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Date: Fri, Mar 29, 2002 5:28 PFM
Subject: SLD Decision Appeall

March 29, 2002

Colorado City Public Library
120 South Pioneer Street
P. 0. Box 17090
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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
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Washington, DC 20554

Contact Information:
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P.O. Box 28
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Home Phone: (928) 875-2242
Work Phone: (928) 875-9021
Fax: (928) 8§75-9099

E-mail Address: ddarger@ccusd.net
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To Whom it May Concern:
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In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, | 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.

Please Reference: Bifted Entity Number: 220639
471 Application Number: 255830
Funding Request Numbers: ALL, 837720, 837775, 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 20%. 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 |, 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.
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Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1992-2000) 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 enroliment, 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, | 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, 2¢, and 2d. SLD totally
ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or reduced lunch
eligibitity.

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.

| 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. 1t 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 [ncome level,

| 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 | 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,
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Dennis Darger
E-rate Coordinator
(928) 875-9021

ddarger@ccusd.net

cC: "QOliver 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 — 12™ Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Contact Information:

Dennis Darger

P.O. Box 28

Colorado City, AZ 86021

Home Phone: (928) §75-2242
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, 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.

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number: 220639
471 Application Number: 255830
Funding Request Numbers: 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 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 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,
2¢, 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.

[ 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
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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.

1 oniy 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
erroncous as pertains to e-rate eligibility, which T 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




LEA Data Collection Report To Determine FY 2002 Federal Program Allocations For All
LEAS

Mams of the LEA/Distrier: _ Colorado Ciry Unified School CTO#: 08-02-14 E-rpail Address: _oliverficcusd. net
Address: __®, 0. Box 304 City: Colorado £iry __ County. __ Mohave Zip Code: _BH021

Phone: _(520) R75-9000 Fax: §§2Q) £75=9099 Person Completing This Form: OLiver Sariow
Check the appropriate box: Return this form & appropriste attachment prior to March 23, 2001
{771 Does not wish to receive these “Federa!” funds.
Mr Tillmaa E. Tarioy

. Academbe Suppori Division, Bin # 32
: ; Arizona Department of Education
Signature of Person Completing This Form: 1535 West JefTerson Street
WML mn,nssm

LEAS with Private Schools pist compiete A
Chartered LEAS must complete Aftachme

e AzL LA and return it with this form.
LEAs may use the sitached Guidelines to Mrm. !iigbh Stuieal: to d&tmiu M fru imll eligihie count.

Elementary
Enter the LEA's K-3 100" day student count (ADM) (ages 5-17) for the year ending June 30, 200C:

Enter the LEA's K-3 current student free iunch eligible count gs of 100™ da (ages 5-17);

Enter the LEA's 4-8 100™ day student count {ADM) (ages 5-17) for the year ending June 30, 2000:

Enter the LEA's 4-8 current student free lunch eligible count as of 100™ day (ages 5-17%

Total K-8 100" day student count (ADM) (ages 5-17) (avc): |___749:972

Total K-8 100" day student free lunch eligible count (ages 5-17) (bed): Lf_30%.925, . "
Percent K-8 free lunch eligible (f + &) 100

Secondary

Enter the LEA's 9-12 100™ day student count (ADM} {ages 5-17) for the yeor ending June 30, 2000:

h 182.938

Enter the LEA's § " 12 current student free lunch eligible count as of 100™ doy (oges 5-17x 4 ¢ 37.000
Box “F" is extrapolated:  Yes [ Ne O i 100 %
Percent 9-12 student free lunch eligible (ages 5-17) (i + hy

ol o i 12

* Union High Sehoot LEAs (if eligible count is unknown) enter the total number from Attschment 3. Unitfied LEAs (it eligible count is unknown) maltiply the percent in box
g’ times the number in box W' {g x h). FILE: FY2002 LEA DATA COLLECTION REPORT ALL LEAs

| ey
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PARENT SURVEY TO DETERMINE FUNDING FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS ALLOCATION

The Artzoun Department of Fdncation is responaible for determining the ailocation of Title I and other praject fusds in the
State of Arizonn, Titie 1 tands are used to provide finnncial assistance (o educational agencics (0 meet the special cducation
needs for cducationally deprived children nt the clementary snd secondary sehool levely,

In order to assist your school o determine their ehgibility for un allocation of funds, plense review the free lunch income
guidetines helow and complete the following o determine the eligibility of your child or childres.

