 

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

13 would be renewed o r we ' d request. With that, I'll move 

14 that we gr a nt a wa i ver for toll control in TC97-154 for 

15 o ne year . 

16 

17 

18 

l 9 

CO MM ISSIONER NELSON: I would second it. 

CO MM ISSION ER SCHO EN F ELDER: Concur. 

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

MR . COIT: We would request adm ission of 

20 Ex hibit No. 1, wh1ch is the ETC request of Mo bridge 

21 Telecommunications, which is dated 9-1 0-9 7, and also 

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

23 dated 10-1 6-97. 

MS . WIE ST: An y objec ti on? If not , Exhibits 

25 l and 2 have been admitted. And I would have the same 
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1 
question with respect to the leng th of the wa iver. 

MR . BARFIELD : And the response would be the 

sa me. we woul d ask for a year on the wa i ver. 

MS . WIEST: Thank you . Any othe r questi o ns , 

CH AIRMAN BU RG: With that I' ll move that we 

6 grant a wa iver on toll control i n TC97- 155 for o ne 

10 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

l 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

year. 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd secon d it. 

COMMIS3IONER SCHOENFELDER : I concur. 

MS . WIE ST: Thank yo u . Let's skip to 

MR . COIT : I would just note that Three River 

Telco is no t an SOITC member company, so I'm not really 

he ~e today to represent Three River Telco . 

MS . WIEST : Nobody is here ? 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any questions on 

l t, or do we have to have representat ion? 

MS. WIEST : somebody needs to move it i n . 

MR. COIT: We 11, if you're looki ng for a 

body, t guess I can serve as the body . 

MS . CRE MER: Otherwise , I can move to admit 

the two exhibits , Nu mber 1, 10 -10-97, the request for 

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

24 us we st. Let me cry that aga i n . 10-16 of '97 is the 

25 request and 11-13 -97 is the amended request, and I 
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would ask that they be admitted in . 

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

been admitted . Are the re any queotions concerning this 

docket? I would note that the i r applicat ion does 

request a wa i ver f o r one period for toll control. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: There isn't a questio n on the 

single party line, though, is there? 

MS . WI EST: No. 

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

10 f or toll control in TC97-167 f or one year 

1 1 

12 

13 

CO MMI SSIONER NELS ON: I'd second. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 

MS . WIES T: At this t ime d i d you want to go 

" to US We st , or i s Har l a n going to speak to these 

15 dockets? 

I 6 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

MS. CREME R: We'll fi nish up th e s e fi rst . 

MS . WIE ST: Okay. 

(STAFF'S EXHIBIT NO. l WAS MA RKED FOR 

IDENTIF I CAT ION. ) 

HARLAN BIST, 

c a lled as a witness, being first duly sworn, 

wa s exam 1ned and testified as f ollows : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

24 BY MR. HOSECK: 

25 o. Would you state your na me for the record, 
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11 

12 

13 

please. 

A. 

0-

A. 
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Harlan Best. 

And what is your job? 

I am deputy d irecto r of fixed utilities for 

the Public Utilities Commission, South Dakota. 

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

this afternoon for the hearing on these applications? 

A. 

o. 

Yes. 

And have y ou had the opportunity to review 

the c apt ion in the notice of this hearing which lists 

the cases which are before the Commission on this date? 

A . 

0-

Yes. 

And are you familiar with the applications in 

14 each of these cases? 

15 

16 

A. 

o. 

Yes. 

As a part of your job, have you revie wed 

11 those app lications? 

18 

19 

A. 

o. 

Yes, I have. 

You have before you an exhibit numbered 

20 Staff's No. l; is that co rrect? 

21 

22 

A. 

o. 

Yes. 

And is that an exhibit that you prepared in 

23 c t1e course of your duties? 

A. Yes, it is. 

25 0- Just briefly explain to the Commission, 
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please, what that exhibit entails . 

A. What I have done on this exhibit is across 

the top is listed each of the companies requesting 

eligible telecommunications c arr ier status, the 

5 associ ated docket number, and the staff councel that is 

assigned to the respective dockets. Down the side, the 

left-hand s i de, is the requirements that are set forth 

for ETC status. Populated with in the co l umns i s the 

10 

11 

12 

responses that the respective compan i es gave wi thin 

their exh ibits land Exhibit 2 that have been admitted 

int o the record . 

o. An d are there any changes or corrections to 

13 th is exh i b it that you wo uld like to make at this time? 

A. One th a t I a m aware o f is un der Vivian 

15 Tele pho n e, Docket TC97-068 , un der the Lifeline and Li nk 

16 Up it shows tha t it will be available 1 -1-~7. It 

1 7 should be 1-1-98. I' m not aware of any other 

18 corrections. 

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

20 woul d move Staff ' s Exhib i t No. 1 into evidence. This 

21 i s int e nde d as testimony for all of the dockets en mass 

22 wi th the except ion ot US West. 

23 CO MMI SSIONER SCHOENFELDER: US West i s on 

24 here though . 

2S MR. HOSECK: That would be handled later. 
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MS . WIEST : Is there any objection? 

MR. COI T: My comment would be that I just 

received this so I haven• ~ ha d an opportunity to go 

thro ug h to make sure this is all accurate. I guess I 

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

10 

have to do that, I gue ss. Ot he r than that , I don 't 

have any comme n t . 

MS . WIEST: Do you want an o ppo rtunity t o 

loo k it o ver? 

MR . COIT: We ll, it might take me a wh il e , so 

11 I don't ha ve any objection. 

12 MS. WIEST: Oka y . Then Staff Exhibit No. 1 

13 will be admitted into al l of the dockets that we have 

1 4 gone through so f ar . 

IS 

16 o . 

MR. HOSECK: Okay. Than k you. 

Based o n t he r evie w of these dockets that you 

11 have d o ne and rely i ng t o wha tever extent you may on 

18 Staff's Exhibit No. 1, did the app licant compan ies mee t 

19 the requ i rements of be coming a n eli gible 

20 t e ecomm un ica tions carrier? 

21 A . Yes, they have , with the noted late-filed 

22 affidavits that will be done in a number of the 

23 doc kets . 

o . And with regard to advertising serv ices 

25 exchange- wide, do yo u have a recommendation to the 

58 

Commission for a provision to be included in an o rder 

2 wh i ch would come out of these proceedings? 

A. Yee. Staff's recommendation for adver tising 

woul d be that the ETC carrier be required to adve rtise 

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

change, that that rate change be a dver tised whe n it 

1 d oes change. 

Q. And i n conclusion, d o you ha ve an opinion as 

to wh et he r o r not the applicants contain~d on Exh i bit 

10 1, with the exception of US We st whi ch has not had its 

11 c a se he ard yet a t this t ime, whether or not those 

12 appl icants meet the qua lificati ons as an eligible 

13 telecommunications carri er? 

" A. With staff's revie w t hat has been undertaken, 

1 5 yes, they d o mee t th e requi reme nts for ETC st atus. 

1 6 MR . HOS ECK: I have no further ques tions o f 

11 this witness. 

l 8 MS . WIEST: Are there any que stions of this 

19 witnes s ? Mr . Coit? 

20 CROSS-E XAM IN ATION 

21 BY MR. CO IT : 

22 I a ssume when you talked abo ut adve rt i s ing 

23 ~ate changes that you're referencing the rates j ust for 

2~ the essent1a l serv ices that are supported by universal 

25 service? 
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A. Yes . 

MR. COIT , No further questions. 

MS. WIEST ; Ms. Rogers? 

MS. ROG ERS : No, no questions. 

MS . WIEST: Mr. Heaston? 

MR . HEASTON : No . 

CHAIRMAN BURG : The only question I'd have is 

there any -- is advert is ing ident ified in any way? Ia 

there any crite r ia for what advertising means in the 

10 conLext of this? Is the methods in the FCC Order as 

11 well? 

12 MS. WIEST : I ' m sorry, wh at wa s the 

13 I question? 

1 4 CHAIRMAN BURG : The question I had for Harlan 

15 er anybody else is, is there a meaning, is t.here a 

16 
1 
description, def inition for advertising, what that 

17 con sti tu tes? 

18 MS . WIEST : Under the statute itself 

19 214 ( e ) Ill ( Bl they must advertise the availability of 

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

21 t hat are supported by federal universal service and the 

22 c harges therefore using media of general distribution. 

23 CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. I think that satisfies 

24 me. 

2S COMMISSI ONER NELSON : Does that mean for 

Lifeline and Link Up, they have to advert i se this 

once? 

MS . WIEST: That would be under staff's 

recommendat ion. I be 1 ieve. 

A . Yes, o nce ea c h year. 

6 0 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Well, frankly, I d o n 't 

t h in k i t's adequa te. 

COMMISS IONER SCHOENFELDER: Are you doing 

that ? Are y ou -- to !ol low up -- excuse me, to follow 

10 up o n Commissioner Nel son's question, are you 

11 re comme nd ing that they advertise once each year after? 

12 I believe our o rde r s aid that you have to send an 

13 app lication to everyone o nce i nitially and then to 

14 every new customer. You're reque sting t hi s 

15 advertisement o f Lifel~ne, Li nk Up in add ition to , 

16 would that be accurate or not? 

l 7 A. Right. The Lif eli ne, Lin k Up under TC97- 1SO, 

18 whic h wa s issued y e sterday, states that i t shall be --

19 a f o rm shall be, or a letter shall be sent to p resen t 

20 customers, and th en th is woul d be an advertisement of 

21 it. They'd have to do advert i sement of t his f or at 

2 2 l east o nce each year. 

23 CO MM ISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay . Thank you. 

CO MM ISSIONE R NELSON: So is the answe r to 

25 Laska's questions it 's i n add i ti on to ? 
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A . Yes. They would do it originally, and o nce a 

2 year after. 

MS . WIEST : How would they advert i se? 

4 Where? 

10 

A . 

A. 

Wh ere wo uld they advertise? 

MS . WI EST: Yes . 

Whatev e r general d is tribut ion it meets 

ac c ording, I assume, it mea ns newspapers and those 

types of publications. 

MS . WIEST : So it could be any type of 

11 general dist r ibutio n me d i a o n c e a year? 

1 2 A. Whatever is ava i la b le within their given 

13 exchanges that they serve. 

14 MS . WI EST : And it would onl y be for those 

15 s e rvi ces su pported right now by federal universal 

16 service? 

17 

18 

1 9 

A . Yes. 

MS . WI ES T : And e very time they changed a 

rate for one o f those services, th en that would have to 

2 0 be re-advertise d at that time? 

21 

2 2 

A. Yes . 

MS. WIEST : Are there any ot her questions of 

2 3 th ! s wic.ne ss ? If not. , t.hank you. Ac c.ually, I do. 

2~ could you re t.ake c.he stand, Harlan? I guess w~ have a 

25 question for you . could you look at y o ur exhibit f o r 
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Venture Communicat i ons , TC97-095? 

A. Yes . 

MS . WIEST: Does the answer to number four , 

singl e party service, we d i d grant them a waiver 

because cu r rently t hey do not have single party se r vice 

apparently t o three custome r s? 

A. Yes . 

MS . WIEST : So would that be inco rrect there, 

9 your quest. ion c.here? 

1 0 

11 

A . It wo u l d be a c larif i cation th~re t o it , yes . 

MS . WIEST : Okay . Thank y ou . Do y o u have 

1 2 any c. h i ng furthe r, Mr . Hoseck ? 

l) MR . HOS ECK: St aff has nothing furt.her. 

14 Th ank you. 

1 5 MS. WI EST : Do you want to c.ake a short break 

16 until we go to Us Wes t? 

l 7 MR. COIT: When d oes c. he Comm i ss io n -- are 

18 you g oi ng t o wai t un t il the end t. o rule o n a l l o f c. hese 

19 with respe c t t o the a c t ual ETC designation ? 

20 

21 br e ak . 

2 2 

23 

MS. WI EST : Th a t 's why we're taking a sh o rt 

(AT TH I S TI ME A SHORT RECESS WAS TAKEN .) 

MS . WI EST : Let's gee. started again. And we 

2 4 will g o c. o TC97 • 163. 

