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In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, I am writing to appeal the USAC Schools and Libraries
Division's "Administrator's Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2001-2002" decision dated February 8,
2002 of deniaL
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Please Reference: Billed Entity Number:

471 Application Number:

Funding Request Numbers:

220639

255830

ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,

637963,638172,638225,638340,

638403,638469,638542,638606,

638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate_ SLD's review of the Colorado City Public Libraries
471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount eligibility should have been 70%, instead of
the claimed 90%. They state that their decision was made because the LEA data collection report filed by
the library and signed on May 1, 2001 by Oliver Barlow indicates that the discount should be corrected to
the 70%. They do not indicate in detail the numbers they used to come up with the 70% eligibility, or how
they derived that number. The issue is that the LEA data collection report that was filed is being applied
wrong.

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program, which requires
them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch eligibility percentages for the
Title I, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City Unified School District, and the Colorado City
Public Library's district boundaries are co-terminus. Please study Attachment 1, "LEA Data Collection
report", the report at issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30, 2000.

References to "current" count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the "current" year.

--~------ -------------------



Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000) year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year (2000-2001)
represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School District's enrollment, and should never be
used to caiculatea percentage for determining the proportion of currently enrolled students who come
from economically disadvantaged households.

In my appeal to SLD, I sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the actual survey
sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b, 2c, and 2d. SLD totally
ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or reduced lunch
eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation's funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools and libraries, with
an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice will be levied on the patrons of the
Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the Colorado City area if this appeal is again denied.
There is no question that the area is economically disadvantaged.

I know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of Attachment 3 from
the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997. 100% of the Colorado City Unified District qualified. You
can verify these numbers by going to the following web address:
http://www.census.gov/housing/saipe/sd97/sd97_AZ.dat

Also take note of Attachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBG Application Special
Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey indicates a 99.33% HUD Low and
Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this appeal will be a
great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why I feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is erroneous as pertains to
e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone versus my explanation in this appeal, please
contact me. I am very anxious to resolve this issue that we might go forward with our connectivity issues
at the public library.

Best Regards,

._----_._---------------
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Dennis Darger

E-rate Coordinator

(928) 875-9021

ddarger@ccusd.net

cc: "Oliver Barlow" <oliver@ccusd.net>
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March 29, 2002

Colorado City Public Library
120 South Pioneer Street
P. O. Box 17090
Colorado City, AZ 86021

LETTER OF APPEAL to the FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Appeal of Funding Commitment Decision
CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
445 - 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Contact Information:
Dennis Darger
P. O. Box 28
Colorado City, AZ 86021
Home Phone: (928) 875-2242
Work Phone: (928) 875-9021
Fax: (928) 875-9099
E-mail Address:ddarger@ccusd.net

To Whom It May Concern:

In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, 1am writing to appeal the USAC Schools
and Libraries Division's "Administrator's Decision on Appeal- Funding Year 2001
2002" decision dated February 8, 2002 of denial.

Page1:1

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number:
471 Application Number:
Funding Request Numbers:

220639
255830
ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,
637963,638172,638225,638340,
638403,638469,638542,638606,
638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLD's review of the Colorado
City Public Libraries 471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount
eligibility should have been 70%, instead of the claimed 90%. They state that their
decision was made because the LEA data collection report filed by the library and signed
on May 1,2001 by Oliver Barlow indicates that the discount should be corrected to the
70%. They do not indicate in detail the numbers they used to come up with the 70%
eligibility, or how they derived that number. The issue is that the LEA data collection
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report that was filed is being applied wrong.

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program,
which requires them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch
eligibility percentages for the Title I, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City
Unified School District, and the Colorado City Public library's district boundaries are
co-terminus. Please study Attachment I, "LEA Data Collection report", the report at
issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30,
2000.

References to "current" count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the "current" year.

Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000)
year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year
(2000-2001) represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School District's
enrollment, and should never be used to calculate a percentage for determining the
proportion of currently enrolled students who come from economically disadvantaged
households.

In my appeal to SLD, I sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the
actual survey sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b,
2c, and 2d. SLD totally ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were
indicated either free, or reduced lunch eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation's funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools
and libraries, with an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice
will be levied on the patrons of the Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the
Colorado City area if this appeal is again denied. There is no question that the area is
economically disadvantaged.