Based on the chart below, is your family at or below the reduced lnch incomee guidetines? Yes  No__
Based on the chart below, is your family nt or below the free luach income guidelines? YesY No_

There sre a children from this houschold attending Pre-school-5th Grade,

There ave a children Trom this houselsold attending §th-Bth Grade.

There are amchiidrm from this honsahold atteading -1 2th Grade.

1 hereby certify that afl of the above Information Is true 2rd correci.

spplicant ks confideniinl,

FREE LLUNCH GUIDELINES TO DETERMINE SCHOOL: DISTRICT
FUNDING ALLOCATIONS FOR TITLE VFEDFRAL PROGRAMS

USDA Child Nutrition Program Income Guidelines

. Acmdemie year 2000-2001

Free Reduced

Family Year Meonth Week Familty Year Month Week

Sive Skee
L .| 10885 903 209 e 15.448 1,288 . |08
FEReTY I 1249 W2 12 20,813 1,738 b 4Ol ...
a o L ARY9Y 1833 1354 3 b0 2 TN I ) | - SO - |- Ny —
N A T - L8438 421 3.4 3543 - ’_g._.&u £l

5 25,935 _— 499 - 5 36208 .. ... 13076 L0 .. |

. | ARIOS. . ... 12416 372 B LAY 3,523 BL)

B SO ¥ B | 2,790... . _; 644 . 7 47,038 o | 3970 97

L8 A1248 LaJod o MT i ] 53,003 4,317 1,020 .
+1 +3, 1770 +315 +73 + +5,365 +448 +104

Income includes for all persons Hving in yourr bouschold, virtually afl items Including wages and sularies hefore any deductions,
and uther income, such as scil employment, welfare, soclal security, retlrensent benefits, unemploy ment compensation, workers
compensalion, id for dependand chiidrea, alimony, child support, pensions, inzurunec or suneity paynents, ¢ie

2002
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COLORADO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 14

SONORTH COLVIN STREET « P.O. BOX 309
COLORADO CITY, ARIZONA 866G2)
PHONF: (5200 875-2288 FAX: (520) R75-8004

Bi..l;dlsistiim AR March 20, 2001
President . Alvin S. Burlow
Ralgh M fokuson  Colorado City, A7 86021-0827 Fepeccdon

Jeffury P Jeasaop

Wi, Howard Meldrun ‘Businesy Managey

Bourd Meaber Dear Cherylynn,

Frod ¥, Jessop
Boerd Member The Colorado City Unified School District provides educational
Scott V. Jessop services to regidents of Colorado City and Hildsle, and the
Bowrd Mcinbor surrounding area. Much of out District funding is tied to Faderal
formula guidelines. We do nol maintain a school lunch program and
therefore it is our responsibility to survey the focal population to
determine our status in applying for state and federal funding.

Programs thut are influcnced by the Federal “Free and Reduced
Lunch Farmata™ criteria include Pre-school special needs, Thife L
Specinl Education and Voeational Education, as well as some basic
maistenance and operating funds provided 1o our school distrier,

We need 1o gather data from the school clientele, so this survey is
being sent to all of the households altending the public school system.
Your immediate response is necessary and will be very greatly

appreciated.

Your response 1o this survey is very important ta the district,
Individual responses will be held in the striciest confidentiality. I
urge you to take the ime now to complete the enclosed form and
return i in the postage paid envelope we have provided.

For questions or concerns please call Superimtendent Alvin 8. Barlow
ar Jeffery Jessop at 875-2283.