2 5 MR. HEASTON: And I would move admission of 
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1 Exhibit 1 . wh ic h is the request . and Exhibit 2, whi ch 

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

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

respectively i n th e dock~t. 

MS . WIEST: Any objection t o Exhibit s 1, 2 

6 and J? Do y o u ha ve a copy of the service territory 

7 map? Are there any object i ons to Exhibits 1, 2 and 3? 

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

9 Mr . Heaston. 

10 MR . HEASTON: We wo uld also joi n i n the 

11 motio n o n the toll cont r ol. The reason we did not seek 

12 a waiver in the initial application is because as I 

13 read Paragraph 388 of the Order in the DA 97-157 

14 indica te d that toll blocking would be sufficient in the 

1s meanti me and it was dependent upon when you upgraded 

16 3 witches. And so we do not feel we need a waiver of 

17 toll control, but the common wisdom seems to be there 

1 8 ne e ds to be a waiver, so we wi l l follo w the herd here 

19 and request the toll control wa iver also. 

20 And we are also one o f the parties to the 

21 reques t of the FC C to reconsider the toll limitation, 

22 that thi s includes b o th toll blocking and toll 

23 control . And I guess we woul d also point out that wi th 

24 the i mplementation of number portability that is going 

25 to im pact toll control some what significantly . And so 
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1 wh il e we agree wi th Bob Barfield in hie observation 

that since we don 't know when it's going to happen , 

t ha t' s why we wo uldn ' t wa nt a time limit on it, but we 

are willing t o accept the o ne year with t he 

und e rstanding that if there is not the ab ility t o 

im plement it or if the ab ility i s t oo e xpensiv e to 

impl ement, that we would be able to come ba c k to this 

Commissio n and seek further wa i ver of that, of 

implement ing toll con trol with part of the essential 

1 0 te lecommunicat io ns carrier obligation. 

11 

12 

13 

" 

MS. WIE ST: Okay . Wo uld the Commissioners 

CH AIR MAN BURG: Did we admit the exhibits? 

MS . WIEST: Yes. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move that we wa ive toll 

15 control for TC97 -163 f o r one year. 

16 COM MI SSIONER NELSON: Well, I'm going to 

1 7 secon d it, but I heard an e xpansion of what we've been 

18 wa ivi ng in the pas t from giving them one year wit h the 

19 id ea we're g oi ng to rene w it. And the reason I wa s 

2 0 willing to grant it 1s because tec hn ology is not out 

21 there. No w, the Act requires that it be there and i t 

22 didn' t s ay anything abou t how much it CJSt. So I 

23 didn't hear anyth i ng about o ne o f the reas on s we were 

2 4 waivi ng i t i n the past was because th at it mi ght be 

25 cost p r ohibitive as much as because technology wasn't 
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there. I can understand why tech n ology wasn't there, 

but I didn't -- I wa sn't in Congress when they voted 

that was part of the Act. 

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

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

COMMISSIONER NELSON: It's a rule . 

MR. HEASTON: It's an FCC dictate. 

COMMISSI ONER NELSON : But it has the same 

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

10 court: right? 

11 MR. HEASTON: That ' s true. But un less the 

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

13 

" 

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Right. So I'm 

seconding your motion with the understanding i t ' s 

15 exactly as we had stated it original ly; is that 

16 correct? 

17 CH AIRMAN BURG: I mean the motion was for one 

18 year . 

19 

20 

21 

CO MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I believe the 

motion was for o ne year, a waiver for one year, and I 

didn't know that the motio n had anything more than 

22 that, than just a wa ive r from toll control for one 

23 year. 

24 

25 

CHAIRMAN BURG: It doesn't. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDE R : Then I'll concur. 
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COMMISSIONER NELSON: All I'm saying, though, 

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

voted for it; and the reason I voted for it wa s the 

te chnology wa sn't available . And that's a lo t 

different in my mind than it's cost prohibitive. 

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I think 

COMMISSI ON ER NELSON : Not that that wouldn't 

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

9 wa nt a record that I'm supporting something for a 

10 d i fferent reason than l did. 

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

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

13 hate to see all SO o r 75 filings just for an 

14 extensi on. If there is some way we could certify there 

15 is no technology and extend it as we come up towards 

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

17 through this with thi s many of them. I, personally, in 

18 my o wn mind, cannot see a solution when we're going to 

19 have multiple companies in number portability. It 

20 

21 

boggles my mind to see how that's even goi n g to happen 

that you could end up with any kind of toll 

22 limitation. So I'm guessing when we come up to the 

23 year, we 're still not going t o have a solution, and I'm 

24 not looking toward to requiring all of you •· I mean 

25 that's the name of a bureaucrat to file that many 
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consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any 

suggestions. That's all 1 have. 
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MR. HEASTON: I have Mr . Lehner available 

here , and we d o ha v e a couple questions to ask him. 

JON LBBNBR. , 

called as a witness, being first duly sworn, 

was examined and testified as follo ws : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

10 BY MR. HEASTON: 

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

12 th e i ssue of eliminating multi-party services and going 

13 t o s i ngle party service throughout US West serv ice 

14 areas. Can you update the Commissio n on the status of 

1s that consistent wit h what we've already put in the 

16 a ;,pl ic at i on'? 

17 A. Yes. As of October 31 of this year the 

18 number of multi-party o r two - and four - party c ustomers 

19 in U s west 's territory is 612. 612. 

20 

21 Jon? 

" 
23 

A. 

Q . 

CHAIRMAN BURG: What was the date on that, 

As of 10-31 - 97. 

And what can you tell the Commission about 

2 4 our cont i nuing effort to eliminate the multi-party 

25 service? 
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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, 

wh ic h 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 

of '98. 

Q. 

A . 

And what about the remaining 52? 

The rem a i ning 52 are extremely high cost 

9 upgrades. And unt i l other technology or other means 

1 0 become a v ailable , ther~ are no pla ns r i g ! t now . We 

11 have no p lans t o mov e ahead with those 5 2. 

12 Q. With that we still believe that it i s 

13 appr o priate f o r us to -- we still believe the wai ve r is 

1 4 appr o pr iate 1n this c a se; is that correct ? 

l S 

16 

17 have. 

18 

19 

A. That is cor r ect. 

MR. HEASTON: Th at's all t he questions I 

MS. WI ES T : Ms . Creme r? 

CROSS -EXAM INATION 

20 BY MS. CREMER : 

21 Q . Mr . Lehner, where are thos e 52 loc a ted? Are 

22 they spread thr ou ghout , o r are they in a specific area, 

23 do yo u kn o w? 

A. I could read t h em off for yo u. There's about 

25 a dozen e x changes. Or I could give you a l ate-f il ed 
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eYhibit. Let me just read them off. Arlington is 

f ou r ; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, four; Huron , three ; 

Lake Pre s ton, one. 

COMM ISSIONER NELSON : Do you want to start 

S o ver ? 

A . Arl i ngt on, four; Belle Fourche, six; De Smet, 

four; Huron, three ; Lake Preston, one; Madison, two; 

e Mil bank, four; Pierre , t wo ; Redfield , two; Sisseton, 

six; spearfish, t wo; Vo lga, five; Watertown , ten ; 

10 Yankton , one. 

11 Q. Is there a particular reason ? Is it like 

12 Ana cond a li ne or something ? 

13 A. It's a combination of many factors, but you 

1 4 me an as far as the 52 are concerned? 

15 

16 

17 

l 8 

Q. 

A . 

Yes. 

It's a combination of many factors. We're 

tal k i ng about feeder distribution, we 're talking about 

in som e cases a PAIR GAIN systems like Anaconda that 

19 wou ld need to be replaced. 

20 
MS . CREMER: Okay. That's a ll the questi on s 

21 I have . 

22 CHAIRMAN BURG: Have you investigated any 

23 other technical s ol ut ions other than to a single party 

2 4 other than line extension? 

A . 25 L__ _____________ _ You mean in order to provide a single party 
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service to these customers? 

CHAIRMAN BURG : Yes. 

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

looking for a cheaper way t o do this be c ause in some 

5 cases, Commissi o ner, we 're talking about over $100,000 

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

sense to do that. And the ans wer would seem to lie 

pro bably in some form of wireless, but s o far th e 

9 wirel ess techno logies , whether then satell ite or fixed 

10 wireless. are still pre t ty expensive. I see t hat as 

11 the ultimate solu tion, th o ugh , t o some of these . 

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

13 t he wa ive r . 

14 MS . WIEST: Ju st a second. Do the 

15 Commi ssioners have any other questions? As o pposed to 

16 the ot her o nes , I' m g oin g t o have to ask y o u some 

17 

18 

questio n s to verify th i n gs that were in the a pplication 

because th a t wa s signed by Mr. Heaston. It was n ' t 

19 signed by a wit ness with an a ffi davit, as a ll the 

20 other s were. So bear wit h me for a second. 

2 l 

22 

A . I've never trusted his signature e ithe r . 

MS . WIEST : First one, does Us Wes t provi de 

23 voice grade access to the publ ic s wi t c hed network to 

24 all in its service area? 

25 A . Yes . 
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MS. WIEST : And does it provide local usage? 

A. Yes. 

MS. WIEST : Do you provide dual tone 

multi-frequency signalling or its functional 

equivalent? 

A. Yes. 

MS. WIEST : Do you provide access to your 

8 emergency services? 

A. 

10 

11 services? 

12 

13 

A . 

Yes. 

MS . WIEST: Do you provide access to operator 

Yes. 

MS. WIEST : Do you provide access to 

14 1nterexchange service? 

15 

16 

A . Yes. 

MS . WIEST: And do you provide access to 

17 directory ass i stance ? 

18 A. Yes. 

19 MS . WIEST: And you've already t a lked about 

20 t oll control and the waiver. Do you provide or are you 

21 able t o prov i de toll blocking? 

22 

23 

A. Yes. 

MS . WIEST : Then getting back to your request 

24 for the waiver on single par ty service, I know in your 

25 application y ou talked about the ones that you have no 
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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 wit h re spect to single party service. Ha ve 

5 you been granted any of this type of de minimus 

exception to that requirement, do you know, in any of 

the other states? 

A. I am not aware. 

MS. WIEST: And what I ' m getting at is that 

1 0 it appears, according to the FCC rules and I'm 

11 looking at 4 7 5 4 .lOl(c) , that in order t o grant any 

12 add itional time to complete network upgrades f o r single 

13 party or enhanced 911 or toll limitation, that the 

14 Commission does in fact have to set a t i me period for 

15 you to complete thos e ne two r k upg rades. Is your 

16 contention tha t we do not? 

17 A. I would not make that content ion. I'm going 

18 t o let my attorney argue wi th you abou t th a t. 

19 MS. ·,,; JEST: Well, then, I d o h ave a coup l e 

20 othe r quest1ons. My other question i s on service 

21 area. And it is a lso a requirement o f the state 

22 Commis s ion t o designate serv ice areas as opposed to 

23 study areas f or nonrural telecommunicat ion s compan i es. 

24 F i rst of a ll , you would agree that you are a nonrural 

25 telecommun ic at io ns company? 
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A. Yes . 

MS. WIEST : And in the FCC's public notice 

96-45 issued 9-29-97, it doe s state that we must send 

to US AC the names of the ET C's and the des i gnated 

s service ar e as for nonrural carriers no later than 

December 31st, 1997 . And I know you made some 

reference to these t h i ngs in your application, bu t I 

don't think you really tol d us what you wa nt your 

service ar e~ to be. Because the FCC has told us that 

10 we better no t ad opt your s t udy area as your service 

11 area for large ILEC's. Do you have service areas for 

12 your company that you want the Commission to adopt at 

13 this time? 

1 , A. We ll, I suppose that -- and, Bill , jump in 

15 ~1e re, I guess , to help me with this . But I suppos e 

16 that ou r service area ought to be our exchanges in the 

11 s ta te of South Dakota. No w, t he study area is a 

18 different i ssue and that has not been determined yet . 

19 But I would think that ou r service area would be our 

20 e x changes that we serve in the state of South Dakota . 

21 MR. HEASTON: If I ma y from a legal 

22 standpoint, there is no def i nition yet; and certainly 

23 ou r service are a would be those areas within wh i ch we 

2 4 are authorized to prov id e the suppo rted services . 

