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Events and Deadlines

October 1.  FTC “Do Not Call” rules become effective
October 2.  Revenue and Transportation Committee.  Helena.

October 2-3.  Burton K. Wheeler Center Conference, “State Revenue Generation: Thinking New Thoughts.”  Bozeman.

October 8.  Panel Discussion on Wireless E911 Deployment plans in Montana.  Helena.

October 8.  E-911 Advisory Council (following Wireless Panel Discussion).  Helena.

October 9.  Statewide Interoperability Executive Council (SIEC).  Helena
October 15.  PCS and digital cellular carriers (who obtained TTY waivers) must file TTY quarterly status report at FCC.

October 16.  Data requests re: D2003.8.105, Mid-Rivers Cellular ETC Application.
October 24.  Economic Affairs Interim Committee.  Helena.

October 27.  Comments due at FCC re: Vonage Petition for Declaratory Ruling to pre-empt Minnesota PUC Order classifying Vonage’s service as telecommunications.
October 30.  Education and Local Government Interim Committee.  Helena.

November 7.  Tax Reform Interim Committee.  Helena.

November 13.  PSC hearing on rules implementing HB 641, Intercarrier Compensation.
November 20. Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee.  Helena.

November 24.  Federal wireless local number portability (LNP) implementation deadline.

December 3-4.  MTA 23rd Annual Showcase.  Billings.  [Visit MTA’s web site to register or for more information at www.telecomassn.org]

December 11-12. Revenue and Transportation Committee.  Helena.

January 9, ‘04.  Education and Local Government Interim Committee.  Helena.

January 14, ’04.  E-911 Advisory Council.  Helena. 

January 22, ‘04. Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee.  Helena.

January 23, ‘04.  Economic Affairs Interim Committee.  Helena.

February 13, ’04. Revenue and Transportation Committee.  Helena.

March 10, ‘04. Economic Affairs Interim Committee.  Helena.

March 25, ‘04. Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee.  Helena.

April 2, ‘04.  Education and Local Government Interim Committee.  Helena.

April 30, ’04. Revenue and Transportation Committee.  Helena.

May 5, ‘04. Economic Affairs Interim Committee.  Helena.

June 3-4, ‘04. Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee.  Helena.

June 9, ‘04.  Education and Local Government Interim Committee.  Helena.

June 25, ‘04. Economic Affairs Interim Committee.  Helena.

July 9, ’04. Revenue and Transportation Committee.  Helena.

July 28-30, ’04.  MTA 2004 Annual Meeting.  Lewistown.
August 20, ‘04. Economic Affairs Interim Committee.  Helena.

September 9-10, ‘04. Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee.  Helena.

September 9-10, ’04. Revenue and Transportation Committee.  Helena.

September 14-15, ‘04.  Education and Local Government Interim Committee.  Helena.

December 1-2, ’04.  MTA 24th Annual Showcase.  Billings.

Legislative Ledger

Energy and Telecommunications Interim Committee (ETIC).  The Committee met in Helena on 9/16.  Naturally, most of its attention was focused on energy issues, with the 9/15 announcement of NorthWestern Energy’s (NWE) bankruptcy taking center stage.  The Committee also reviewed its Work Plan for the Interim.  Of note is item 1.c., “Evaluate the need for specific statutory authority for PSC oversight over transfer of regulated public utility, or assets of affiliates of the utility.”  (See below for link to the Work Plan.)  Prior to the Committee’s discussion of its Work Plan, PSC Chairman Bob Rowe addressed the committee with a “status report” on Commission activities, again focusing on energy issues and the NWE bankruptcy.  He did, however, specifically mention the Commission’s lack of authority with regard to regulating/approving the sale/transfer of utility assets.  (This theme has been reported to MTA in other meetings with Commissioners.)  Rowe mentioned three areas where Commission authority is needed: 1) sale of assets; 2) structure of utility organization; and 3) PSC investigatory authority.  Committee members were given a copy of SB 234 from the 2003 Legislature.  (That bill failed; MTA opposed it, as written.)  Also in Committee members’ briefing packets was a March, 2003 white paper prepared for NARUC’s Accounting and Finance Staff Subcommittee, entitled, “Ring Fencing Mechanisms for Insulating a Utility in a Holding Company System.”  (See below for link to the NARUC study.  The white paper provides five considerations, including those outlined by Rowe.)  Led by Sen. Emily Stonington (D-Bozeman), Committee members recalled how controversial SB 234 was in the last Session.  Nonetheless, the Committee adopted the Work Plan item to address the Commission’s authority (or lack thereof) to regulate and/or approve the sale or transfer of utility assets, using the NARUC white paper as a background for evaluating options.  However, the Committee decided to request the Commission to provide “a detailed written proposal regarding the authority that you are seeking,” according to an October 6 email from the Committee to the Commission.  The Committee seeks a response from the Commission by October 31, for circulation among interested parties prior to the Committee’s next meeting, which is scheduled for November 20.  
The “Ring Fencing” paper can be found at the ETIC’s web site under “Staff Reports.”  The Committee’s Work Plan, agendas, and other materials can be found on the ETIC’s home page at: http://www.leg.state.mt.us/css/committees/interim/2003_2004/energy_telecom/default.asp
MTA looks forward to participating in the debate on asset transfer legislation.
Government Franchise Law.  The Education and Local Government Interim Committee still is looking for a few good laws to help it define what a government franchise is, and what to do about it.  Committee staff has uncovered an ordinance from Edmonds, WA; but it reads more like a right-of-way agreement for non-exclusive use of city public ways than a definition of exclusive “franchise authority,” per se.  More to follow on this front!