Yours tealy,

Alvin 8. Barlow, Superintendent

2602

Laswsonye Stocd, Privvigst Katnhat! 13 Hosloes, Prjssgeal Warsen M eleren, Prisssipal
Colain Tity High siehos? Cilurach L1y de. High Catorads Tty Blumestars
875 2okn AT w2 EPRLIIAR
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4 450 AGUA FRIA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DI~ 382671 1760 300 23%] (sd97_AZ gal S5-Jan-01
4 4B0/AGUILA ELEMENTARY DISTRICT | 848 190 138, B9%! 'sd97 AZdat |5-jan-01]
4. 520|AJO UNIFIED DISTRICT 3583°  641] 337, 53% sd97_AZ.dat L -Jar-01
4, 600]ALHAMBRA ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 85308 % isdd7 )
4} 630'ALPINE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 383 7 £ dal 5-Jan-01]
41 4770 ALTAR VALLEY ELEMENTARY DIST 4080 075 282 29%) lsd9?_AZ.gal - b-Jan-01)
4850 AMPHITHEATER UNIFIED DISTRICT © 103871] 17158 3574| 20%  sdg7 AZ.dat |5-Jan-01
4 720/ ANTELOPE UNION HIGH SCHOOL B " 6122° 337 B4 25% sd67 AZ.dat '5.jan-01
4, TSG|APACHE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 185 33| 18 55% |s087_AZ.dat 5-Jan-01
4; 790]APACHE JUNCTION UNIFIED DISTRIt 31161 4874 0 _20%| |8d97_AZ dat 5-Jen-01
4] 840 ARLINGTON ELEMENTARYD{STRICj 1236} 194 " 46, 21%)| 'sd97_AZ dat | 5-Jan-0
|41 870 ASH CREEK ELEMENTARY DISTRIC 644l 98 TT1] 11% sd87 AZ dat |5-Jan-0)
4 910 ASH FORK UNIFIED DISTRICT o898 "TTaal 75| 38% Tsdo7 Az.dat 5-Jan-0t
4 OBOIAVONDALE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 19757 3025| 1656  42%) |sd97_AZ.dat 5-Jan-01
4, 1000IBAGDAD UNIFIED DISTRICT 3086 819 28 3% (s0d97_AZ.dal 5-Jan-01
4 1050{BALSZ ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 29008] 3411 1078 32% 5097_AZ.dal | 5-Jan-01
4! 1080/ BEAVER CREEK ELEMENTARY DIST] 3133 361 98] 27% sd97_AZdal ‘5-Jan-01
4] 1110 BENSON ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 66508]  1077]  253] 23%, {sd7 AZdal S5-jan-D1
4]1140. BENSON UNION HIGH SCHOOL DIST 6773 331 46 14%] |sd87_AZ.dut : 5-Jan-01
477150 BICENTENNIAL UNION HIGH SCHOO 6748, 141' 50 35%] (9497 AZ.dat | 5-Jan-01
4 118CIBISBEE UNIFIED DISTRICT _§558] 1548 430] 26% 'sd07 AZ.dat |5-Jan-01
4] 12301BLUE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT B2 db 1| 9% .sd97 AZgdal 6.Jan-G1
4]65801BL UE RIDGE UNIFIED DISTRICT 8008 2058] 102! 5% jsd97 AZ.det S-Jjan.Ot
41260 BONITA ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 1237, 124] 36 29%] [sd97 AZ.dat |5-Jan.01
4" 1200, BOUSE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 807 24 10, 42%] i8d97_AZ.dat {5-Jan-01
[4_1330{BOWIE UNIFIED DISTRICT 7785|156 B1] 39% sd7 AZ.dat 5.Jan-D1
47 1380|BUCKEYE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT | 85161 1744]  570] 33%_8d87 AZdal 5.Jan-01
4] 1410;BUCKEYE UMION HIBH 8CHOOL DIS 16921 958|248 26%, ;sd97 AZ.dst . S-Jan-0t
4] 1500 BULLHEAD CITY ELEMENTARY DIST 31060  3017) 639 21%! |sd97 AZ.dwt |5-Jan-01
41600, CAMP VERDE UNIFIED DISTRIGT 8054, " 'sd87_AZ.dat 5 Jan-01
4 1650/ CANON ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 350 8d97 AZdat S-Jan:
477680| CARTWRIGHT ELEMENTARY DISTRI 1125631  2179¢, ;5097 AZ.dat 5 jano1
4] 1710 CASA GRANDE ELEMENTARY DISTR 34381 332 6097 _AZ dat |5-Jan-01
4] 1740 CASA GRANDE UNION HIGH SCHOO 48158 03 27%) 13d97_AZ.dat |5-Jan-01
4 1760 CATALINA FOOTHILLS UNIFIED DIST, 27440 4531 1 4% 'sd87 AZ.dst &-Jan-01
4 1]CAVE CREEK UNIFIED DISTRICT 12074] 186G, 369| 20%_sd97 AZdal $-jan-o1
4. 1810{CEDAR UNIFIED DISTRICT _
4] 1830 CHAMPIE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT
4| 1870 CHANDLER UNIFIED DISTRICT
4! 1920/ CHEVELON BUTTE ELEMENTARY Dt
4’ 1940|CHINLE UNIFIED DISTRICT
4. 3[CHINO VALLEY UNIFIED DISTRICT 10178 2028| @10 st97 AZ dat
4; 2010/ CHLORIDE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 3187 248151 37%! |mdd7 AZ dat
4] 4 CLARKDALE-JEROME ELEMENTARY 3051 469 167, 36% 3097 AZ.dat
4 ; s —y— - AZ dat 5-Jan-01