25 MS . WI EST: Right . And that's my question. 
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HR . HEASTON : From a general perspective, I 

2 guess, if that's wha t you're looking for is what y ou 

would de si gnate to t he FCC wou ld no t be anythi ng 

outside the area where we' re authorized or ce r ti f ied to 

s provide service. When it comes to whe re the areas are 

6 going to be that would be where the services would be 

supp o rted by a universal service fund, whether it's 

high cost or low income or libraries or whate ver it 

happens to be, you know, that's an a r ea that's 

10 c urrently under debate depend i ng upo n which proxy cost 

11 model is g oin g t o be accepted. And s o that's why we 

12 are some wh a t vague on that term because what this 

13 Commission has not done and nor has the FCC come out 

1~ with any f i nal dec i s io n as to what model it is going to 

15 accept. So I th i nk if we're required to take a look at 

16 a •service area, " I would do it f r om the s tandpoin t of 

17 what Jon •· to comply with the la w. If that's what 

18 we're looking for, to comply with the FCC requirement. 

19 I think that's what we would loo k at is an area, 

20 though , no larger -: ban an exchange area, which we would 

21 equate to a wire center o r an exchange a rea. And we 

22 have howe ve r many are on that . 

23 MS . WIE ST: He how many exchanges d o you 

2 4 st i ll have? 

25 MR . HEASTON: It's on the list we submitted . 
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A, I can't answer that exactly. It's 

approximately 35. 

MS. WIEST: It wvuld be attached? 

MR . HEASTON: It's on our exhibit to our 

5 application. 

MS . WIEST: So however many wit h the 

? amendment the three chat were missed. 
That •· a how many 

servi c e areas you woul d like the Commission to 

9 des i gnate for US West at this time? 

1 0 A. I guess I ' m not sure whet her we would want to 

11 des i gnate each e x change. 

12 

13 

MS. WI EST: My pro b lem is we are supposed to 

tell the FCC by December 31s t wha t your des i gna ted 

se rv ic e area is. 

1s A . T h en I suppose we oug ht to do it exchang e by 

16 e x change . 

18 

19 

about it. 

MS . WIEST: If you want more time to th ink 

MR . HE ASTON: Yes, I think I wo uld. I me an 

20 chis is not something that's come up in the other two 

21 

22 

23 

2 5 

states that I've done this in, and I had the same bas i c 

application . I will h av e to -- I wi ll do a late-f il ed 

exhibit on that if I could with an aff i davit fr om Jon . 

MS . WIEST: Okay. 

MR. HEASTON: What are you relying o n aga i n, 
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Rol ayne ? 

MS . WIEST : Actually what a s far as the FCC's 

public notice , th a t was docket 96- 45 DA 9 7-1892 i s sued 

MR. HEASTON: 1892 . 

MS . WIEST: 

7 paragra p hs 185, 192 , 

8 order. 

And I'm also relying on 

193 of the FCC's universal service 

10 

11 

12 

13 

1, 

15 

16 

17 

18 

MR . HE ASTON : 197, 175. 

MS. WIEST: 157 or 

MS . CREMER: 185, 192. 

MS . WIEST : The docket number for the FCC 

univers a l service. 

MR . HEASTON: Not the docket number but the 

o rder numbe r, the order number. 

MS . WIEST: 

and paragraph 

MR . HEASTON: 

Okay. I was looking ot 185, 192 

I got those. Was it FCC 

19 97-157? 

2 0 

21 

22 

2 3 

2 , 

25 

MS . WIES T: 157, r i ght . And the o ther thing 

you might want to address i n parag rap h 185, for 

example, it does say i f a state PUC adopts its existing 

service areas f o r l arge IL E C's, their study area, this 

woul d erect sign i f icant barriers to entry. We are als o 

encou raged to consider designating service areas that 
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r eq u ire an ILEC to serve areas other than they have not 

traditionally served. 

MR . HEASTON: Yes. And, see, this -- wha t 

the p r oble m this causes is where you have not 

5 consi dered and have left to the FCC t o determine how 

that's going to be mode led from a proxy standpoint. 

7 And, yes, we are advocating smaller geographic el eme nts 

than the wire center fo r universal high cost support 

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

1 0 this Commis~ion decided not to do their own earlier 

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

12 North Dakota whe re I do have that because t hose two a r e 

13 lnoking at doing their o wn , or suggesting their own 

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

15 1t, and I coul d i dentify that for you. I cannot 

16 identif y anythi ng smaller than right now than a wire 

11 center. 

18 

l 9 

MS . WIEST : Okay . 

MR. COIT: Excuse me, may I c omment brief ly 

20 on this? And I understa nd that I'm not a party but r 

21 d o believe it wa s my u nders tanding today that the who le 

22 issue o f dis aggregated service areas for Us West or 

23 any other company may come up . But I would like to sa~ 

24 we certa ' nly have an interest in the issue. And I 

25 think that the FCC rules ind ica te chat -- the o rder s 
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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 wi th universal 

service requirement s. So I think it ' s a really 

inv ol v ed - - i nvolves a lot more than the revie w of 

actually looking at ETC service obligations. You 're 

talking about making c hanges in a US Wes t service area 

that could significantly change the level of su pport it 

9 mi g ht receive under a f ederal universal service fund . 

1 0 Decisions on US We st service area d isagg rega tion and 

11 so forth could certainly im pact rural telephone 

12 compan ies as well. And I guess g oing into this 

13 proceeding it wa s our understa nding tha t he r e are 

1 4 certain established incumbent LEC service areas, a nd we 

15 didn ' t understand, I guess, t hat we -- that the issue 

16 i n this US West d ocket or any of the o ther o n es would 

17 be wit h regard to disa gg re ga ting service areas. 

18 MS . WIEST : I'm not talking about 

19 disaggregating service areas. And I thi nk you have to 

20 recognize the distinctio n th a t wa s made between 

21 nonrurals and rural companies with respect t o service 

22 area. If we want to look at d oi ng anything to rutal 

23 companies with respect to disaggregation, we have to 

24 specifical ly petition the FCC . That's all I'm talking 

25 about, and that's the reas on wh y I only brought up this 
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understanding the Commissio n does have to do t he 

service area in order for US West to get your 

universal service money. 

79 

MR . HEASTON : If I could have until whatever 

6 
date was suggested earlier on getting the additional 

7 affidavits in. I'll have a recommendation for you from 

e u S West on that. 

MS. WIEST: Ok ay. Are there any other 

10 questions of chis witness? One more question, 

11 Mr . Lehner. oo you have any observation to what 

12 Mr. Best suggested as advertising requirements for your 

13 compa ny? 

" A. I'm not sure chat I understood exactly what 

15 he was requiring. If the requirement is to adve rtise 

I 6 
it once a year in the newspaper, I don't think we have 

17 a problem with that. 

18 

19 

MS . WIEST : And getting back to single party 

se r vice is high cost, the only barrier is to provide 

20 single party service to those S2 customers? 

21 

22 

23 

A . Yes. 

MS . WIEST: Is it also US West 's position 

that t he settlement agreeme nt that you've stated is 

24 suspended concerning single party service no longer 

2s applies where I believe you stated you would have 
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single party service to all c ustomers by the year 2000? 

A. Had the 121 investment pro gram continued, I 

would have been out here talking to t he staff and to 

you about these anyway, because as we honed down to 

some to the last fe w on some of these exchanges, it 

became obvious that this was this is foolish to 

spend that kind o f money with the current technology . 

8 Just doesn't make any sense. 

MS. WIEST: That's all I have. Mr. Heaston, 

10 you might also wan t to address the question of whet her 

11 the Commission has the authority to provide any de 

12 minimus exce ption to the single party without putting 

13 the time line on it. 

MR . HEASTON: I don't kno w that de minimus i s 

15 the issue, but I do think that you could put a time 

16 line on it and ma ke it rene wable that we would have to 

17 come in. I think what the rule would allow you to do 

18 is require us to come in on a regularly-scheduled 

19 basis, maybe ann ually. maybe semi-annually, to update 

20 the Commission of wh ere we are technologywise in taking 

21 care of these last S2. That would be my position on 

22 this is that that puts a time lim it o n and it makes it 

23 

24 

25 

driven by the technology and the affordability of it. 

MS. WIEST: Okay . Any other que stions? 

COMMISS IONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a question 
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1 o ! Mr . Lehner. And th e r easo n I have a question is 

because i n y ou r ame n d ed arplication you might have 

addre ssed it, however, I don't have a copy of that and 

I apologize. But y ou addre ss ed in her e and you have an 

s exhibit on your original application that regards 

Life l ine, Link Up. And basically wh a t it is it's y ou r 

tar i ff , or a page that looks like a tarif f page to me. 

a No w, us West re ally intends to comply with the 

9 Comnission order in Lif el in e , Link Up ? 

1 0 

1 1 

12 t h at. 

13 

15 

1 6 

A. 

A . 

Absolutely. 

COM MI SSION ER SCHO EN FELDER : I need to know 

And that page doesn't appl y a ny more. 

COMMISSI ONER SCHOENFELDER: Thank you . 

MS. WIEST: Any other questions? Thank you . 

CO MM ISSION ER NELS ON: I guess I h ave a 

1 7 question. You know , you -- when y ou were t alk i ng about 

1 8 why you shouldn't h a ve to provide this single party 

1 9 systems for these a reas that you listed like Spea rfish 

20 and Pierre an d all t h e list that you wen t through --

21 

22 

A. Yes. 

COMMISS IO NER NELSON: Why would it -- it j ust 

23 seems we i r d to me that it woul d be that expensive to 

24 pro vide those services in some areas . Like Pierre and 

25 Huron , those are p r etty -- I mean c an y o u explain that 
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to me a little bit because I find that a little odd. 

A . The high cost we're talking a bout in many 

c ases , not only replacing, we're ta l king about 

cus t omers that were engineered probably back i n the 

sixties and seventies to multi-party serv i ce with no 

i ntention of having single party service. So we're 

t a lking i n many cases miles and miles of distribution 

c ab l e, some cases six pair, 11 pair, ma} be even greater 

9 pair. So we're talking about now having to rep l ace 

1 0 that cable with probably 50 pa i r or a hundred pair 

l l c ab l e . And we're a l s o ta l king a bout many cases where 

1 2 a t the en d o f that cable we have to e x tend what some 

1 3 pe o ple wi ll c a ll a drop, what I call a pa i r of wi res. 

i ~ somet i me s several mi les. And in order to provide 

15 single part y serv ice -- we ll, I take that back i n th a t 

16 c ase . The dro p pi ece o f that wil l be o kay. I wa s 

17 thinking o f if they have more than o ne line . But we ' re 

1 8 t alking abo ut d i s t r i butio n c able. we're talking about 

1 9 feeder, and we're ta l k i ng i n s o me cases ab o ut PAIR GAIN 

2 0 syst e ms that are JU St p l a i n full. I' m t3 l k i ng abo ut 

21 systems that y o u've heard l ike Ana conda that are going 

22 t o need t o be replaced. It's expens i ve. 

23 COMMIS SIONER NELSON: I guess in my min d it 

24 seems to me that cost prohibitive -- I didn't exa ctly 

2 5 e n v i si o n exactly what you we re just explaining to me 
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because I wa s thin k ing maybe these lines had to b e run 

2 out miles and mil es and ~iles and there's n o body out 

there or somethi ng . But if this is in a f ai rly 

populated area, and it doesn't seem to me that these 

5 people should have to live with just two party 

telephone system when most of th e world doesn't, as we 

know it i n south Dakota , does n 't ha ve to d o that 

e because the lines are all f il led up . I mean I'm 

lo~king for some re ason why t ha t's acceptable, 

10 especially whe n some of those litt l e companies are 

11 saying that they go t maybe three or four people left 

12 that they don't have that service for and they've made 

13 every effort to say, we ll, we want a wa iver but we will 

14 I do it by the en d of the ye ar or whatever . 

1 5 A. I think that most of the compunies you've 

16 been listening to up until now -- and I o bviously can't 

17 speak for them , but I think you're tal king about 

18 enginee r i ng tha t was done probably 15, 20 years ago in 

19 most of these companies' cases wh ere they at the t ime 

20 spent the money to do that. We d id not do that. We 

21 provi ded distribution systems that we re literally 

22 designed not to p rovide single part y service. There 

23 are different funding mech anisms and different 

24 requi re ments that we 've had. They' ve had the abili ty 

25 to sp~nd that ki nd of money and recover it. Now, I can 
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spend $100,000 or $150,000 o r 50,000, wha tever it is, 

to do the se, but s ome where that has t o be recovered and 

it isn't going to be re covered from a customer . That 

customer isn't going to pay for t hat . 