Tax Reform.  The Tax Reform Study Committee met on September 12.  Members of the Committee broke out into facilitated groups to identify key goals and objectives for the study committee to undertake in the next 14 months.  The Committee appeared to agree that a “balanced” approach to taxation is appropriate, where tax policy is “friendly” to business and economic development and does not discourage capital formation, or worse, capital flight.  Committee members asked for “uniform” data that enable apples-to-apples comparisons of revenues and taxes between states.  Montana Association of Counties (MACo) testified in favor of a balanced “three-legged stool” approach (property, income, and sales tax) to generate revenue in Montana.  The Montana Chamber of Commerce urged efficiency, fairness and simplicity.  AFL-CIO President Jerry Driscoll, a member of the Study Committee, asked staff for data on a single-rate property tax.  The Committee meets next on October 14, where it will focus on public comments.  The Committee will meet again on November 7.

More information on the Tax Reform Committee can be located by going to the “What’s New” portion of Department of Revenue’s home page at: http://www.state.mt.us/revenue/css/default.asp.

Revenue and Transportation Interim Committee.  The Committee met in Helena on October 2.  Terry Johnson, Legislative Fiscal Division, provided an analysis of the State’s preliminary General Fund balance.  The Fiscal ‘03 ending fund balance is $46.4 million, or nearly $30 million over the budgeted amount.  Individual income tax receipts from stronger than anticipated wage growth account for $15.1 million, by far the largest portion of the positive revenue news.  “Based on current information, the general fund account would end the 2005 biennium with a balance of $68.8 million, or $22.6 million more than anticipated,” according to the Legislative Fiscal analysis.  That’s the good news, of course.  The bad news is that there’s still a “structural imbalance” that the legislature needs to address, and all the bills from this year’s disastrous fire season have yet to be paid.  
Also on the Committee’s agenda was a report on the SJR 29 study plan for valuation of centrally assessed property.  As reported in the last edition of The Connection, the SJR 29 subcommittee decided tentatively to focus on electrical generation property.  The full Committee concurred; it will proceed with the study plan as proposed, focusing on electrical generation property.  

Gene Walborn of the Department of Revenue explained valuation methodology(ies) for accessing centrally assessed property (a mystic art to many).  There are currently 115 companies that have centrally assessed property.  Companies are assigned Classes depending on if they are a regulated company or not, if they have property all within the state or include property outside the state, etc.  There are three indicators used for valuation: 1) cost (book value); 2) income (present value net income); and 3) market (stock and debt relation).  The process starts with figuring out how a company works within the United States.  For example Qwest, which operates in 14 states, is valued on the unit value approach: all the property is valued, then that amount is broken down to the percentage of that total value that is in Montana only, then that percentage is applied to the unit value.  Assessors take all 3 indicators, apply them to the company’s property, correlate to one overall value which is then broken down to an allocation value which is distributed down from system amount – to State – to county level.  Got that?  And it’s all up to the individual tax appraiser.  As the proposed SJR 29 study plan prepared for the Committee states, “these methods often produce widely disparate results…[T]he appraiser will weight each approach in order to produce a final unit value.  Weighting of the indicators…may involve significant judgment on the part of the appraiser [and] may cause disputes between the appraiser, who may put the highest weight on the highest value, and the taxpayer, who wants more weight given to the lowest indicator of value.”  That sums it up!
The Committee’s home page has more information on Committee work plans, staff reports, agendas, etc.  Go to: http://www.leg.state.mt.us/css/committees/interim/2003_2004/rev_trans/default.asp
Regulatory Review