I know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of
Attachment 3 from the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997. 100% of the Colorado
City Unified District qualified. You can veritY these numbers by going to the following
web address: http://www.census.gov/housingfsaipe/sd97/sd97 AZ.dat

Also take note of Attachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBO
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Application Special Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey
indicates a 99.33% HUD Low and Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this
appeal will be a great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why [ feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is
erroneous as pertains to e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone
versus my explanation in this appeal, please contact me. [am very anxious to resolve this
issue that we might go forward with our connectivity issues at the public library.

Best Regards,

Dennis Darger
E-rate Coordinator
(928) 875-9021
ddarger@ccusd.net
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MLTlJI E. Turley
A 1tS_rt DJvldoo, Bla '.n
Ari2lloD llepartmeat ofEd_
1535 West JeIrenoa Street
PloettJx, AX &sIf7

County; Mohave

CTt>I: 08-=02-14 E.-mail Address: olive.r@ccWld~net

City: Colorado City

Fax: (52Q) 875-9099 Pa-son CompJetin~This Fom: =~01'-Li"v".lIr:"J!Ba..r'-ll<""~-_:_::===~=_=:_:_-
Return lhis form" apprnpriate .....hmcntpriol"lO Mon:h 23. 2001:

lastructiorts: LEAs wttb Private SdIoo1s lUI! complete Att!m.pt" t <rt1nSI Ss!Hxd Data>.ad mu", it wttII tbit fora.
Chartered LEAs llWl ....pItte Al!!dImHl. ; (obMScboo! S!!!!) ud _,. It _ "Is to.....
UnioD 141gb School LEAs!!9S eo..pletc A!t!dI!!!!S" 3 I!Usmmp" Distrisfs '.iv the PBS J.IA) aad retura it with this rona.
LEA$ tRay u. the attadted GukfettnN.10 Detenm.. Elipble Studentt to dete:rmlae lUIr free hutch dpb_ eMDt.

Entor the LEA's K-3 100'" <loy sttJd<Jrt COUt\T (ADM) (ages 5-17) for the year CIlding June 30, 2000: \a 334.770 I

Phone: ($2Q) 675-9000
Cbecl< Ihe apprnpriate box, o Does bOt wi$b to _et_ "Federal" roods.

Addreu, P. O. Box 309

Sipoture ofPenon Contple<ing This Fonn' ~~
DottJ: lI.4v 1. 2001

EnTer the tEA's K·3 curr."t sttJd...t freel"""h elI9;b~ count as of 100'" dgy ("9"5 5-17} I b 149.950 I
Enter theLEA's4-81OD'" <Ioystudmt count (ADM)(ag.. 5-17) for the yC4rClldIng June 30. 2000: Ic 406.292 I

EnTer the LEA's 4-8 currw sttJdmt fr« ;unch e1i9Ib~ COUllt as of 100" d!ly (ag.. 5·17): Id ,159.975 I Ie I
Tml K-8100'" day s1lldent _ (ADM) (.. 5-17) (aoc): 74Q,912

Total K-8 100'" dcly studenT free Iunc:II eligible <OIIllt (ages !H7) (bod): I f 309. ns, I I9 'X. I
P...cent K-8 fr« ''''''''' eligible (f 0 e)' 100

Enter the LEA', 9-12 100'" d4y stud<Jrt count (~!>M)("9es 5·17) for the year mdlng June 30, 2000: IIt 182.938 I
Enter the LEA's 9 '12 current studmtfree lunch ellgible a>unt 4S .fIOD" day (ages 5-17} ~ I 37 . 000 I I I

Box "I" is extrapOlatecI: Y.. l%l No 0 j 100'"
Peremt 9·12 studmt fr« I"""" eligible (ages 5-17)(10 It),

Total far I.EA/t)Istrk:t (k-l2) 0'; 346.925:::> GOh 943.550::>
• V.1oa IIIp _ LEAs (IfeUglbIc _ is IIlll<aown) ...... dle total_from A-"'at 3, U._ LEAt (Ifellsible count b unIcrtown) multlply the pmen, in box

'tj dmea 1be number in box 'h' (g )( It). FILE: FY1OO1I..EA DATA COUECTfON R.EPORT ALI. LEAs:

Sccotldal Y

EIemen1ary

Na.rne ofthc LEA.lDistricr: Colorado City Uni.fied School
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PARENT SURVEY TO DETERMINE FUNDING FOR
FEDERALPROJECTSALLOCATH)N

_______~_~_ PageJJ

Til. Arttolla DepartblCJIt uf FAlleacion iJ responsible (or dtttrnlllnilK tlae IUOCIItion ofnUt land otbu project fum In the
State otAru.ona. TItle J r...ds arc .ted to p'lWkk OMRdal assbtance to edu.eaUow apadts (0 theet the~t t'ducatkm
needs for cdMc.ttonatty deprived cbikJre1l .t~ cJemeatary aDd 8flCOHd.,y se1l(0) teveb.