CO MMI SSIONER NELSON: It seems to me th is 

flies in the face of wha t t he governor's bill said l ast 

7 year. I mean here we 're talking ma king ava il ab le high 

technology to everybody in Sout h Dakot o. Basically 

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

10 people that aren't ev e n going to have single party 

11 telecommunication in this state. 

12 A . Commissioner, all I ca n tell y ou is what the 

13 cost is. And I think that's - · I think that's, unless 

14 there ' s a recovery mechanism, it would make n o sense to 

15 spend that kind of money. And I certainly wouldn't 

16 recommend it. 

17 CH AIR MAN BURG: Th e question I have in the 

18 LEC industry wh en we have these kind of situations once 

19 in a wh ile there's another provide r that is closer that 

20 can do it. Would that be the case to any of these? 

21 Would that be a reasonable solution ever? 

22 A. Yes, it would. And, Commi ssioner, if the re 

23 is any company in thi s room that would like to serve 

2 4 any of these 52, I would be happy to negotiate. 

25 CHAIRMAN BURG: I think maybe when we 're down 
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t o 52, we ought to get a list of those names and see i f 

2 we could work it ou t. I share what Counsel has sa i d . 

I ' m no t s ure we can make the exception . I know that 

Us We s t' s cou nsel h a s g i ven us what I call a short 

term o ne, tha t i n o ther words , we could give the wa i ver 

for a limit ed p e riod of tim e , but 1 d o n 't know that's 

7 an indefini te sol u ti on and we probably ought to wo rk -· 

look a t wo rk in g t o gether t o meet and find the solution 

to meet t he FCC ru les I think if we can . But so many 

10 •· ma y b e, I gue s s, what I wo uld like to request is the 

11 a ctu al na me and l o c at i on of those 52 filed at some 

12 tim~. I d o n' t c are whether i t ' s part of this docket or 

1 3 not. 

1 4 

: 5 

A . 

16 tha n k y ou. 

I t hi nk that c a n be prov ided. 

MS. WIEST: An y o ther questions ? If not, 

17 I CHA I RMAN BURG: I su ppose we d o need s o me 

lB type of waive r i n o rde r t o grant them an ETC status. 

19 

20 

21 

MS. WI EST: So r ry, f o r which now ? 

CHA I RMAN BURG: Fo r single party . 

MS . WI EST : At th i s time staff has a witness 

22 on this c ase fir st . 

23 

2 4 

25 

MS . CREMER : St a ff would c all Harlan Best . 

HARLAN BBST, 

ca ll ed as a wi tne ss , be i ng previously s worn, 

was examined and testif i ed as f o l lows : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MS . CREMER : 

o. Har l an , were you t he anal y st assigned t o 
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s TC97• 16 3, U s We st's app lica tion? 

A . Ye s. 

o. An d h a ve y o u r evi ewed that a p p lic a tion by U S 

8 West ? 

A . Yes. 

10 o. And wou d you a g re e with Mr . Lehner when he 

1 1 testifi e d earlier th a t the y me t a ll t he r equi r ements o f 

12 4 7 CF R 54 -10 1 ? 

13 

1 4 

15 

A . 

o. 

A. 

That they have me t thos e ? 

Yes. 

Yes, with the di s cussion that we've had on 

16 s i ng l e party. 

Q. Right . Ok a y . 17 

18 advertising, would that 

And at you r r ecomm e ndati o n f o r 

be the s a me for VS West as i t 

19 was for th e others? 

2 0 

21 

A . 

o. 

Yes. 

And wh a t would your recommend a tion be for t he 

22 Commission in defining a se r vice a rea for US West? 

23 A . It would b e th e wire c en t er. 

24 MS. CRE MER: Th a t's al l t he questions I wou ld 

25 have. 
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MS. WI LK A: No quest io ns . 

MS . WI EST: Commissioner s? 

CH AIRMAN BURG: The que stion I ' d have is 
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5 based on that, should we not -- I mean is this -- wha t 

6 do 1 call it? Is this a d ocume nt that is filed in 

these hearings? 

MS . CREMER : Yes. 

CH AIRM AN BURG : I guess I think we ough t to 

10 cor rect t hat exhibit to pu t no o n ea c h of those that 

11 we 'v e made a wa iver for on the single part y because I 

12 belie ve the ans wer i s no and we' ve made a waiver to 

13 satisfy c.hat.. 

15 

16 

MS. CREMER : Ok a y . 

CH AIRMAN BURG: S ince that ' s filed . 

CO MMI SSIO NER SCHOE NFELDER: We have not mov ed 

11 for a waiver in that area, have we? 

18 CHAIR MAN BURG: Yes, f o r six mont hs on one 

19 other comp an y. 

20 MS. WIE ST: We hav e t wo single party waive rs 

21 so far, but US West we haven't moved yet; right? 

" 
CH AIRMAN BURG: But if we d o and for an y we 

23 do, since he 's a wit ne ss on the stand and this is his 

2 ~ document , I think that this document shoul d be 

25 corrected to reflect, no, they do not meet that to 
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co inci de with the wa iver s we 've given . 

MS . CREMER: Okay. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1 g u ess I don't know. What 

do we need to d o to make su r e that co rrection is made? 

MS . WIEST : I bel ieve there are three 

6 companies that do not at this time provide single party 

service, so all they wo uld ha ve to d o i s change that 

8 yes to no fo r those Stateline , Venture , and US West ; 

r i ght? 

10 CH AIRMAN BURG: And the testinony on the 

ll re cord is adequate to accomplish that? 

12 

1) 

1 ~ wonde red . 

15 

16 West have? 

17 

18 

A . 

MS . WIEST: Yes. 

CHAIRMAN BURG: Oka y. That's 311 I 

MS. WIEST: So how many wi re centers does US 

3 8. 

MS. W!EST: 38. Than k you. An y other 

~9 questions of this witness? 

2 0 

21 

MS. CRE MER : No. 

MS. WIEST: Woul d you li ke to ad mit this 

22 docket for the p u rposes of thi s docket ? Before I onl y 

23 adm itt ed i t for the othe r dockets. 

,. MS. CRE ME R: Act ually I was n't going to move 

25 it into th i s one because pe ople testified to it, so I 



89 90 

1 didn't really need it in mine . But I can certainly STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

move it. COU NTY OF HUGHE S 

MS. WIEST: It ' s up to you. 

MS . CREMER: We don't need it in thi s docket . 

MS. WIEST: Any other questions of this 

6 witness? Thank you . Anything else from any of the 

7 parties? At this time I believe the Commission will 

take these matters under adviseme nt . We are waiting 

for some late-filed exhibits in some dockets , and it 

10 wi~l be poss ible that perhaps the Commi ssion will mak e 

11 the decisions either at a Commis s ion meeting or at the 

12 December 2nd hearing on some other related ETC 

13 dockets. Are th e re any questions from anybody or any 

14 comments? 

15 MR. COIT: I would j u st , for the reco rd, like 

16 to formally request :hat the Commis sion des i gnate eac h 

11 of the -- based upon the r eco rd , the affidavits yet to 

18 be submitted, that the Commissio n designate each of the 

19 rural telep hone companies, SDITC member compan ies, as 

20 ETC's and that their study areas be designated as their 

21 service a rea. That's all I have. 

22 MS . WIEST : Thank you . That will close the 

23 hearing . 

24 (THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.) 

25 

I, Lori J. Grode , RMR, Notary Publ ic , in and 

for the State of South Dakota, do hereby ce r tify that 

the above hearing, pages 1 through 89, inclusive, was 

recorded stenog raph ically by me and reduced to 

typew r iting . 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that the fo~egoing 

10 transcript of the said hearing is a true and correct 

11 transcript of the stenographic notes at the t ime and 

12 place specified hereinbefore. 

13 I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a relative or 

1 ~ employee or attorney or counsel of any of the parties, 

1 5 nor a re l at i ve or employee o f such att orney or counsel, 

16 or f i nanc iall y interested d i rectly or indirectly in 

17 this action . 

18 IN WITNESS WH EREOF, I have hereunto set my 

19 hand and seal of office at Pierre, South Dakota, this 

2 0 let day of De ce mber , 1997 . 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Lori J. Grode, RMR 
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TC97-167 · 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 

THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN Tl IE MATTER OF TI IE REQUEST OF 
TIIREE RIVER TELCO FOR DESIGNATION 
AS AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUN ICATIONS 
CARRIER 

REQUEST FOR ETC 
DESIGNATION 
DOCKET TC97. 

RECEIVED 
OCT I 6 1997 

SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Three Ri\·n Tcko ("lluec Rh·cr") pwsuant 10 47 Uni1cd S1.11cs Code (•U.S.C:) Section 2 14{c) and 47 

Cock or Federal Rejul11ions ("CFR") Section S4 .201 hereby scclcJ from 1hc Public U1ilities Commiision 

C-CommiJsion") designation u an eligible tcl«ommunicarions carrier ("ETC") within the local exchange vta lhal 

coni1itulcs iu service area. In support of1his rtqUtsl, Thr« River offm the following: 

I . Pursuanl to 47 U.S.C. § 21 4(c) it Ii the Commiuion's rcsponsibilil)' 10 dcsi&n,1le local cxthangc canim 

(" LECs") u ETCs. Of in other wonis, 10 dcttnninc ~-hich LECs have usumcd universal service obliptions 

coniistcnt with the federal law and shoul<! be deem((! eligible 10 receive federa l uni11crul service IUppoM. Al least 

OM clig.ib!c 1tlccommunia.1KK1s carrier b 10 be designated by the Commission fot each scrvtce': are1 in lhe S1a1e. 

ll~ ever, in the C&K of 11ttu served by ruru1 telephone companies. the Commission m1y not designate more lhan 

one LEC u :u1 ETC without first finding that such addi1iono.l desitnation "' ould be in the public interest. Under-47 

CFR § S4.2t) l , lq:iMing Januo.ry I, 1991, only telccommunic11ions cmrim that hive received dcsipation from the 

Commiui,Jn to scn-c as o.n eligible telecommunications carrier within thc:ir service an:1 will be eligible 10 rccc:ive 

fcdenil univeml scrvke supppon. 

2. Three River is the fac il ilies•b3sed local exchange carrier prcscnll)' providing IOCII exchanac 

tel«ommunica1ions SCO'iccs in the following exchange: 

Nonh Naper, South O;d,:ota (60.5)134 

Thrte Rivn--, 10 iu knowledge, Uthe only carrier today provkting local exchange 1ekcommunica1ion.s 

scrvkesinthc: 1tMneidcn1ificdexchangcarca.. 

Thrc..- River also provKks local exchange telccommunlcatlons scrvkcs in Ncbruka and antkip,atcs 

receiving ETC dcsign1tion from lhe Nebraska Public Scrvic-c Commiwon. 



}. Thrrc River m Kcord.3ncc 1<1 ilh 47 CFR § Sol. IOI offrn thc following klc1I txch.ange 

telttommunic1tions services In all consumcn throughout iu service area: 

• Voice grade IIC'CW 10 the public ,witched Mll'lork: 

• l.ocal exchangt ~n•1ce including an amount orklcal 1U:1ge fret of per minu1e charges uOOer a 

fbtrated loc1l servicep:1ckagc , 

• Single pany Kn·1ec: 

• Dual tone mulli-frt>qutnC')' ,ig.n11ing: 

• Access to emcri:tnC)' sen ·icti such u 91 1 Of cnhlltlccd 911 public services; 

• Acccu 10 optr.nor scn•iccs: 

• Accm1ointcrucha.ngcscn·icc: 

• Acccu1odircctorywistancc; Md 

• Toll blocking servict 10 qualified k,w-mcomc tonsumm. 

