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PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION 

In accordance with CFR 47, Section I.106(b)(2)(i),(ii), 1.106(c)(2), and 1.106(d)(2) 
Jefferson-Madison Regional Library (JMRL) requests reconsideration of a decision by the 
Wireline Competition Bureau (Bureau), DA 16-600, released May 31, 2016.' JMRL relies on 
facts or circumstances which have changed since the last opportunit>' to present such matters to 
the Commission and that consideration of the arguments relied on are in the pubhc interest, 
particularly applicants participating in the Schools and Libraries Program. Additionally, the 
Bureau cited a fundamentally flawed precedent in its decision. We ask the Commission to 
overturn this decision and restore $623,52 in funding here under appeal. 
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^ ^ Ada School District Decision, DA 16-448, Rel. April 25, 2016, CC Docket No 02-6 at 1. 



Background 
JMRL serves a relatively poor rural community in central Virginia with an E-Rate discount of 80 
percent. E-Rate discounts are crucial to the JMRL mission of providing access to the citizens of 
central Virgmia, including the $623.52 at stake with this Petition. 
JMRL does not pay an E-Rate consultant to prepare forms or submit invoices. Before this fund 
year, and during the tenure of the current E-Rate coordinator, JMRL has had relatively few 
problems and met deadlines in a timely maimer. Under an umbrella contract with the Library of 
Virginia, JMRL has access to representation for filing appeals and Petitions for Reconsideration 
before the Commission. 

Discussion 
In denying the JMRL appeal, the Commission cited only one precedent - the Ada Decision^ from 
the previous month.^ The Ada Decision is fundamentally flawed and subject of numerous 
Petitions for Reconsideration by a number of national applicant advocates.'* JMRL with this 
Petition enjoins parties and arguments against the Ada Decision. Additionally, Ada cites as 
precedent the Hancock Decision^ which cited the Modernization Order. In every case in 
Hancock, applicants failed to timely file forms. JMRL did timely file the Form 472 and notified 
the Blue Ridge InterWorks (BRI) that the form needed to be certified - all well prior to the filing 
deadline. 

JMRL went to extraordinary lengths to ensure this BEAR was certified before the deadline and is 
at a loss to understand what additional measures could have been taken to ensure timely 
processing of the $623.52 BEAR form. As noted in the original appeal, JMRL used the online 

^ Ada School District Decision, DA 16-448, Rel. April 25, 2016, CC Docket No 02-6. 
^ DA 16-600, Rel. May 31, 2016 footnote 14. 
" Edenton-Chowan Public Schools filed May 4, 2016; State E-Rate Coordinators' Alliance Petition filed May 12, 
2016; State of Delaware Letter filed May 13, 2016; E-Rate Management Professionals Association Petition for 
Reconsideration filed May 16, 2016; Funds For Learning Statement for the Record, filed May 26, 2016, CC Docket 
No 02-6 
^ Hancock County Library System Decision, DA 15-570, rel. May 11, 2015, CC Docket No 02-6. 



BEAR process and submitted its last BEAR for processing on August 11, 2015. Blue Ridge 
InterWorks (BRI) failed to certify the online BEAR despite numerous communications from 
JMRL. On September 30, 2015 BRI advised JMRL that the BEAR would be certified. There is 
no mechanism for an applicant to view an online BEAR once it has been submitted. It should 
also be noted that this was the first year of E-Rate participation for BRI and BRI personnel may 
not have been familiar with the cumbersome E-Rate process. 

Conclusion 
JMRL asks the Commission to reconsider its decision and extend the invoice deadline for this 
FRN based on existing precedent. The deadline was missed because of vendor failure, not 
applicant. Commission precedent clearly favors waiver of deadlines for the reasons articulated in 
the JMRL appeal. The precedent cited in Ada is flawed and subject to numerous Petitions for 
Reconsideration. Hancock, the precedent cited in Ada had nothing to do with the circumstances 
in the JMRL case, as JMRL filed the BEAR long before the deadline and requested the vendor 
certify the form multiple times. We ask the Commission to overturn this decision and restore 
$623.52 in badly needed funding to the library. 

Respectfully submitted. 

William Lyons 

Business Manager 
Jefferson-Madison Regional Library 
201 East Market Street 
Charlottesville, VA 22902 


