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BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS]

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE FOR CERTIFICATION
REGARDING ITS USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL
SERVICE SUPPORT

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION

West River Telecommunications Cooperative (“West River™) by and thro

hereby submits a Request for Certification to the South Dakota Pubfic it

(“Commission”) seeking certification from the Commission pursuant lo 47 C.FR &

support of this Request, West River offers the following:

1. On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Conrmi

o (FCCY red

relative to the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carrie

(hereafter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order™. ia part, codi

34.314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal aniv

support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carritrs andfor other

telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service arsus. Pursuant to suck rule,

that desire rural carriers within their jurisdiction to receive futnre fodomi u

support must file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Se

Company (“USAC?) stating that federal high cost support provided to sch can

State will be used only for the provision. maintenance, and upgrading of fe

for which the support is intended. This certification requirement applics o w

tederal universal service support, including support provided sursunn: o 47 €8 &

Eopdn

' CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and Crder, 1
Reconsideration, and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Dogket N
Decket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001.




54.305, and/or 54.307, and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36. Subpart T

switching support, safety net additive support, and safety vabve suppeorti

under these FCC rule provisions will only in the future be made aw

Commission files the requisite certification pursuant to § 54314,

2. The certification required for rural carriers to receive

for all four quarters during calendar vear 2002 is currently due to be i

USAC on or before October 1, 2001, The certification may b presenied to t

form of a letter from the State Commission. The fetter must identify

i

d and st

are eligible to receive federal support during the |2-manth porisd

carriers listed will only use the support for the pr

facilities and services for which the support is intended.

3.

this Commission as an eligible telecommumcations carrier.

exchange telephone services. including all of the essentini s

federal definition of universal service, to approximately 18.30

rural service study area, which encompasses cxchanges in both

Company serves approximately 878 lines (approximately 3% of the t

4. As the Company serves a single study aren that cncey

the support received in the form of Federal Universal Servi
on a study area wide basis (not a state by state hasisy, Wi
information as identified below. West River does not nunstain rotis

investment and USF support differentiated betsecen North amd South |



provisioning of local exchange services. Under SDCL § 4931

rates charged by telecommunications cooperatives.

independent telephone companies serving less than fifty the

not subject to the Commission’s ratemaking authority, [n cuses where

limited regulatory authority over rural carriers. the FOU hus indicatad that 1

themselves initiate the certification process by presenting a plan to eosy

requirement in 47 U.S.C. § 254(e) that universal service support will «

provision, maintenance. and upgrading of facilitics and serviess

intended. Based on this filed plan. it is anticipated that the §

appropriate certification to the FCC.*

6. The purpose of this filing is to provide inf

the use of its federal universal service support and to ot

all federal universal service support recetved i @ man
universal service provisions of 47 UL.S.C. § 254,

7. In the process of determining whether federal upmiversal

manner consistent with the Federal Communications At the ™%

established in Section 254(b) are instructive. Tht &

“policies for the preservation and advancement of uni

identified principles:

(1) Quality services should be available at nust. g

(2) Access to advanced telecommunications and i
provided in all regions of the Nation.

* Fourteenth Report and Order, § 188.



(3) Consumers in all regions of the Nation. including low-is
those in rural, insular. and high-cost
telecommunications and information services, includiy
and advanced telecommunications and information se
comparable to those services provided in urban ase A
rates that are reasonably comparable to rates charged tor s
areas. . . .