As noted above, Thrrc Ri\"ct docs provide 1oll limit11ion service in the ro,m of toll blocking 10 qualifying 

COMUmm: ho1<1evcr, the additional toll limitation scn ·icc of"toll control" as defined in the new FCC univcnlll 

service nilcs (A7 CFR § 5~AOO(l)) is not provided. Thrrc Ri,·cr is not aware dw any local exchange canicr in 

South Dakota has a currcn1 capabilil)' to pro,·tdc such scn•icc, The FCC ga\'c no indication prior to the release of iu 

unh·Cl'JI\ :~·tee ordcr(FCC 97-IS7) that toll control 1<1ould be imp()Kd u an ETC se:rvicc rcquircmCflt and, to our 

information and behcf, u a result, LECs n.itionwldc are not positioned to make the se:rvice imm~iately 1v1ilable. 

In order frw- Three River 10 provide the scn ·icc, addi tional usage tratking and ston&t c1p1bili1ics will have 10 bc 

installed in its luc.al ' "'' itching tq1.tipmen1. At minimum, tht Kn'ict rcquln:s a switching software upgrMk: and 11 

this timcThrtt R11,·cr is investigating and atttmpting to dcttmunt whether the nece:swy softwvc 1w b«n 

developed and whm it might become l \'llilable. 

Accordm1ly, Three- R1\ct 11 faced 1<11th c;,:ccptional c1rcumstancn conccmln& iu ability to make the toll 

control se:rvicc 1v11lable ~ Kl fonh 1n the FCC's uninml sen•ict Nits and must rt>q~ 1 waivn from the 

rcquircmmt to pro1,•idc such s.tn·icc Al this time, 1 w11\·cr fOf a period of one year is requested. Prior to the end of 

the one )'Cit period.. Three Rh·cr 1<1·ill re-port b.tek to tht Commiuion with specific infonnation indicating whm the 

nctnlllf)' nctwod: upgrades c-an be made and the ~n-icc can be mMk 1nilabk 10 a.s.sist low income cuslomm. 

The Commiuioa mA)' propttly arant a Wli\'tt from the ·1011 control" rcquircmcnt puBW1n110 47 CFR S4. IOl(t). 



AddlllOl'IIII). Thtn' R1\•Cf cumnil) offers Lml.: Up sen ice. bu1 don noc curm,1Jy offer Lifeline KrYicc 

\\lthm iu. C.'(Changn. While pro\·1dmg L1frhn c- and Link Up )tt"\ICn IS not ll pre-condition which OlUSI be met 

before- ETC \ talus can be snn1c-d by 1hc Commmmn. the pl'O\ is,on of thcsc services is a rc-quircmcnt 1Jm musi be 

mct bcfor,: a CllrTICJ can r«-,:1\,: f«kr.d un1vo:rsal ~ICC- supPO(I lhr« Rwcr will offcr Lifeline st'f"Vicc as rc-qu ircd 

by 1hc- FCC ruln. 47CFR 54 400 • S4 417. bcgmnmgJanua.ry I. 1998 

1n m«l11 ofgc-nnal distritxn1on U,roughout the- c~ch111i;c- arc-as .K'f'l"c-d 1-'rKH" to 1hi1 filing. Three Rivcr hu noc 

i;c-nttall)' 1d\r:.n1s«l the- pncc-s chugc-d for 111 of the abo,·c--idc-n11ficd s.crvices. It will do so going forward in 

11econ1ancc ~ 1th any spc-,c,ftc ld,·emsing uancbtds that thc Commission may dcvdop. 

S. 0&1otd on the f0ttgoing. Three Rh·cr rcsp«-1fully rc-qlKSls that the Commission: 

a) gran1 a tnnporary ~·ai\crofthc rc-quircmc-n1 to provide- ·1011 control" service. and 

·,) v,mt an ETC dcsignalion to Thrtt Ri~,:r covcrm1 all of the local exchange ateil that 

consl!lutn ih pl'C"SC:lll KrYlce area in the- Sua1e. 

Dat«l th is ~ da> ofOc1obcr, 1997. 

lllrttRh·crTc-lco 

Wilham RosK"k). Gmcnl Manager 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 

THE ST A TE OF SOUTH DA KOT A 
RECEIVED 

IN TIIE MA TIER OF TI~E REQUEST OF 
Tl!Rf:E RIVER TELCO FOR DESJGNA TION 
AS AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
CARRIER 

REQUESTFOR ETC HOV I 7 1997 

~~ci~~-167 SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Th~ Rh·n Tcko("Thrtt R1\"CT0
) pursuanl 10 47 Uni1cd S1111csCodc ("U.S.C,") Sc-ction 2 14(c) and 47 

Code- ofF~I Rcgul&tions ("CFR") Section 5--1.201 hneby s«ks from the Public Ulili1icsCommission 

('Commiuion") cksignarion u an chg1blc 1decommun1calions carrier ("ETC") wilhin 1hc k,c:al exchange area Iha! 

COMIIIUICS its Kn";« arca. In suppon orthis rtqu«t. Thn-c Rh·a offm the following: 

I. Pumw1110 47 U.S.C. § ll4(c) it is the Commission's rcspomibi lity 10 dcsipa,c local exchange carrkn 

("LECs1 as ETCs, or in other "''onb, to lktmnlnc which LECs ht\~ usumcd univnsal kn'icc obligadons 

Ont eligible 1cl«ommunic.alions Carrin- is 10 be ddig.nated by the Comm Wion foe- each .kn'icc lrCI. in the Si.ate. 

llowcnr, in lhc CaJ(' or areas sc!'·cd by rural lckphonc companies. tht Comm Wion may not dcsignale more lhan 

ooc LEC as an ~IC ~·itbou1 fint find ing th.at such addi1ional dtsigna1ion would be in lhe public in1eresc. Un<kr 47 

CS:R § S4.2C I, brJinning January I. 1991, only 1elttommunia1ions carrim Iha! have receiYN designation from the 

Comm,Uion 10 KrYc as an eligible lelttommunications cvricr ~·ilhln !heir servK"c area will be eligible 10 receive 

fcdmtl uniVffUI scrvke supppon. 

l . Thrtt Rh·er is lhe facilillu•bucd local exchange carrier prcscn1ly providina 1~ 1 cxch&nJC 

telttommunkauons s,crvkn in lhe following exchange: 

North Naper. Sol.ilh Dakou (60S)U4 

Three R1,·cr. 10 iu knowledge, is lhe only canicr today providing local exchange 1clttommu.nica1ion1 

sen icu in the above idcn1ificd exchange uca. 

Thrtt Rh·cr abo provides local exchange telttommunica1ions scniccs in Nebraska and hu received ETC 

designation from lhc Nebmka Public Service Commission. 



) Thrtt R1\·c:r m acconhncc: "11h 47 ct-·R § SJ 101 offc:n the: fo\k1Yo1ng loc-al exchange: 

1c:l«ommunica1ions sc:o icrs to 1111 conwmc:rs throui;.hout 1u SCTVKc: ara: 

• Votcc:g.radc:11Cces.s1othcpublics1, 11chc:dnctYootk, 

• Local uchangc: sc:n·tcc: 1nchKhng 3n ffllOUnl .. 1 local inagc: frtt of per minute: c:tiaries under a 

111111111cd local S(O'ICC p;achgc. 

- S1nglc:pMt)SC:01Ce, 

. Dual tone mulli•frcquency signaling: 

• Acceu 10 tmngcncy sc:n ·iccs such :u 9 11 or enhanced QI I public scrvkes; 

• Acccutoop:ntorsc:n·kes: 

• Accc:u 10 1n1c:rnchangc t.c:o·icc: , 

• Access to dun:tory wistanc"t-, :and 

• Toll block1ni; sc:n•tec 10 qualified low-income consumers. 

At n01cd abo\'c. Thrtt R,~·cr don prn,·ilk 10\1 linuu11on s,c:-rvi« in lhc form oftoll bkKking to qualifyins 

consumm: !Klwcva, lhc: :tdditional toll limitation t.c:n·icc: of•1oll con\lOI' u dc: fintd in the ncvr FCC unh·c:nal 

KTVICC rules (-47 CFR § ~ -400())) is not pn,vKkd. Thrtt Ri\·a II not aware: lhat any kKal c:.xchancc atricr in 

South DU.Oil 1w I cunc:nt c1p1b1l11y 10 pro,·idt such KT\'ICC Tbt FCC p 1·c: l'IO indication prior to the ttk»c of iu 

un1\tnal s,c:-rvitc onkr (FCC 97°JS7) Wt toll control would be imposed u an ETC scrvicc rcquircmtnt and. to our 

information and behcf. as a rewlt. LEC, 1Ui1KN1-.·MX arc not posillOflcd 10 mike the snvicc immediately a,-ailable. 

In onkr for Thrtt R1\cr 10 provide the: ~ ·ice:, add11ional us.age trac-king and iloragc capabilities will have 10 be 

1ns1:illcd in its loc-al S'tllitch1ng cqu1pmc:nt. Al mmunum, the sc:rvkc requires a switching softwatt upgndc !Inc.I at 

1h11 umc:Thrc-e Rl\'ct ,, 1nvcst1g.a11ng and mcmpcing to dctnm1M v, hcthc:r the necessary soft-·arc has bttn 

dc:\-·clopcd and •••hen n m1gh1 bc:comc: l\-a11abk 

Accordmgl), lbrtt R1\'ff tS faced v,-nh cxCcplKln.l,) c1rcwmaances concerning its ability 10 make the 1011 

tontrolt,tn,ICc availabk UICI forth in lhc FCC"sunivcna\scn·icc NlNandmusircqudl a waiver from lhc 

nqu11rmcn1 u, prG\ldc such scn·i« At this time. a v,·a1\Cf for I pcrk>d of one year is rcqucs&cd. Prior to the end of 

1hr one )at period. Thrtt R1\et will report bxk 10 lhr Commis,ion v,·ilh specific information indicuing when the 

ncc:cswy nctwort u~ can be made and the scrv...-:c can be made available: to wiu low income customcn. 

'The Commmioo may propc-ly grant a -.·1h·cr from lhc · 10II control" rcqulrcrnc:nt punuanl to ◄ 7 CFR S◄ . IO l(c). 



Add1110nJ,fl) . Thr" Ri,·n ctuttntl)' offtn Lin ._ Up Sff\'K't, but docs noc turrtnlly ofTn l.iftl inc scrvi« 

"•Ihm us nth11ngts \\'hilt p,o,id1ng Ufdinc and I.ink p strvitts is not I precondition which must be mtl 

before ETC !.llllus can be ~ttd by !ht CommWIOn, tht pmvismn of these snv,ccs is• rcquirtmenl 1h1u mus1 be 

lllf:'t b..-fo1t:, can er c:in rcce1,e fcdcr:il uni,·rn.11 scr. ice suppon. Thrtt Ri,·er will ofTn Lifeline service as required 

b} the FCC rults. 47 CFR 5.1.4()0 . 54.41 7, bcginning J:inu:lr)' I, 1998. 

4. Thr" R1,·er hu ptt\·1ousl)' and wlll corumuc lo isd,·cnist !he 1v11bbil11yofits local exchange services 

in mtdi:i or gmer.a1 distnbulion lhroug.hou1 lhe tllthllngt arras sco·td. PriOf 10 !his filing. Thrtt Rivn has not 

gmfflll lly ad,·enised !ht pticts chargtd (Of all of lhe 1bov~ldtn1ifitd services. It will do 50 going forward in 

actord:tnce wuh lltl)' sprt1fic ad,·enising standatds lh:it lht Com minion may develop . 

.S. Based on tht foregoing. 111rtt Rinr mpcnfull)' requests lhat the Commission: 

1) gr.anl a temporary wai,·rr of the rcquircmtnt to provide ·10II control" service, and 

b) gr1n1 an ETC dtsigrn.tion to Thrtt Ri,•er co,·tring all of the local tllthange IITI !hilt 

C01,sliluttsi1sprcscn1scrvice1re1 inlhc Sll11c. 