PSC Work Session: 10/7/03

D2003.1.14.  Western Wireless ETC Application for certain non-rural areas.  As reported in the last edition of The Connection, Western Wireless (WW) filed a motion in July to dismiss MTA and other intervenors.  MTA objected to the motion on August 7, and on August 19, WW replied, stating that “Intervenors have nothing to add to this proceeding.”  At its October 7 work session, the Commission deferred a discussion of the WW motion and replies.  In a brief statement, Chairman Bob Rowe agreed with staff recommendation to defer discussion, pending further consideration of possible “unintended consequences.”
PSC Work Session: 9/30/03

D2003.4.46 and D2003.5.62.  FCC Triennial Review.  The Commission had received requests from both MCI and AT&T for pro hac vice attorney status in both dockets.  Staff recommended that the Commission grant the applications for all requesting attorneys.  Passed 5-0.

D2003.3.84.  Lincoln Telephone Company Petition for Lincoln-Canyon Creek-Helena EAS.  Lincoln (LTC) seeks to expand the Helena EAS to include Lincoln and Canyon Creek exchanges.  Staff reported that information received from Qwest regarding call usage needed to be resubmitted.  From the call usage information received from Lincoln, the Canyon Creek exchange meets the numeric criteria for Phase I, and Lincoln has presented other information to support the Community of Interest threshold.  Staff recommended accepting Phase I with motion to proceed to Phase II.  Motion made to accept findings and proceed to Phase II passed, 5-0.

PSC Work Session: 9/23/03

D2002.11.145.  Northern Telephone Cooperative Association Inc. EAS Petition.  EAS passed Phase 1 (community of interest) and notice for Phase II (cost issues) was sent out on August 8, 2003.  There has been subsequent interest by other companies in this EAS application.  Northern requested, and staff recommended, the 90-day schedule be suspended and the petition put in abeyance with updates at 120-day intervals.  Staff responded to an inquiry by Commissioner Greg Jergeson that the current Triangle EAS application into Great Falls does not affect the Northern EAS petition.  Motion to accept staff recommendation passed 5-0.

PSC Work Session: 9/16/03

D2002.10.126.  GoInternet Complaint.  Commission Counsel Robin McHugh informed Commissioners of this enforcement action against GoInternet for slamming/cramming.  Staff requested suspension of schedule until Monica Tranel returns from maternity leave.  No objection from GoInternet.  Suspension approved: 5-0.

N2003.8.110.  PSC-initiated Operator Service Provider (OSP) Rate Caps.  Martin, Tina, and Al Brogan briefed Commissioners.  The 1999 Legislature authorized rate caps for OSPs.  Rules allow averaging of high rates, and setting maximum rate.  Tina noted changes in only 3 categories; in each of which rates will go down.  Caps approved: 5-0.

N2003.8.112.  ETC Annual Certification.  Martin told Commissioners that all filings have been made and are in compliance with Commission’s instructions.  Staff recommended that the Commission certify each of the ETCs that have filed.  Certifications approved: 5-0.  (On September 17, the Commission sent a letter to the FCC affirming the certifications.)
D2003.5.62 & D2003.4.46.  Triennial Review.  Economist Mike Lee reviewed the previous week’s procedural scheduling conference.  MCI, AT&T, Qwest, 180 Communications participated.  Lee asked parties if they’d challenge the FCC’s presumptive finding of no impairment in switching in the enterprise market.  (The Triennial Review Order—TRO—assumes no impairment to competition in the large business/enterprise market if the switching element no longer is required to be unbundled.)  No parties indicated that they would challenge this presumptive finding in the enterprise market.  Lee recommended adopting an order like Iowa’s: if there is a challenge to the FCC’s presumptive finding of no impairment in the enterprise market, then a procedural schedule would be established.  Otherwise, no procedural schedule is needed in the 90-day (enterprise market) proceeding.  Lee added that the Commission on its own motion could re-open the docket at any time if it concludes an impairment finding is appropriate.  That is, there’s no downside to proceeding with the recommended approach.  Regarding the 9-month (mass market) proceeding, staff requested parties to submit “preferred mechanisms” for conducting the 9-month proceeding.  (Commission staff has been participating regularly in a series of conference calls with other state and federal staff.)
D2003.9.130 & D2003.9.131.  PSC and MCC Fees, pass through orders.  Robin McHugh announced new pass-through rates for funding the Commission and the Montana Consumer Counsel (MCC).  Regulated companies are authorized to incorporate the new rates by October1.  MCC fee rate was increased from 0.0009 to 0.0011 for MCC.  The PSC rate was increased from 0.0022 to 0.003 for PSC.