In order tl) assbi yoor 1«:11001 to dclf-rtl:ine their digibiUt, (Clf an allocatioD of funds. pMH n~\'iew tbe: he luaeli iat!ome
guidf'line, ~low IUld complete Ute folfl.'wia,;: hi determhte the elillbUity of :rour child OJ' children.

Butd o. tile tbart below, i5 ~'o.r 'litUn~, .t tlf below tbe, fret:: lulKh income! gutdeline:s? Ycsl- N(I_~_

Tbre ue ~ell11dretlftom this ltoQ.JClloJd aHeDdlne Prc-scJtoj)J..5tJl Gradt.

There .re ~dlndrenrt'om tbk housebold lltt~ndlftSt 61h~81b Gnuk.

I tluWy eutll'y tbat "U of tbe above information i!i true ud oorret'i.

3-;;;'Q-'".•_w.w"J..1.L.....__._.._.~ .•_
Date'

NoB; n.,lnty [Omit will be mal'" by thl! ,dloot db1tkt. The InforlWl1igp proyided by IpplK!!U_I6..wlL4s:n.lJl!.

FREE LUNCH GUIDEUNES TO DF.TERMlNE SCHOOL D1STRI(:T
FUNDING ALLOCATIONS FOR TITLE IIFEDERAL PROGRAMS

Free
V.amlly Year
51..,

USDA Child Nutrition Prt>gram J.come Guidelln..
Academic year 2000-2001

Reduced
Month W~k FamU) Year MontJt

slu
W..k

hu:ome inclUdes for aU pcnolUi Ii.,toll i. your bousdlold. ,,·irt••Uy all ittm., iadudjng wal" and HI.ries befon any dedudions.,
a.lld ndJ:er illCOnte. "l(!b as sclr tmplo)'nte.t~wdfar('~s(ldal security. retlrenu!at IMne1lts~ unemplo)'mnt comptnlatlnn. whrktTll
euhl()!bsatio.~.W for depeudant tbildna••Umoay. c'lltl lltfpp?-l't. pensJ()J&i;, lnJUIUR« or aD.ait;; palmeats., th"

2002
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COLORADO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 14

50 NORTH COLVIN STREllT' P.O. BOX 309
COLORA[)() CITY. ARIZONA 86ir21

PHONP.; (~~l1) 875-22811 FAX; (520) 875-8094

F.L 8illtiBC

.....
lUlpbM.'""""",..... ""'"

i!

Colorado City. AZ 86021-0827

March 20. 2001
Alvin S. Barlow
S~iAwalicnt

""m. Howard Meldrum
Buan;l Moa!.bt:r

Fred M. Jessop
BomI Member

Dear Cherylynn.

The Colorado City Unified School District provides edllClllional
services 10 residcn14 ofColorndu City IU.d IliIdttle, and the
sulTOUl'lding area. Much of our District funding is tied to Fedend
!onnula guidelines. We do nol mainlain a schoollnueh program and
therefore it i, our responsibility to survey the local population 10
determine (lilt statu. in applying for slnte and federal funding.

Programs lhal are influenced by the Federal "Free and Reduced
LWlCh FOOl1ulu" criteria include l'rc·schlX,1 '1"",iul needs, Title L
Special Education and Vocational Education. as well as some basic
maintenance and. operdHng funds provided to our RC-hool distrjet.

We need TO gather data f",m the school clientele. so this survey is
being sent to all of the household, alteoding the public school ,y,;tem.
Your immediate response is necessary and will be very greatly
appreciated.

lour response to thb survey is very important tn the di~1:rict,

Individual response' "ill be held in the strictost eonftdentinJity. 1
nrge yon to take the time now to cnmplete the eneloaed form and
rcmm it In the postage paid envelop.: we have provided.

For qnestions or eoneerns plea", call Superintendent Alvin S. Barlow
or Jeffery Jessop at 875-2288.

Yours truly.