DatcJ thii L( <by ofNo,·cmbcr. 1997. 

Thttt River Tcko 

Wilham Rosicky, Gcncn,1 M1n1.gcr 



SECRETARY'S RECORD. NEBRASKA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

BEFORE THE NEBRASKA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSI ON 

In the Matte:: of the Applicat:ion 
of the Nebraoka Public Service 
Commission on its own Motion t o 

Application No. c-160.; 

Elir,ible Telecommunica -

Designate Telecommunications tion Carriers Named 
Carriers Eligible to Receive 
Federal univeroal Service Support. Entered: October 15, 1997 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

This docket was opened August 12, 1997, to designate tele­
communications carrie rs eligible to receive univeraal se rvice 
s uppo rt and to define the service areas for which carriers shall 
receive support. Pursuant to the Federal Communications Commission 
(FCC) Order, Common Carrier Docket CC-96-45, Eligible Telecommu­
nications Carri~rs (ETCs) must be designated by January l, 1998. 
Interested part:.ies were allowed to submi t initial comments on this 
issue by September 12, 1997. Reply comments were due on or before 
September JO, 1997. Initial comments were received from .l\.liant 
CommunicationG, AT&.T of the Midwest, Cox Nebraska Telcom, GTE 
Midwes t, MCI, the Nebraska Independent Telephone Association, the 
Nebraska Telephone Association, Sprint - United, Sprint PCS, and US 
West Communicac.ions. All parties , except Sprint-United and the 
Nebraska TE:l"?phone Association, submitted reply comments. 

OPINION AND FINDINGS 

Upon reviewing the comments filed herein, we make th~. tollow­

ing determination: 

1 . All Local Exchange carriers (LECs) operating in Nebraska 
on February e, 1996, should be designated an ETC . The re was con­
sensus among all comment.ere that this designation was in the public 
interest. The carriers designated as ETCs are attached hereto in 

Exhitdt A. 

2. we find a rural carrier's study area ohould be its 
service area . There was no opposition by commenter& that it was 
appropriate to designate a rural carrier' s study area as its 
s ervice area. Howeve r , we agree with commenters such as Aliant , 
Sprint-United, AT&T, and MCI that a carrier' e study area should be 
contiguo:i.s . If a rural ETC serve!:! a non-conti guous study area, the 
c a rrier •s hould have mul tiple study areas . This designation better 
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targets where high cost su . 
barrier to competitive ent;~::: ~r::e:::aa~nd does not pose a 

3. The Commission finds on . . 
B~oc k Grou~s (CBGs ) should be utiliz:; t~nterim basis that Census 
riers service areas . As stated by most c designate non- rural car ­
and do not favor or hinder . omme nters, CBGs are small 
While Census Blocks are sma~~~rp:~:~c~~aGr carrier or technology. 
high cost support, we are not conv. s an~ may better target 
Bloc~s should be utilized. Ultim~~:~d at t his _time that Census 
carriers• service a r ea should be id . ~• we _believe a non-rural 
the cost model that N b k ent1fl.ed Ut:ang the capability of 
February 6 , 1 998, to s:1::: :tss:~:cts. Whi~e Nebraska has unti l 
rural service areas on or before De~e::!; l , it must desig:1ate non­
conclude at the p resent t ime ., . 31, . 1997. There fore ' we 
of Nebraska• s non-rural carr,ie~~G-~ best identify the service a reas 

4 · A s recommended by numerous 
E":C designatio n to j ust incumb~nt LE:c:ommenters, --:e do no t limit 
wireless ~ro v~ders that satisfy the ~rit:~liaca;riers, inc_luding 
Telecom.'Ilunications Ac t of 1996 and in FCC et forth _in the 
an ETC. rules • may be designated 

S . We believe tha t to be desi d 
other than that set forth b h gnate as an ETC, no criteria 
required . This finding is ma~ t el FCC a nd the Act should be 
e ligible for federal universal e so_ ely fo r the purpose of being 
to speci fy other c riteria shou::::~ce support_- The de cision not 
whe n criteria for the state . t be ~onsidered as precedent 

universal service fund is developed. 

1996 6. Carr_ie_rs not operating in Nebraska a s of Feb .. 
• mua t pe t it1on the Commiss ion to be des· ruary 8 • 

demonstra te that a ll relevant criteria has ::~t:!;_n ETC and must 

7 . If after February 8 1996 a n ETC 
by merger or by other relate'd tra~sac[ions purchase~, acquires 
a nother carrier• the buyer sh ld be . the service area of 
acquired area ou designated an ETC for the 
buyer• s existing F::th~r, the purchased a r ea s hou ld be added to the 

rv1ce area. If the acquired service area is no t 
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contiguous to the existing service area , the acquired area ohou1d 
be treated as a separate study area, as described above. 

8. we do not designate at t h is time service areas for other 
carriers, s uch as competitive LECs o r wireless providers. When a 
petition is prea:;ented to the Commission by such a provider to 
obtain ETC status, the appropri ate service areas of non-ILECs will 
be defined. It must be demonstrated by clear and convincing 
evidence that designation is in the public interest. 

0 RD ER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED by the Nebraska Public Service Com­
mission that the carriers listed on Exhibit A attached hereto , be 
and hereby are, designated as eligible telecommunications carriers 
pursuant to Federal Communications Commission Order , Common Carrier 
Docket CC-96-45. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the designated service areas for 
non-rural carr:i crs be, and hereby are , Census Block Groups until 
o therwise determined. 

MADE ANU ENTERED at Lincoln, Nebraska, this 15th day of 
October. 1997 . 

CO:>!MISSIONERS CONCURR ING: 

/ 

/t,<-.,_ (! 15,__,J L 
// s//Lo-.1el l C. Johnson 
/I sl/frank E. Landis 

~ ro~ISSION 

Vice Chairman 

SECRH,\RY'S RECORD, NEBRASfv\ PUB LIC 5£...: VIC[ COM,'-'USSION 

Exhibit A 
Rural ETCs in Nebraska 

Arapahoe Telephone company 
Arlington Telephone Company 
Ben~elman Telephone Company 
Bla1.r Telephone Company 
Cambridge Telephone Company 
Clarks Telecommunications Company 
Consolidated Tel co . Inc. 
Conoolid.&ted Telephone Company 
Cozad Telephone Company 
Cortis Telephone Company 
Dalton Telephone Company 
Diller Telephone Company 

=~s~ern Nebraaka Telephone Company 
si~-Mutual Telephone Company 

Eue t 1.o Telephone Exchange 
Glen .... ood Telephone Membership Corp 
Great Plains Communications . 
Hami~ton Telephone Company 
Hart1.ngton Telecommunications co. 
Hartman Telephone Exchanges 
Hemingford Cooperative 
Hendercon Cooperative Telephone 
Herchey Cooperative Telephone 
Home Telephone Company of Nebraska 
Hooper Telephone Company 
K & M Telephone Company 
Keyotone - Arthur Telephone Company 
Nebraska Central Telephone co. 

:::~=:~o;n:~braska Telephone Company 

Pierce Telecommunica tions Inc 
Plainview Telephone compa~y · 
Rock County Telephone Company 
Sodtown Telephone Cooperative 
Southeast Nebraska Telephone 
Stanton Telecom, Inc . 
Three River Telco 
~aune ta Telephone Company 

Non - Rural ETCs in Nebras ka 

Aliunt Communications, Jnc . 
GTE of the Mid...,est • Inc. 
United Telephone Compcmy 
US Wc5t Communications, Inc . 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FIL;NG BY THREE 
RIVER TELCO FOR DESIGNATION AS AN 
ELIGIBLE 1 ELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 
ORDER AND NOTICE OF 

ENTRY OF ORDER 
TC97-167 

On October 16, 1997. the Pubhc Ut1ht1es Comm1ss10n (Commiss10n) reee,ved a request fOf 
designatJOn as an el,glble tetecommumca110ns earner (ETC} from Three River Telco (Three River). 
Three River requested designalJOn as an eligible 1elecommun1Cat!Ol'ls carrier within the local 
exehange areas that constrtute rts sel"VlCe area 

The C,omm.sSCN"I electronically transmitted notice of the fihng and the intervention deadline 
10 M'llerested 1ndMdua1s and enltt.es No person or enhty filed to intervene. By order dated 
November 7. 1997, the Commission se1 the heanng for this matter for 1:30 p.m. on November 19, 
1997, 1n Room 4 12, State capitol, P.erre. South Dakota 

The heanng was held as scheduled Al the heanng, the Commission granted Three River 
a one year wa iver of the requirement to provide t<MI control service Within its service area. At its 
December 11 , 1997, meeting, the Commission granted ETC designaoon to Three River and 
des.gnated rts stud/ area as its service area 

Based on the evdenc::e of record, the Comm,sst0n enters the following Finchngs of Fact and 
Condust0ns of Law 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

On October 16, 1997, the Commission received a requesl for des,gnation as an ETC from 
Three River Three River requested designation as an ETC within the local exchange areas that 
conshtute its service area. Three River serves the following exchange in South Dakota: North 
Naper (834) Exhibit 1. Three Ri\ler a1so operates exchanges in Nebraska and has received ETC 
designatlOl'I from the Nebraska Public Service Commission. Exhibit 2. 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(2), the Commission is required to designate a common 
camer that meets the requirements of section 21 4(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated 
by the Comm1ss10n 

Ill 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(1). a common carrier that is designated as an ETC is eligible 
to receive universal service support and shan. ttvoughout its service area , offer the services that are 
suoponed by federal universal service support mechanisms either us,ng its own facilities or a 
combination of its 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 
d1stnbut10n. 



IV 

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or 
functionalities as those supported by federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade 
access lo the pwlic sw'itched ~ (2) local usage; (3) dual tone mutti.frequency s ignaling or its 
functk>na1 equal; (4) single party service or its funct ional equivalenl; (5) access to emergency 
services; (6) access to operator services; (7} access to interexchange service; (8) acx:ess to 
directory assistance; and (9) toll limitatK>n for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 
54.101 (a) 

V 

As pan of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC is required lo make available Lifeline and Link 
Up seMCes to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 C.F.R. § 54 ,405; 47 C.F.R. § 54.411. 

VI 

Three River offers voice grade access to the public switched netwofk to all consumers 
throughout ils service area. Exhibtt 1. 

VII 

Three River offers local exchange service induding an amount of k>QI usage free of per 
minute charges to all consumers throughout its service area. ld. 

VIII 

Three Rr,er offers dual tone mufti.frequency s,gnaing to all consumers throughout its service 
area. ld, 

IX 

Three River offers single party service to aH consumers throughout its service ■re■. ld. 

X 

Three River offers access to emergency services to all consumers throughout its service 
area ld 

XI 

Tivee River offers access to operator services to all consumers throughou1 its servk:e are■ . 

XII 

Thtee RNdf offers access to interexchange services to all consumers throughout its service 
area ld, 

XIII 

Three River offers access to director; assistance to all consumers throughout its service 
area 1d 



XIV 

One of the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers 
is toll limitaoon. 47 C.F.R. § 54.101{1)(9). Toll limitation consists of both toll bk>cking and toll 
control. 47 C F.R. § S4.400(d). T .:,U control is a service that allows consumers to specify a certain 
amount of toll usage that may be incurred per month or per )illing cycle. 47 C.F.R. § 54.400(c). Toll 
bkx::ulg is a servce thal lets consumers eled not to allow the completion of outgoing toll calls. 47 
C.F.R. § 54.400(b). 

xv 

Three River offers toll blocking lo all consumers throughout its service area. Exhibit 1. 

XVI 

Three River does not cuf'Tently offer toll control. ta. In order for Three River to provide toll 
control. add1t1onal usage traclung and storage capabilities will have to be installed in its local 
swrtching equipment. Three River is attempting lo determine whether the necessary software has 
been devek>ped and when it might become available. Jg. 

XVII 

Three River staled that it is faced with exceptional circumstances concerning its ability to 
make Ioli control service avai&abte and requested a one year waiver from the requirement to provide 
such serviee. ld. Prior to the end of the one year period, Three River will repoft back to the 
Conmssion with specific infOffflalion indicating when the network upgrades can be made in order 
to provide !<Ml control. Id. 