PSC Work Session: 9/9/03

D2002.12.153.  QLD Tariff.  Robin reminded Commissioners of Qwest’s lack of response to two previous data requests.  A notice of commission action was issued on 8/22.  Qwest asked for oral argument, but staff had not determined if oral argument would be helpful.  Robin suggested waiting for Monica to return before taking further action.

National Electric Safety Code Rules.  Martin Jacobson informed Commissioners that ARM 38-5-1010, -2101, -2102 needed to be updated by referencing National Electric Safety Code rules which were revised for 2003.

Other Regulatory Matters

D2003.8.105.  Mid-Rivers Cellular (MRC) ETC Application for Rural Areas in Montana.  MTA intervened in this docket on October 1.  Discovery is due by October 16.  Meanwhile, MRC replied to Commission data requests submitted earlier, reiterating that its ETC application meets all public interest standards.  
HB 641 Rules.  The Commission has scheduled a hearing on November 13 for a formal rulemaking proceeding to consider rules implementing HB 641, legislation initiated by MTA to ensure that terminating carriers are able to identify, measure and appropriately charge for traffic that terminates on their networks.  
N2003.6.80.  Jurisdictional Reporting for Switched Access Traffic (SS7 Tariff). On July 18, the Commission approved an interim tariff which amended certain charges imposed by Qwest for certain intrastate and interstate access traffic.  The tariff most significantly recognizes and excludes a “percent other minutes” (POM) from access charges.  Upon the recommendation of MTA, the Commission approved the tariff on an interim basis, pending further amendment of the tariff to conform to verbal agreements reached through negotiations between Qwest and other industry representatives.  Qwest submitted these conforming amendments on September 23.  On a going-forward basis, the new tariff appears to address several concerns of independent carriers about certain Qwest access charges.
MAR Notice No. 2-2-325.  Montana Information Technology Act (MITA).  MTA was the only witness at a rules hearing on September 26, addressing the implementation of MITA by the Department of Administration.  MTA testified that while the proposed rules appear to conform to the letter of the law, they tend to emphasize only certain statutory roles given to the Chief Information Officer, and not others.  In so doing, the rules could be interpreted as encouraging an expansion of state telecom network management to non-core areas such as local and county governments and other “participating entities.”  MTA argued that the core mission of MITA and the Chief Information Officer are to rationalize procurement and management of IT resources for state agencies.
More Montana Matters