130,COCHISE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT | 2 53 4 8% |sdBY
4 211COL( UNIFIED DISTRICT 3819 1845 §
4 2190|CONCHO ELEMENTARY DISTRICT |~ 926|215 31| 14% §d97 AZQaiﬁdawO?
41 2220 'CONGRESS ELEMENTARY DISTRICE 1758 233 somgm isdgi' AZ.dat o-Jaq:Qj
4| 2250 CONTINENTAL ELEMENTARY DISTR  15852°  319) 11 ! sd97_nZ dat 5-Jan-01
4]2320 COOGLIDGE UNIFIED DISTRICT 16242 3578 1457 41% 'sdG7 AZ.dat 5-Jan-01
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Survey Yabulation Form
.
APRLUICANT 7oA dF Lol padidie d;f‘?’ . Survey Ares Name: A L4
Rese nstrugtions befare completing thg foon
MY HUMBER OF HOUSEMOLDS TO RECEVE PROIECT BENEFITS - S
(2 NUMBER OF MOUSEHOLDS CONTACTED ... -
i MUMBER DF #OUSERGLDS RESPONDING TO THE SURVEY M_m};?_‘i:w_wwm
() SURVEY RESPONSE RATE » (3} DIVIDED BY f?) ® PO E s Bo
BREAKDOWN OF SURVEY RESPONSES BY FAMILY SIZE
18 5} 7] 8 £ £10)
HUMBER OF NUMBER CF NUMBEN OF HOMBER OF
FAMILY HUMBER OF LORINTD KON LOWMOD LOWNGD HONLOW MO0
SXE RESPUNSES RESPONSES RESPONSES PHEREONS PERSONS
1 gerson L r..z Lé) ; o . §&’ i’
? peosia 28 2% 7 52
s Y -
Wﬁpia ib 15 _ & 3%
& peapiy e i 2 T
Fpoopie @ i ¢ 4
8 ,
peaple Lo e 0 9%
- panaie 22 e L %7
8 peon
L 1 i & e
Tpeople g 15" o i35~
10 peupie : :
oL MIKE 1o Lie & . 159
TRl
T 26l b 25D
ittt TOYA

TOYAL PERBONG SURVEYED = TOTAL OF 19 » TOTAL OF {3 =
112§ LOWSROE PERCENTAGE = TOTAL OF (3) DIVIDED 8Y (1) =
{13} SURVEY AVERAGE FAMILY SIZE « {11} DIVIDED BY TOTAL OF (8 =
L14] NUMBER CF HOUSEHTLDS NOT SURVEYED =11 WiNUs 3

(1% HUMBER OF BEREFIARIES ROT SUSVEYED = 113) X {14} »
-3 LOVRIO L BENSFIQIARICS HOY SURVEYED = (41 X (3% =
S T AL BENEFITHARIES =691 = (18 2

33 TOTAL LOWIMOD BENEFICIAFRES « TGTAL OF (3} « (1612

CERTIFCATION 1. 00k o £ Cer i WY CAPACITY AS ol o coias,  FLR THIS
JURISOIC TION, CEBTIFY THA THE INFORMATION 19 THIS REPORT ANG THE SURVEY SUESTIONNAIRES 1S TORRECT
TGO THE BEST OF MY

INSTRUC TIONS.
. oy
o Ao L b o
SIGRATURE | 7 &é« g
i - H e
i o - L . e
aporess: Fie . HEew T Gitcenabe ooy, AR Beow )
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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 1 12" 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 DivisionUs []Administrator(Js Decision on Appeal [1 Funding Year 2001-2002(]
decision dated February 8, 2002 of denial.

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number: 220639
471 Application Number: 255830
Funding Request Numbers: 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 [, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City Unified School
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District, and the Colorado City Public Library(Js district boundaries are co-terminus. Please
study Attachment 1, OLEA 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 Ocurrentl.i count are for the year ending June 30, 2001,

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the Ocurrent( 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 DistrictUs 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, 1 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, 2¢, and 2d.
SLD totally ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or
reduced lunch eligibility.

[f 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 Celorade City Public Library, and the citizens of the Coloradoe 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.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.

Tonly 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. [ amn 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

ddargeri@ccusd.net