XVIII 

With rupee( to the obligation to advertise the avaiabiity of services suppofted by the federal 
uni'lersal ser,ice suppon mechanism and the charges for those services using media of general 
dlslribulion. Three River slated thal it advertises the availability of its local exchange services in 
me<ia of gtneral distribution throughout its service area. Howe'ler, Three River has not generally 
advertised the prices for these services. Id. Three Ri'ler stated its inlenlion to compty with any 
ad'lertising standards developed by the Commisskffl. J.d. 

XIX 

Three Rwer does not OJrrentty offer Ufeine service bul does offer Unk Up service discounts 
m ,ts uehaogtis J.d, Three River wilt offer the Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in all of its 
service area beginning January 1, 1998, in accordance wilh 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.400 to 54.417, 
indus,ve. Id 

xx 

The Commission finds that Three River currentty provides and will continue to provide the 
following servk::es or fundionalrues throughout its service area: (1) voice grade access lo the public 
SWltehed netwofk: (2} local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4) single-party service; 
(5) access to emergency services: (6) access to operator services; (7) ac:eess to interexchange 
service; (8) access to directory assistance: and (9) toll blocking for qualifying low-income consumers. 



xx, 

The Commission finds that pursuant to 47 C F.R. § 54.1D1{c) it w,11 grant Three River a 
waiver of thll! requiremenl to offer toll control services until December 31 , 1998. The Commission 
finds that excepbOnal arcurnstances prevent Three River from providing toll control at this lime due 
to the dlfftCUhy in obtaining the necessary software upgrades to provide the service 

XXII 

The CommsSIOn finds that Three Ri\ler intends to provide Lifeltne and Link Up programs to 
qualifying OJStorners throughout i1s sel"\lice area consistent with state and federal rules and orders. 

XXIU 

The Commission finds that Three River shall advertise the avallability of lhe services 
supponed biJ the federal I.M'll'Ve1"Sal service support mechanism and the charges therefOf throughout 
its service area us,ng med,a of general distnbution once each year. The Commission further finds 
that rf the rate for any of the seMCes suppot1ed by the federal unr\lersal service support mechanism 
changes, the new rate must be advertised using media of general distribution. 

XXIV 

Pursuan11047 Us c § 214(e)(5). the Commission designates Three River's current study 
area as its serv,ce area 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commission has jurisdiction over this man er pursuant lo SOCL 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 th~! meets the requirements of section 214{e)(1) as an ETC for a service are.- designated 
by the Commission. 

Ill 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(1), a common carrier that is designated as an ETC is eligible 
to receive un:vetSal service support and shall, throughoul i1s service area, offer the services that are 
supported by federal universal service support mechanisms either using i1s own facili1ies or a 
combination of ,ts own facilities and resale of another carrier's services. The carrier must also 
advertise the avaitabdity of such services and the rates for the services using media of general 
distribution. 

IV 

The FCC has designated the following services or functionalities as those supported by 
federal universal service suppof1 mechanisms: (1) voice grade access to the publtC switched 
networit: (2) local usage: (3) dual lone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal; (4) single 
party seMCe or its funct ional equivalent; (5) access to emergency services; (6) access to operator 



services: (7) access to interexchange service; (8) access to directory assislance: and (9) loU 
limitation for qualifying low-income consumers . 47 C.F.R. § 54.101(8). 

V 

As part ot Its obliga11ons as an ETC, an ETC is req1,ired to make available Lifeline and Link 
Up services to quahfying low-income consumers. 47 C F .R. § 54 .◄05 : 47 C.F.R. § 54.411. 

VI 

Three River has mel the requirements of 47 C.F R. § 54.101(a) with the exception of the 
ability to offer toll control Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54 .101(c), the Commission concludes that Three 
River has demonstrated exceptional circumstances that justify granting it a waiver of the requirement 
to offer ton conlrol until December 31 , 1998. 

VII 

Three RIV8f' shall provide Lifeline and Link Up programs to qualifying customers lhroughOut 
its serv1ee area conSlstent wtth slate and federal rules and orders. 

VIit 

Three RNer shall advertise the availability of the services supported by the federal universal 
service support mecnanism and the charges therefor using media of general dislributk>n once each 
year. If the rate for any of the services supp0f1ed by the federal universal SOMCe support 
mechanism changes, the new rate shall be advertised using media of general distribution. 

IX 

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(5). the Commission designates Three River's current sludy 
area as its service area 

X 

The Commission designates Three River as an eligible telecommunications earner for its 
servk:earea. 

II is therefore 

ORDERED, that Three River's current study area is designated as its service area: and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED. th.al Three River shall be granted a waiver of the requirement to offer 
loH control serv1ees until Oecembet 31 , t 998, and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that Three River shall fotlow the advertising requirements as listed 
:.bove. and rt ,s 

FURTHER ORDERED. that Three River is designated as an eligible telecommunications 
earner for rts service area 



NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the ~ay of December, 
1997. Pursuant 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. 

DateJ at Pierre , South Dakola, !his -1.Z!!: day of December, 1997. 

Cf:RTIFICATEOf' SfRVJCf 

Thl~n.'IOf~INIIIC. 
dOC.ul'rWllhllltlNtl.......,~l,IIOl'lll_..cl 
1KOtd1nC.dcll;ut.•ll!l&edontt.~~ 
llsl. by t--01byrnlC-.rn.. 1nDIOPllfy --ew«J71r;7,...,,chllgnP'lfPl'd.,.,_ 

8y ltJ!/l,/fe";te<n/4 
,_' 1::? /JR/17 

T I 

Off lCIAl SEAL 

BY r ~DER OF THE COMMISSION: 



* E RIVER TELCO 

De<:ember 29, 1997 

Mr Bill Bullard 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
SOO East Capitol 
Pierre. South Dakota 57501 

Dear Mr. Bullard 

RECEIVED 

DEC 2 9 1997 
,o~r~. DAKOTA PUBLIC 
,JT .r .. ...,MMISSION 

We are enclosing a copy of Three River Telco' s Lifeline and Link Up Plans which arc consistent 
"'ith the aitcria in South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 's Docket TC97-1SO. (also 
enclosed) and in 47 CFR 54 400 - 54 417 

Please call Loretta Calabro ofTELEC Consulting Resources. (402) 398-0062, with any questions 
you may have on this matter 

Yoursuulv. 

tJ.;JJ.._ S?O~ 
William R~cky 
General Manager 



LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN 
OF THREE RIVER TELCO 

Three River Tclco submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR § 54 40 l(d) Three Rh•cr 
Tclco has been designated as an eligible telecommunications ca.nicr by the South Dakota 
Public Utilities Commission ("SOPUC'') and. as such, must make Lifeline and Link Up 
SCMcc available 10 qualifying low-income consumers as set fonh in the Commission 's 
Final Order and Decision. Notice of Entry of Decision dated November 18. 1997. issued 
in Docket TC97- l50 On the Mauer of the Investigation into the Lifeline and Link Up 
~). which is attached as fahibil A. and consistent with the criteria established 
under 47 CFR §§ 54 400 to 54 4 17. inclusive 

A. G~ntral 

I The Lifeline and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by 
providing for reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for local 
telephone service The assistance applies to a single telephone line at a qualified 
consumer's principal place of residence 

A qualified low-income consumer is a telephone subscriber v.ho 
participates 1n at least one of the following public assistance programs: 

a Medicaid 
b Food Slamps 
c. Supplemental Security Income (SSI) 
d Federal Public Housing Assistance 
e Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LHEAP) 

3 A quahfied low-income consumer 1s eligible to receive either or both 
Lrfehne and Link Up assistance 

4 Three River Telco will adver1ise the availability of Lifehne and Link Up 
services and !he charges therefore using media of general d1stnbution 
and in accord with any rules that may be developed by the SOPUC for 
apphcallon to ehg1ble telecommunicalions carriers 

5 In add1t1on, Three River Telco, as required by the Final Order and 
Oec1s1on, Notice of Entry of 08Clsion of the SDPUC (Exhibit A), will 
1nd1cate ,n it's annual report to the SDPUC the number of subsaibers 
within it's service area receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance. In 
add1t1on, this information will be provided to the Universal Service 
Adm1nis1rahve Company ("USAC·}. 

6 lnf0fma11on as tc the number of consumers quahfy1ng for Ltfehne 
and/or link Up assistance cannot currenlty be provided by Three R1ver 



T e1co because 11 has no access lo the government information necessary 
to determine how many of its telephone subscribers are participating in 
the above referenced public assistance programs. Without this 
information. Three River Talco canno. provide, at this time. even a 
reasonable estimate of the number of its subscribers who, after January 
1. 1998. will be receiving Lifeline and/or link Up service. Information as 
to the number of its low-income subscribers qualifying for Lifeline and/or 
Link Up can be provided after appl ications for Lifeline and link Up 
assistance have been received by Three River Talco. 

7. In accord with the SDPUC's Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entry 
of Decision, Three River Telco will make application forms available to all 
of its existing residential customers. to aH new customers v.nen they apply 
for res1denllal local telephone service. and 10 other persons or entities 
upon their request. 

8. Li(tlint 

I Lifeline SCf\ice means a retail local service offering for which qualified low­
income consumers pay reduced charges 

2 Lifeline sef\1cc includes voice grade access to 1he public switched network. 
local usage. dual tone muhi-frequenC)' signaling or its functional equivalent, singlc­
pa."'ty service or its functional equivalent. access 10 emergency services, access to 
op,:rator services. access to interexchangc service, access to directory assistance, 
a:id 10ll limita1ion 

J Qualified low-income subscribers arc required to submit an application fonn in 
order to receive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assistance. the subscriber 
must certify under penal!)' of perjury !hat they arc currently partici pating in at least 
one of the qualifying public assistance programs listed in Sec1ion A 2. above In 
addition. the subscriber must agree 10 notify Three River Tclco when !hey cease 
pamcipating in the qualifyi ng public assistance program(s) 

4 The total monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified consumers is $5 25 
Three River Tclco shall provide the crcilit to qualified consumers b)· applying 1hc 
federal bucline suppon amount of SJ SO to waive 1he consumer's federal End­
Usn Common Line charge and applying the addilional authorized federal support 
amount o f SI 75 as a credit to the consumer 's intrastate local service 1a1e The 
federal basehne support amount and addi1ional support available. to1aling SS 25, 
shall reduce Th11 .. -c Ri\'er Telco' lowcst 1ariffed (or otherwi se gencrtlly available) 
residemial rate fo r the scr..,iccs listed abo\'c in Section B J Per the attached 
SDPUC Final Order and DL-c1sion. Notice of Entry of Decision. the SDPUC has 
authonzed ini rasmc ra1c rcduc1ions fo r cligjbk telecommunications !.:afriers 



making the additional federal suppon amount ofS l .75 available The SDPUC did 
no! cs:ablish a state Lifeline program to fund any fun.her rate reductions (Exhibit 
A. Findings of Fact VII and VIII. and Conclusions of Law II and Ill) 

S Thr~ Ri\"cr Telco will not disconnect subscribers from their Lifeline service for 
non-payment of 10II charges unless the Sr'PUC, pursuant to 47 CFR § 
S4 40 1(b)( I ). has granted the company a waiver from chc non.disconnect 
requirement 

6 Except lo the extent !hat Three River Talco has obtained a waiver from 
the SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54101 (c), the company shall offer toll 
hmitalion to all qualifying low-income consumers 'M'lEtn they subscribe to 
Lifeline service. If the subscriber elects lo receive toll limitation, that 
service shall become part of that subscnber's Lifeline service. 

7 Three River Telco w;11 not collect a service deposit in order to initiate 
L1fehne service If the quahfying low-income consumer voluntarily elects 
loll blocking on their lelephone line. HOIN8ver, one month's local service 
charges ,,,ay be required as an advance payment . 