E-911 Wireless Panel Discussion.  On October 8 the Montana 911 Program Office held panel discussions on wireless and wireline E-911deployment in Montana.  Wireless carriers in Montana are moving ahead with handset-based, GPS location solutions for Phase 2 deployment.  MTA member, 3 Rivers Wireless, discussed challenges facing rural wireless carriers and public safety answering points (PSAPs) alike.  A common theme was adequate funding for costs associated with upgrading PSAPs for wireline and wireless E-911.  Cost recovery for carrier expenses also was frequently mentioned in the panel discussions.  In this regard, some panelists suggested 911 surcharges and federal appropriations can support PSAP upgrades, while “other sources” of revenue could be explored for both PSAPs and carriers, such as universal service, health/trauma networks or homeland security funds.  Another common theme was general support for statewide coordination.  That said, Mid-Rivers Cellular (MRC) pointed out that consumers in Eastern Montana are fortunate to have cellular service at all.  Jumping into a Phase I or Phase II digital wireless E-911 for MRC could threaten the availability of cellular service altogether.  MTA participated on the panel representing wireline local exchange companies (LECs), and stated that Montana’s LECs are working constructively with the state and local authorities to facilitate the deployment of E-911 capabilities.  Meanwhile, 911 Program Director, Becky Berger, announced that VisionNet was awarded a contract to inventory all 58 PSAPs in Montana by December.  Following the inventory, an RFP will be released to upgrade PSAPs to E-911 readiness.
The 911 Program Office maintains a plethora of information on 911-related matters at its home page at: http://www.discoveringmontana.com/itsd/policy/councils/911/911.asp
Montana Cooperative Development Council (MCDC).  MTA sits on the MCDC Advisory Council, as well as on its finance subcommittee and a subcommittee tasked with developing parameters for “hosting” the new MCDC, which will be restructured as a 501(c)(3) and move from its temporary home at the Montana Department of Agriculture.  The “hosting” subcommittee met on September 11 in Helena, and the finance committee met on 9/18.  The Department of Agriculture, MCDC’s current (temporary) host, issued an RFP for cooperatives and “cooperative-sensitive” entities interested in hosting the organization.  Responses to the RFP are due on October 21.  MCDC seeks physical office accommodations and other administrative resources.  On the finance side, MCDC will need “up front” money to carry it through at least two months of operating cash flow, since it is reimbursed on a retroactive basis from U.S. Department of Agriculture grants that fund most of its operations.

The RFP and related information can be found on a Montana state website at: http://www.discoveringmontana.com/doa/gsd/osbs/results.asp?categoryID=11.  Interested organizations may contact Brad Sanders of the Department of Administration at bsanders@state.mt.us or by phone at (406) 444-2575. 

Information Technology Board  (ITB).  The ITB met in Helena on September 12.  State CIO Brian Wolf provided an overview of the State Strategic Plan for IT.  Brian went over the new Integrated Revenue Information System (IRIS) system, which will replace the catastrophic POINTS System.
Deputy State CIO Jeff Brandt outlined plans for updating the Strategic Plan by April 1, 2004.  The Board outlined topics/priorities for consideration in the revised Strategic Plan:

· Who is the customer (e.g., state agencies, the taxpayer, cities, counties, or all/some of the above)?  When does one become a partner vs. a customer?

· Security / Accessibility / Redundancy.  There’s a trade-off between accessibility and security.  The more open a system, the more vulnerable it is.
· Document Handling.  The Secretary of State’s office will have to hold documents in perpetuity, which could be a problem as technology evolves.
· Workforce.  Succession planning.  Training.  Outsourcing vs. “in-sourcing.”

· Education of the public on e-commerce applications and benefits.
· Education of the Legislature

Wheeler Center.  The Burton K. Wheeler Center sponsored a tax policy conference in Bozeman on October 2-3.  MTA participated in the event which was widely attended by Montana’s business community and legislators from around the state.  Tax reform (i.e., sales tax) was the center of attention, of course.  A number of analyses presented a picture of a relatively “normal” overall tax burden on Montana’s taxpayers.  That is, Montana ranks in the lower half (around 27th) of all states in terms of the percent of income spent on all state and local taxes and fees.  However, as everyone knows, there’s an imbalance among sources of revenue.  A disproportionate amount of revenues comes from income and property taxes.  However, sales taxes in the form of excise taxes and local options taxes can’t be discounted from the overall revenue picture.  (Sales and related taxes accounted for around 15% of total tax revenues in 2000, even before the new cigarette and car rental taxes were added.)  So the issue remains whether to “balance” distribution among sources of revenue (property, income and sales), or not.  As Sen. Bob Story said, proponents of a sales tax will kill the idea before opponents ever get a lick in.  That’s because there’s a screaming lack of consensus (still) about what to do with a sales tax if one were enacted.  Should it be used to raise revenues or reduce tax burdens elsewhere (i.e., reduce income tax, or property tax, or both) or should it be used both to raise some revenues and reduce some taxes elsewhere?   
An overview of Montana’s tax situation was provided by Professor Doug Young of Montana State University.  His slides can be downloaded at: http://www.montana.edu/econ/djyoung/papers/TaxOverview2003.pdf
Montana Telecommunications Conference.  Montana State University hosted a telecommunications conference near Bozeman on October 1-3.  MTA provided a presentation to the group comprising mostly university and state IT professionals.  MTA highlighted the impressive level of investment in Montana’s telecommunications infrastructure by the independent LECs, e.g., nearly 6,000 miles of fiber; 193 towns with DSL capability; 120+ videoconference facilities; $70 million annual investment.  MTA encouraged participants to make greater use of the services available from Montana’s independent LECs.  Other speakers addressed security, and technology issues.  Of interest was a panel on voice over IP (VOIP), featuring the City of Bozeman and MSU-Billings, both of which have adopted VOIP applications.
Federal File