(6) Elementary and secondary schools and classroens, b
libraries should have access to [certain] advanced telecommmi

sx

8. The FCC has declined to dictate specitically how the st

are using federal universal service support consistent with the

examples of how the support can be used o appropriately further unis

FCC has stated:

[A] state could [use the federal support te]
direct carriers to use the federal support fo re
service support to high cost ‘unﬂ ATCAS . .

n rural areas to ensure ‘hat SCIVICES p;‘s'
comparable to services provided in urban areas of th

contained in Section 254,

10. West River has made substantial investment ovee the ¥

service ideal and obligation. The Company cwrrently hos

facilities to serve its customers. This converts o a8 av

almost $3.900. Investments necessary to previde servics i




West River are not always practical or economical from a business standpoint. Thig invesin
has been incurred under the promise of support where cost of connecting rural customers o the

network are high. This cost expenditure is not invested and then disappears. The |

service concept that support should be “sufficient and predictable™ as found in Section |

must be maintained in this instance. The support provided currently through the
mechanisms also goes to recover the investment made by the Company over the vears preceding

this certification. Investments such as cable and wire facilities are depreciated sl res

over 20 to 25 years.

11. West River has invested significant amounts over the last several vours. foves

made by the Company since 1996 include:

1996: 1720031
1997: $1.826.406.
1998: $6.003,587.
1999: $6,523. 772
2000: $3.566.564,
Estimated 2001 S5.500.000.

Installing plant is simply the first step in mecting the universal service proy

Maintaining such plant, upgrading this plant, and replacing this plant is an ongoing process

which needs to be recognized in certifying that funds are utilized tor the intended purposes. The

Investment identified above has, on average, met or exceeded the plant depree
other words. investments continue to be made to provide gquality services v the custemers of

West River — this investment has replaced outdated plant thai is no longer serviceable.



12. West River as a designated eligible telecommunications carrier has received

universal service supporti in the past and expects to receive support during calendar

As of this time, specific support amounts the Company should receive in 2002 have not yat been

identified by USAC. The Company, however, offers the following estimates congers

support it expects to receive’:

High-Cost Loop Support $2.437.007.

Local Switching Support (DEM Weighting) £ 910821

Safety Net Additive Support 5 -0

Safety Valve Support $ -}

13. The support West River receives each year from USACU is provided only after

the Company submits substantial cost information to NECA and USAC. The Company

undergoes several reviews of its operations. which include the NEUA re

PR k.
v oot e

Company’s interstate cost study, and a review and reconciliation of the Company s filed

USF data with this cost study. NECA also completes periodic audits of the conipany to

ensure that it adheres to the cost study guidelines as spelied out by the FOCO, This pros
is precisely how the USF support for both the high cost loop fumd snd the switching
support is calculated. The South Dakota Comumission should legitimately fiad that this
review and reconciliation is sufficient if not additional support for certification of West
River in this matter.

14, West River has not completed its budgeting process for the vear 2002, 7

this budgeting process is not completed until mid to late fourth quarter of the vear. West River

has made some estimates for the purposes of this certification on possible nvestments that the

* 1t should be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced because the FOU has fodioatind that 1
deal with certification under 47USC Section 254(2) for these amounts. See tath Roport and Ol
446.




company will make in calendar year 2002. West River intends to invest between $2.060,0080 and
$2,500,000 in facilities to serve its customers in 2002.

15. Tn providing local exchange telecommunications services. West Hiver will also incur
operating costs. The Company has not completed its budgeting process at this time. In
estimating its costs for operating the Company in 2002, West River estimates that total expenses
will be somewhere between $5.45 million and $5.85 million. These costs will be incurred in the
following categories:

Plant Specific Expense: From $2.4 Million to $2.5 Million
{used to maintain facilities)

Plant Non Specific: From $450.000 to $500.000
(used for engineering networks)

Customer Operations: From $1 Million to $1.1 Million
(used for dealing with customers)

Corporate Operations: From $1.5 Million to $1.6 Million
(operating and managing the Company)

Other: From $100,000 to $150,000

16. West River estimates that the total costs described above relating to its planned
network facility and equipment investments and other expenses to be incurred in providing local
exchange telecommunications services will exceed $7.450.000.

17. Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and also
the recent FCC orders referenced herein, West River will use federal universal service amounts
received in 2002 (estimated in paragraph 12 herein) to offsct a portion of these totad costs. This

use of federal universal service support will enable West River to: (1) maintain rates for

exchange services that are affordable and reasonably comparable to rates being charged tor the

£

e



same services in urban areas; and (2) to upgrade its telecommunications facilities and equipment

as necessary to meet evolving service requirements and maintain high quality service. The use
of federal universal service support for these purposes is clearly consistent with the federal
universal service provisions.

18. Based on all of the foregoing information and also the Affidavit of Albert ¢

attached as Exhibit A, West River requests that this Commission issue an appropriate

certification to the FCC and USAC indicating that West River is in compliance with 47

254(e) and should receive all federal universal service support determined for distribution to the

Company in 2002. In order to ensure that this certification is issued to the FC

~prior o O
1, 2001, West River would further ask the Commission to expedite the provess that is inftiated
based on this filing.

Dated this 20th day of August, 2001.

Respectfully submitted.

/S (rde i s
Darla Pollman Rogers
MEYER & ROGERS
320 East Capitol Ave.
P. O. Box 1117
Pierre. SD 57501

Attorney for West River Telecommunioations
Cooperative



EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of West River Telecommunications Conpes

Albert Grosz, hereby affirm familiarity with and an understanding of the requirements of the
Federal Communications Act of 1934 as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996 with

respect 1o the receipt of any federal universal service funds received as high-cost loop sug

ey

focal switching support. safetv net additive support. and/or safety valve support and |
) 3 P

affirm that any such support amounts received by West River Telecommunication

will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for

which the support is intended consistent with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e).

s
AN

Albert Grosz

Subscribed and Sworn to before me this (g 0 day of August, 2001,

} ‘ ) ]
NOTARY PUBLIC )&[&7 Jﬁ /%/ S/

&) - . ) . '/J‘ )
Commission expires g ~)5_ 0 A

i



South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of August 16, 2001 through August 22, 2001

i you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to youz, piease oontact
Relaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605.773-3508

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

CEOT-002 in the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riedlinger, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, sgaingg
Xcel Energy Regarding Poor Maintenance Service.

L-omplainant states that on or about May 21, 2001, Xcel Energy had a tree trimming company sume i the

@i town and trim trees. Complainant states that when the company trimmed there tree in the front yard of

home, the tree was destroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complainant states that their are only t t i
tits neighborhoed that do not have buried cable. Complainant inquired about the line haing buried g
that he would have to pay $7,500.00. Complainant states that Xcel Energy does not have an easer :
e utility pole on his property. Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their lines at no cos
cost 1o the customer. Complainant does not feel he should replace his tree because he heliaves s
will occur again when the tree trimming service happens again.

Staff Analyst. Mary Healy
Biaff Attorney: Kelly Frazier
Date Docketed: 08/ 20/01
tntervention Deadline: N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TCO1-111 In the Matter of the Request of Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, ins
for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universa] Service Support,

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecom Cooparafive and s
Piains Telecom, Inc.'s plan for the use of its federal universal service supnor and o otharwize verity
Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will use all federal univarsal ssrvics

received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universai service provisions of 47 L S ¢ Sae

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/16/01
Infervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO4-112 In the Matter of the Request of Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support,

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Talenhens A
ptan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Chayenne River & 't
Telephone Authority will use all federal universal service support received in @ rnanners 1hal is consistant w
federai universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney. Karen Cremer
Date Dockelad 08/17/01
Intervenbon Deadline: 08/31/01



Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervantion Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-418 in the Matter of the Request of Kadoka Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Kadoka Telephone Company’s plan fz
its federai universal service support and to otherwise verify that Kadoka Telephone Company wi
universal service support received in @ manner that is consistent with the tedaral universal sarvice prgvigions o
47 11.8.C, Section 254,