P~:4~uJ'
Alvin S. Barlow, Superintendent

1002

Jcffttry 1' • .r.lil:W1l'--

La'''''ren~l: $lr«l, Pfll)l.~i::.>;!l

('~I(lIOOU CIty Ihjth:-lel:ll'"
87~1';;llS

Kmlhilll U Ihrb"-'", !'JiliHF"/
(:dm...::tJ 01\- .It. Hie"

.~':" 'i'l"!1I -

Wmrll M. Jf!kl'of', Plincif'l'll
C"l<>mdll r;,," Eh;nw;:!<l'~

1i't~'~'''$
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Survey Tabulation Fo:rH

APPUCANr._-ze~,~L ~E ';U~t:;:::_"0"W "Survey Ard N3m••_ ....l~"'_~"'--..... ••_.__._

Re;)o ,!l$-tn..'cticr\:\ ~'O~i CO¢pk1tlng t1'11$ ~,;.~m

11 i NUM8ER 0;: HOUSEHOU)S TO RfeF'lL iFR:IJ~~ECTBENEFITS

···-······------1

_Page~ :
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SIZE

,:n

t'ttIMBER. OF HOUSEHOLOS CONTACTED
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SURVEY RESP0IiSE RATE <Ii ill D1VIOED BY t~ '# ~~r~-_~_. .c

mAKO!2~NqfSURYf.YJ!f,.~~§!;;SBj'J_~.MJ.b!SIZE
iSi cn 181 rej

NUMS£R OF NliMBER Of NVMEiEN Qf'
N{;MBER OF LOW/MOD NON LOW,'MOC LOW/MOO
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N:J-M9ER O~

NON/LOWMQD
PERSONS

3: people
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IJ4. U4JU!!'
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lIe
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70"At.. ,""t,RSON$., SURVEyED'" 7<)710.:" or lSi" TOTAl., Of {1(li JJt
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March 29, 2002

>

Colorado City Public Library

120 South Pioneer Street

P. O. Box 17090

Colorado City, AZ 86021

LETTER OF APPEAL to the FEDERAL COMMUNICAnONS COMMISSION

Appeal of Funding Commitment Decision

CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

445 J 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Contact Information:

Dennis Darger

P. o. Box 28

Colorado City, AZ 86021

Home Phone: (928) 875-2242

Work Phone: (928) 875-9021

-_..- . - ---_...__._-_. ._---_..._~---------------------
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Fax: (928) 875-9099

E-mail Address:ddarger@ccusd.net

To Whom It May Concern:

In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, I am writing to appeal the USAC Schools and
Libraries Divisioncs OAdministratorDs Decision on Appeal [J Funding Year 2001-20020
decision dated February 8, 2002 of denial.

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number:

471 Application Number:

Funding Request Numbers:

220639

255830

ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,

637963,638172,638225,638340,

638403,638469,638542,638606,

638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLDDs review of the Colorado City
Public Libraries 471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount eligibility should
have been 70%, instead of the claimed 90%. They state that their decision was made because the
LEA data collection report filed by the library and signed on May I, 200 I by Oliver Barlow
indicates that the discount should be corrected to the 70%. They do not indicate in detail the
numbers they used to come up with the 70% eligibility, or how they derived that number. The
issue is that the LEA data collection report that was filed is being applied wrong.

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program, which
requires them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch eligibility
percentages for the Title I, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City Unified School

-------_.
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District, and the Colorado City Public LibraryCls district boundaries are co-terminus. Please
study Attachment I, OLEA Data Collection report::J, the report at issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References 'to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30, 2000.

References to ocurrent I I count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the ocurrent Cl year.

Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000) year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year (2000
200 I) represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School DistriclDs enrollment, and
should never be used to calculate a percentage for determining the proportion of currently
enrolled students who come from economically disadvantaged households.

In my appeal to SLD, I sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the actual
survey sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b, 2c, and 2d.
SLD totally ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or
reduced lunch eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation 0 s funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools and
libraries, with an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice will be levied
on the patrons of the Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the Colorado City area if
this appeal is again denied. There is no question that the area is economically disadvantaged.
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I know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of Attachment
3 from the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997. 100% of the Colorado City Unified District
qualified. You can verify these numbers by going to the following web address:
http://www.census.govlhousing/saipe/sd97/sd97 AZ.dat

Also take note ofAttachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBO Application
Special Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey indicates a 99.33%
HUD Low and Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this appeal
will be a great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why I feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is erroneous as
pertains to e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone versus my explanation in
this appeal, please contact me. I am very anxious to resolve this issue that we might go forward
with our connectivity issues at the public library.

Best Regards,

Dennis Darger

E-rate Coordinator

(928) 875-9021

ddarger@ccusd.net
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