Do Not Call (cont’d).  The 10th Circuit Court of Appeals (Denver) on October 7 overturned a stay of implementation by the FTC of federal Do Not Call rules.  A Denver District Court had stayed the rules, which were to become effective on October 1.  (The FCC meanwhile continued to enforce the rules.)  Telemarketers argued that the Do Not Call list violates their free speech rights, and is discriminatory since it exempts charities from making unsolicited calls.  The case still needs to be prosecuted on its merits, but for the time being, people can continue to register on the list, and telemarketers need to purchase the list for purposes of (not) making unsolicited calls to consumers.
Information Service vs. Telecommunications Service (cont’d).  The 9th Circuit Court of Appeals (San Francisco) on October 6 ruled that cable modem service is at least in part a telecommunications service, subject to various rules and regulations, including interconnection and unbundling that other telecommunications providers must comply with.  The FCC earlier had determined that cable modem service is an information service, not subject to such rules.  Meanwhile, the FCC is still considering whether broadband services offered by telecommunications companies are information services or telecommunications services.  The FCC’s decision on the broadband docket is expected later this year.  The cable industry or the FCC, or both, are expected to appeal the 9th Circuit decision.  The cable guys also hope that if they lose in court the FCC will forbear from applying any regulations on cable modem service.  One thing is clear, in MTA’s opinion: similar services are being treated dissimilarly in the regulatory arena, causing non-economic behavior in the marketplace.  The same telephone call, for example, can be subject to a variety of regulatory and financial burdens, or not, depending on whether the call is carried by a telephone company, a cable company, or an Internet service provider.
Vonage.  Speaking of cable modem service and “alternative” voice communications (in this case, cable-modem voice service), the FCC has asked for public comment by October 27 on a petition by Vonage, a cable-modem voice over IP (VOIP) service provider, to preempt a Minnesota PUC decision that rules that Vonage’s service is a telecommunications service, subject to the State’s 911 and other telecom rules and tariffs.  Meanwhile, enter the courts, again.  A Minnesota District Court  on October 7 granted Vonage’s request for an injunction of the PUC’s order.  Elsewhere, states like Washington, California and Wisconsin are all proceeding toward determinations that treat VOIP services like the telecom services they are.
Wireless Local Number Portability (WLNP).  The FCC closed the door a little tighter on wireless carriers seeking relief from a requirement to implement WLNP in November.  The Commission clarified that wireless carries must port numbers to other wireless carriers even if a customer has not paid its bills to the porting carrier.  The commission did not (yet) address certain wireless-to-wireline porting issues, but ruled that wireless-to-wireless portability must take place, even if the receiving wireless carrier does not have any numbering resources in the rate center associated with the ported number.
Internet Tax Moratorium.  Regulatory treatment of information services vs. telecom services isn’t the only area where similar services may be subject to different rules.  Congress is nearing conclusion of a permanent ban on taxation of Internet services.  The trick is to differentiate between access to the Internet and service on the Internet.  Once again, if a telephone service is offered over the Internet, it should be subject to similar regulatory, and tax, treatment that other services are subjected to when offered over different platforms, especially if the same network infrastructure is involved in the communication.
MTA Matters:

MTA Annual Meeting Slides:  A number of speakers at MTA’s Annual Meeting in July have given MTA permission to put their slide presentations on MTA’s Web site at www.telecomassn.org.

MTA Annual Showcase: December 3-4 in Billings.  Over 90 vendors will present their products and services and provide technical seminars at 21st annual  regional trade show.  For more information, or to register, visit our web site at www.telecomassn.org or call Pam O’Reilly at 406.442.4316.  

Questions or Comments?

If you have any questions, want more information, or have any comments, please feel free to call or write MTA at 406.442.4316, or email gfeiss@telecomassn.org.
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