C. Link Up 

1 Ltnk Up means 

(a) A reduaion in the customary charge for commencing 
1elecommunications service for a single 1elecommunica1ions connection a1 a 
consumer · s principal place of residence The reductions shall be SO percent 
of the cus1omary charge or SJO 00, whichever is less. and 

(b) A deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed for 
commencing service. for 'Mlich the consumer does not pay interest 
The interest charges not assessed to the consumer shall be for 
connection charges of up to $200.00 that are deferred lo a period 
not to exceed one year 

Charges assessed fo , commencing sel"'ICC include any charges th.at arc 
cus1omaril)' assessed for connecting subscribers 10 1he ne1work These charges do 
not include an)' pcm1issible securi l)' deposit requirements 

3 The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to receive the benefit of 
the Link Up program for a second or subsequent time only f0< a principal 
place of residence with an address different from the residence address 
at v.tl1ch the Lmk Up ass istance Yfc3S provided previously 
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EXH181T "A" 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION 
INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP 
PROGRAMS 

FINAL ORDER AND 
DECISION; NOTICE OF 
ENTRY OF DECISION 

TC97-150 

Al rts August 18, 1997, rogularly sclleduled meetr,g, the Pullie utilities Convnission 
(Commission) voted to open a docket concerning tho Federal Communications 
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Order on Universal S9f'Vice regarding the Lifeline and 
Link Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided lhat It would provide for 
additional federal support in the amount of $1.75, above the a.nan! $3.50 level. HoweYer, 
,n aderfo, a state's Lifeline a,nsumers to rece,ve lhe additional $1 .75 infed=I support, 
the state commisskln must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastate rate Raid 
by the end user. 47 C.F.R § 54.403(a). Adcfrtlonal federal support may also be n,celved 
in an amount equal to one-half of any support generated from the inb'astate ;..isdiction, 
up to a max!mum of $7.00 In fedcml support. 47 C.F.R § 54.403(a). A-• commission 
must file or require the carrier to file information with the adm&nistrator of the federal . 
universal service fund demonstrating that tho carrier's Lifeline pian meets the aiteria set 
forth in 47 C F R § 54.401 

By order dated August 28, 1997. lhe Commission allowed interested persons and 
entu.ics to submit written comments a:,nceming how the Cormussion should implement the 
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs. In their written comments, interested 
persons and entities commented on tho following questions: 

•. Whether the Comrmssion should approve intrastate rate redJCtions to allow 
consu:ners el igible for Ufeline support to receive the additional S1 .75 in federal suppon? 

2. Whether the Commission should set up a stale Ufelino Program to fund further 
reductions in the intrastate rato paid by the end user? 

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

4 Shall tho Commission filo or require tho carrier to file information with the 
administrator o< the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the carrier's Lifeline 
plan meets the a iteria set forth in 47 C F.R. § 54.401(d)? 

By 0<dcr dated Odobcr 16. 1997. the Commission sot pub he hearings to receive 
publ ic comment on the quoslions listed above. The hearings were held at the following 
limes and places· 

Monday, October 27, 1997. 1.00 p.m . Canyon Lake Senior Cif17ens 
Contor. 2900 Canyon lokc Dnve, Rapid Crty, SD 



flf8Bf. 

SIOUX FALLS 

Tuesday, Odoller 28, 1997, 1:30 p.m .. S1ate Capitol Building, Room 
412, 500 East Capitol Avenue. Pierre, SD 

Wednesday, Odobe, 29. 1997, 9:00 a.m., Center fo, Active 
Generations, 2300 West 46th. Sioux Falls, SD 

N. its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commission ruled as follows: On the first 
issue, the Commission authorized intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers 
to receive the additional S1 .75 In federal support. With respect to the second issue, the 
Coovnissioo decided to not set 1.4> a state lifeline program to fuid further reductions at this 
time On the third issue, the Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that 
requires U S WEST and carriers that have purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a 
$3.50 reduction of locat rates to low income rustomers age 60 and over. The Commission 
furlher n.,led that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the 
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form 
for salf-cortffication; that these fonns be sent to all of their rustomers prior to January 1, 
1998, and the eafter, to all re,, OJStorne.s: and that the c:aniers make the forms available 
to any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the 
carrier be required to file with tho FCC the infonnalion demonslrating that the carrier's plan 
moets the applicable FCC criteria and that the carrier send an infOfTT18tional copy to the 
Comm:ss1on. Further, that the carriers Include in their arviual report to the Commission 
the number of subscribers '-Ntlo recerve Lifeline and Link Up support. 

Based on the written comments and evidence and te.stimony received at the 
hearings, the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact ond Conclusions of Law. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The OJl'Tent state LWeline program Is referred lo as tho Telephone Assistance Plan 
(TAP). Tho CUrTent state Link Up program is referred to as the Link Up America program. 
The Comm1ss10n Implemented these programs in the U S WEST exchanges pursuant to 
its Oocis1on and Ordordated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F-3703, .ln..1tls1...Ma 
of tho lnvestl03tiq, iOlo lmplementatioo of a Ieleohone Assistance Plan for South Dakota 
~ - E"'1ibit 1 al page 1. Subsequent buyers of U S WEST exchanges were 
reQuired 10 also 0ffef the TAP and Link Up America programs. Jst. at pagos 1-2. 

The amount of TAP assistt,ncc is $7.00, $3 50 of 'Nhich 1s federally funded. with the 
rema,ning $3 50 funded by the local telec.ommunicattons ca.mer. ld.. at page 3. Although 
U S WEST was originally allowed to charge a surcharge to fund the program. U S WEST 
subsequently gave up that nght in Docket F-3647-8, In tbe Matter of tho Public Utilities 
Comrmss1on lnvcstiaatmo mlo the Effects of !ho 1986 Tax Refotm Ad on South P:1koto 
.u..uJ.±liits txhibit 5. In order to receive lho TAP assistance. a member of the household 



must be 60 years of age Of older and participate in erlher the food stamp or the low-income 
energy assistance program. Exhibit 1 at page 2 

Ill 

The Link Up America ~ provides assistance in an amount equal to oruHlaK 
of the qualifying subsaiber's telephone service connection charges up to a maximum of 
$30.00. ld. at page 3. In order to receive Link Up ass~tance, a cµstomer must be 
receiving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, must not presenUy have 
local telephone service and must not have been provided telephone service at his or her 
residenco within the previous three months, and must not be a dependent for federal 
mcomc tax purposes {dependency aitaria does not apply to those 60 years of age or 
older). tg. The link Up program Is funded entirely out of federal funds. ]ll. 

The FCC revised the current LKellne and Link Up programs in CC Dod<ot No. 96-
45, lnthe Mattecgf Eedftral::Stalo Join1 BoarlonUoivOCHI Secvio0· adopted May 7, 1997. 
Beginning Jarn,ary 1, 1998, the FCC found that the fedetal baseline Lifeline support will 
be $3.50 per qualifying low-<ncome consumer with an addltiooal S1 .75 in f-ral support 
1f the state commission approves a corresponding reduction in intrastate local rates. 47 
C.F.& § 54.403(a). Additional 1-...J Lifeline support In an amocnt equal to one-haK the 
amount of any state Lifeline support (not to exceed $7.00) is also available. kl. 

V 

The FCC further found that the federal support few Link Up will continue to be a 
roduc:sion ,n the tclecorrvrunications canier's setvioe connedion charges equal to one half 
of the carrier's rustomer connection charge or S30.00, whichever is le.ss. 47 C.F.R. § 
54.4 13(b) 

VI 

Pursuant 10 the FCC's rules, if there ts no state Lifel ine or Link Up program, a 
consumer 1s eligible for support rf the consumer participates in one of the following 
pr~ Medicaid, food stamps; Supplemental Security Income; federal public housing 
a>Sistance; or the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program. 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.409(b) 
and 54.41 S(b ) In addition, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer 
rrust certify under ponatty of perjury that the ruslomer is rece iving benefits from one of the 
programs listed above and agrees to notify the carrier if the o.,slomer ceases to participate 
,n such program or programs. lg. 

VII 

The first ,ssuo is whether the Commtsst0n should approve ntrastate rate reduct10ns 
10 .. ,now consumers ehg1b!e for Lifeline support to recoivo tho add1t1ona1 St 75 ,n federal 



support The Commission finds that 1t shall authorize intrastate rate reductions for eligible 
telecommunications companies providing local exchange se,vice to allow eUgiblo 
oonsumers to receive the additional $1 .75 in federal support. Thus. the total amount of 
federal support is $5.25 per eligibfe OJ$1omer. 

VIII 

The second issue is whether the Convnission shou6d set up a state Lifeline program 
to fund further reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user. The Commission 
finds it will not set up a state Lifeline program lo fund further reductions at this tme 

IX 

The third Issue is whether to modify or eliminate the existing Lifeline program or 
Link Up pr-. With respect ID the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that 
it shall eliminate the a>:istlng TAP program that roquirus US WEST and carriers that have 
purchased U S WEST exchanges ID fund a $3.50 reduction of local rates to low income 
rustomers age 60 and CNer. The Commission further finds that the Soulh Dalcota Lifeline 
and Link Up programs shall follow the FCC rules. SH 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417 
The effect of following the FCC rules and not inst iii.ting further state funded redudions is 
that the FCC eligibility requirements and self<artificaUon ,_lnlments will apply to the 
South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission otders that the 
Comm,ssion staff, in consultation with the carriers, devefop a standard form for self• 
certification. The carriers shall send those fonns to each customer prior to January 1, 
1998 Tho caniers shall also send a fonn to each of their new customers. Finally, the 
carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request 

X 

The fouth iSSU8 is whether the Commission should fito. or .in the alternative. require 
the canwr to file infom,ationwith the fund administrator. ~ 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d). The 
Commission finds the cariers shall be required to file that infonnation demonstrating that 
the came<s plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the earner send an ;nfom,ational 
copy to the Commission. The carriers shall also bo required to include in their annual 
repor1 to tho Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up 
support 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Commiss10n has junsd1dlOl"I over this maner pursuant to SDCL Chapter 49-31 , 
specifically 49.J1 -1 .1, 49,..31-3, 49 31-7, 49-31-7 1, 49-31·11 , 49-31 -12 1, 49-31 -i 2.2 and 
12 4, and IS7 C.F R. §§ 54 400 to 54 417 



Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § S4.403(a), the Convnission authorizes intrastate rate 
reductions for eligible telecommunications con1)811iea providing local exchange service 
to allow eligible consumers to receive the additional S1 .75 In federal support. 

Ill 

lne Commission decfines lo institute a state Lifeline program to fund flxther 
reductions at !his time. The existing South Dakota Lffolino and Link Up programs shall be 
modified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417, indusive, on 
January 1. 1998. The Corrrnission -· in consultation wi1h the carriers, shall develop a 
standard form for self-<D1ification. The carTiefs shall send these forms to each customer 
prior to January 1, 1998. The cariers shall also send a form to aach of their rww 
customers. F'inally, the camers shall makll the forms GVailable lo any penon or entity 
upon request. 

IV 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.401(d), the Commission finds the carriers shall be 
required to file that informaUon demonsttats,g that the carrier's plan rMets the applkable 
FCC rules and that the canier send an infamalional cq,y lo the Ccnmiulon. Tho catrlen 
shall also be required lo Include in their annual report to the Commission the number of 
subsaibers who receive Lifeline and link Up support. 

It is therefore 

Ol~DEREO, that the commission authorizes intrastate rate reouc:tions for eligible 
teleeonv.nt.xlications companies providing k>cal exchange servk:e to allow eltgibla 
consumers to receive the additional S1 .75 tn fedwal support: and it Is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Comnission '-Nill not set up a state Lifeline program 
to fund further reductions at this time; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that !he Commission shall eliminate the existing TAP 
program; that the South Dakota Lffeline and Linl< Up programs follow the FCC rules; that 
the Commission staff. in consultation with the carriers. develop a standard form for satt­
certiflcalion; that the caniers shall send these forms to all of their customers pnor to 
January 1, 1998: lhal the carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers: 
and that the carriers make the forms availat>Je lo any person or entity upon request and 
1l is 



FURTHER ORDERED, that the earner shall file with the FCC the infonnaUon 
demonstrating that the camofs plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier 
send an informational copy to the Commlu:oo. The c:arrlGrs shall also indude in their 
amuaJ report lo tho Commission the number of subsaibers who receive l ifeline and Link 
Up support. 

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this ~day ol November, 1997, 
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