Siaff Analyst: Harian Best
Stalf Attorney. Karen Cremer
(ate Docketed: 08/20/01
intarvention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO4-119 in the Matter of the Request of Valley Telephone Company for Certification Ragarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Valley Telephone Company's pian for
fadieral universal service support and to otherwise verify that Valiey Telephone Company will uss &l
universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the fedaral universal service provisions ¢f
47 U.8.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst. Harlan Best
Stafl Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-120 in the Matter of the Request of Mount Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Rangsll
Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its Use of Federai Universal Servics
Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fost
Randall Telephone Company's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and (o othenvise vmx i that
WL Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will use alf federal unive

support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U 8.6 E;,g;mt;; £t
284

Staff Analyst. Harlan Best
Sialf Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCOH 1214 in the Matter of the Request of Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Ing. and SARCOM, Ine. foe
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Suppornt.

e purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, ing S,
ine's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sanbors Tel fm‘v‘mm



Covperative will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the fodemt
univiersal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best

Staff Attarney: Karen Cremer

{ate Docketed: 08/20/01

tntervention Deadline; 08/31/01

TCO1-426 In the Matter of the Request of West River Telecommunications Cooperative {Mobridge) for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Siervice Suppost.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting West River Telecommunications Cooperative's
Maobridge) plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that West Rivar
Teiscommunications Cooperative (Mobridge) will use all federal universal service support received in @ manns:
that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.§.C Section 254.

Statf Analyst: Harlan Best
Siaff Atlorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1.127 In the Matter of the Request of Midstate Communications, Inc. for Certification Regarding
its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Midstate Communicatians, Inc.'s plan for the use of
18 federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, Inc. will use all federat
universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal univarsal service provisions of
47 U.8.C Section 254,

Hisl Analyst: Harlan Best
Bl Attorney. Karen Cremer
Date Dorketed: 08/20/01
rtervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TRUt-128 in the Matter of the Request of Tri-County Telecom, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support,

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Tri-County Telecom, Inc.'s pian for the use of its
fedaral universal service support and ta otherwise verify that Tri-County Telecom, Inc. will use all faders yrivarsal
fEreice support received in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U 8.0
Seclion 254,
dtaff Analyst Harlan Best

Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer

Date Docketed: 08/20/01

intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-128 in the Matter of the Request of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company for Certitication
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting McCook Cooperative Telaphone Company's plan

3 ann
Erye

or ihe use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that McCook Cooperative Taisphona



w’n umve*rsal service support and to otherwise verify that Sioux Valiey Telephane Company will use 2l
ivesrsal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universat service
%z of47 U S.C. Section 254,

7 Anglyst Harlan Best

st Attemey Karen Cremer
ewsestod (08/21/01

s Deadhing: 08/31/01

Fet1-134 In the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

purpase of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative's plan for the
i s federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative will
3)f fsdferal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
minns of 47 U 5.C. Section 254

gt Harlan Best
‘;"!E.‘;y‘ Karen Cremer
Iiowm fwet D8/22/01
aition Deadiing: 08/31/01

TCH-188 i the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Communications, inc. for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Suppaort.

Tre purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Communications, inc.'s plan for the

ity federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. will use
fzgaral universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
wigrs of 47 U.8.C. Section 254,

s Anslyst Harlan Best
: {Zume# Karen Cremer
e Docckated: 08722/01
wigtitinn Deadlineg: 08/31/01

FTCO1-138 In the Matter of the Request of Farmers Mutual Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support,

sarpose of iis filing is to provide information constituting Farmers Mutual Telephone Company's plan for the
its fpderal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual Telephone Company will
i tederal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service

Siall doslyst Harlan Best
oy Karen Cremer

- seketed 0B/22/01
istervantion Deadline: 08/31/01

TLOY-437 In the Matter of the Request of RT Communications, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

ol

mw purpoge of this filing is to provide information constituting RT Communications, Inc.'s pian for the use of its



g Karen Cremer
G GRIZ2/01

Yous misy receive this listing and other PUC publications via our website or via internet e-maii,
You may subscribe or unsubscribe to the PUC mailing lists at http:/lwww state.sd.us/puc/



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

N CTHE BATTER OF THE REQUEST OF WEST ) ORDER GRANTING
HIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) CERTIFICATION
COUPERATIVE FOR CERTIFICATION )

REGARDING 1T8 USE OF FEDERAL ) TCO1-125
UMIERSAL SERVICE SUPPORY )

» May 23, 2001 the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) re!eased an
soermng the fﬁderal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.’ This
sreafter referenced as the "Fourteenth Report and Order"), in part, codifies at 47
1 %4 314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federai
service support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers
“sie telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas.
tn such rule, a state that desires rural carriers within its jurisdiction to receive
srat universal service support must file an annual certification with the FCC and
sersal Service Administrative Company (USAC) stating that federal high cost
nrovided to such carriers within that State will be used only for the provision,
snance. and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
-arisfication requirement applies to various categories of federal universal service
1. ncluding support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or
7 andior 47 C F R Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop support, local switching
vt safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided under
~{ rule provisions will only be made available in the future if the State Commissicn
e recpaisite certification pursuant to § 54.314.

iz certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal support for

LA QU psz s during calendar year 2001 is currently due to be filed with the FCC and
i nefore October 1, 2001. The certification may be presented to these entities
%@tmr from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers
ble to recelve federal support during the 12 month peruod and must

1 5 filing from West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Company) regarding
4*-.1 mr Ce«rt ficatkcn R@qardmg its Use of Federal Universal Service Support The

36-4%, UC Docket No. 00-256, Fourtesenth Report
Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further
i Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report
“m‘le No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23,




wraal service support and to otherwise verify that Company will use all
c@ support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal
arevisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254. As a part of its plan, Company listed
spoort it expected to receive from USAC as well as its estimated costs

rienance, and upgrading of facilities and services. An Affidavit was
erest for Certification

el

ard T8TE

51 23 2001, the Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filing
sohon deadhine of August 31, 2001, to interested individuals and entities.
""" i rdervention

ularly scheduled meeting of September 7, 2001, the Commission
114 aéiihéfﬂ

Commrission has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26,
7 U8 C § 254 The Commission found that the Company is eligible to
| support as it states it will only use the support for the provision,
el upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
an unarimously voted to approve Company's Request for Certification
s Use of Federal Universal Service Support. |t is therefore

3, that the Company is eligible to receive federal support as it states it will
«.:;mri for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and
Fich the support is intended. 1tis

FLIRTHER ORDERED, that the Commission approves Company's Request for
swon Ragarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support. *

s

al Prerre. South Dakota, this ,”/”Zﬁ day of September, 2001.

IFIGATE OF SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

narefy certifies that this
y ugion all parties of

‘”ﬁ\f‘?“ﬁf‘pfigéﬁi Mj,/ 72977/ // //Z//GV%
reps JAMES A. BURG, Chairman  //

L/

P
v 19“ } // "
{ Pl oy
;F,(/L/J /; RN

PAM NELSON, Comm«ss:oner

S8



Py

iblic

xiz Capito} Buiiding, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota 57501 -5070

September 25, 2001

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Federal Communications Commission
{ffice of the Secretary

445 12th St. S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Ms. lreng Flannery

Universal Service Administrative Company
2120 L Street N.W., Suite 600
Washington, DC 20037

RE-  CC Docket No. 86-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and
Order. Twenty Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report and Order in
CC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001

Annual State Certification of Support for Rural Carriers
Dear Ms, Salas and Ms. Flannery:

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission} hereby states that th
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or eligible telecommunication
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant to 4
(3FR 8§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 36, subpart F. The carriers liste
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which support the
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used only fc
the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which th
support is intended. The Commission has granted certification to the followin
companies:

Armour Independent Telephone Company

Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, inc.
Beresford Municipal Telephone Company
Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority

Citizens Telecommunications Company of Minnesota, Inc.
ity of Brookings Municipal Telephone

Consolidated Telcom

Dakota Community Telephone





