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* A copy of the orginal Funding Commitment Decision Letter.
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o A copy of the letter from thc Board of Jewish Education explaining the
Monthly Claim For Reimbursement Natonal School Lunch Program Form
S2-603.
o A copy of Form Sa-603
o A copy of the letter from the Board of Jewish Education stating the eligible
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© A copy of the Provision 2 Rate Entty Form for Yeshiva Jesode Hatorah
from Funding Year 2.
o A printed display from the Child Nutrition Management System for Yeshiva
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actual eligible numbers of students that qualify for the free and reduced lunch
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* A copy of the Schools and Librarics Division’s appeal decision letter.
e A letter from the Supervisor of the Child Nutrition Reimbursement Unit
explaining how the SLD used incorrect data and that the data has been since
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Letter of Appeal
August 13, 2002

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
445 12th Street, SW Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

Entity# 159027
471 Application #: 204874
Funding Year: 7/1/2000-6/30/2001

We are appealing the denial of an appeal that our school submitted to the Schools and
Libraries Division of USAC. The appeal was in regard to a change in the discount level
our school received for items and services applied for in our Funding Year Three
(2000-2001) E-Rate form 471 application number 204874.

On the form 471 we indicated that our school was eligible for a 90% discount based on
greater than 75% of our students being eligible for the National School Lunch Program.

The impact of the change in discount was that we received a 67% discount instead of a
9(% discount on telecommunication funding and we were totally denied all internal
connection funding because in Funding Year Three (2000-2001) the fund was not able to
provide funding for schools with less than an 81% discount level.

The funding commitment decision letter we received described the change as follows:

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474826, 474827, 474830, 474831, 474832, 474833,
474834, 474835, 474837, 474838, 474840, 474841, 474842, 747843, 475622.

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were approved funding, however
modified by the SLD. “The shared discount was corrected.””

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474805, 474810, 474814, 474818, 474820, 474823,

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were denied funding with the
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explanation that “The shared discount was corrected. Funding cap will not provide for
Internal Connections less than 81% discount to be funded.”

After recelving the funding commitment decision letter with the modified discount level
we reviewed the information that we provided during the Program Integrity Assurance
(PIA) period of the application process.

As part of the PIA process we were asked to provide documentation supporting the
discount level we indicated we were eligible for.

Since student eligibility for the National School Lunch Program is one of the methods to
determine discount level eligibility we provided the PIA reviewer with a copy of our
Form SA-603 *“Monthly Claim for Reimbursement National School Lunch Program”.

In the SLD denial of our appeal they specifically indicated that “These forms (SA-603)
are accepted by SLD as support for discount calculations”, thus indicating the correctness
of our providing the PIA reviewer the SA-603 form in response to his request.

However in examining the form we realized that the format of the form is very
misleading in that the number of children listed in the “approved” columns (D&E) was
not accurate based on the current student population.

At that point we contacted the Board of Jewish Education (BJE), the agency that files our
claims for reimbursement for the National School Lunch Program, to ask for an
explanation.

The BJE explained that on the form SA-603 Provision 2 schools like ours are required to
always list the quantity of approved students from the “Base” year of the schools election
to Provision 2.

Since the current total enrollment column lists the actual current student population but
the approved columns (D&E) listed the approved number from an earlier year, the “Base’
year, when the enrollment was lower, a ratio made from these numbers produces an
inaccurate percentage of approved students to total enrollment.
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The BJE further explained how to determine the actual percentage of approved students.
The procedure is described in our appeal to the SLD (attached).

The misleading format of the SA-603 was subsequently recognized by the State
Education Department / The University Of The State Of New York Child Nutrition
Reimbursement Unit. Please see the attached letter from Richard Connell, Supervisor,
Child Nutrition Reimbursement Unit, which verifies what the BJE explained to us and
what we subsequently stated in our appeal to the SLD.

In our appeal to the SLD we showed, based on the information given to us by the BJE
that the SLD erred in their determination of our discount level because of a



misunderstanding of the format of the form SA-603. We also described a method, based
on the information provided by the BJE, that the SLD could have used to determine the
percentage of eligible students using the form SA-603 submitted.

After the submission of the appeal we submitted attachments to the appeal providing
additional information further substantiating that the information provided in our appeal
was correct and that the discount level we claimed being eligible for was correct. The
additional information provided during the appeal process included:

A letter dated February 16, 2000 from the BJE explaining the format of the form SA-603.

A fax sent to the appeal reviewer of the SLD showing a “print screen” of the BJE’s
database on our school showing the percentage of ehgible students substantiating our
original claim and that indicated in the appeal submitted to the SLD.

A letter, as requested by the appeal reviewer, dated November 8, 2001 from the BJE
flatly stating that for the period of July 2000 through June 2001 85.39% of our students
qualified for free or reduced meals.

A telephone conversation with the appeal reviewer in which we guided him to the State
Education Department / The University Of The State Of New York Child Nutrition
Reimbursement Unit web-site at which time the reviewer ran a query which showed that
our school had a percentage of eligible students consistent with our claim.

A copy of the query 1s attached. It should be noted that the web site was not available at
the time of our application or at the time of our appeal.

We asked the reviewer if he wanted us to send him a printout copy of the query at which
time he told us it would not be necessary.

In the SLD denial of our appeal they stated:

“You indicated on your form 471 that your discount eligibility is 90%. SLD review of
your application determined that your discount eligibility was 67%. You did not
demonstrate in your appeal that the adjustment SLD made to your discount percentage
was incorrect because the forms used by the State of New York clearly states in columns
D & E the Number of Approved Applicants for Free and Reduced lunches. These forms
are accepted by SLD as support for discount rate calculations. The application of the
information on them has been consistently applied throughout the E-Rate program.
Consequently, SLD denies your appeal.”

This statement above clearly indicates that the SLD used columns D & E of the form
SA-603 1n calculating the percentage of eligible students for our school.

Our appeal to the SLD and subsequent information provided during the appeal process
clearly demonstrated based on information provided by knowledgeable, reliable and




respected sources that the adjustment SLD made to our discount percentage was incorrect
due to a misunderstanding of the format of form SA-603.

The attached letter from Richard Connell, Supervisor, Child Nutrition Reimbursement
Unit venifies that the information provided was accurate.

Our appeal also described a method, based on the information provided by the BJE, that
the SLD could have used to determine the percentage of eligible students using the form
SA-603 submitted.

In addition, the additional information provided during the appeal process clearly
supported our discount level claim independently from but consistent with the form
SA-603,

Based on the information presented herein we request that our appeal be granted and our
discount percentage be changed to 90% and the denied FRN(s) be approved for funding.

Sincerely,
Joseph Lefkowitz

Administrator
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Schools & Librarics Division

US A | Universal Service Administrative Company

FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISION LEITER
(Funding Year 3: 07/01/2000 - 06/90/2001)

January 12, 2001

~ Yeshiva Jeaode Hatorah ; .

iR LEFROWIE2-. . . — -**‘““f%ﬁ%‘ E L O

505 BEDEGRD AVE TR AT LT T
BROOKLYN, N¥ 11211 ! '

Re: Form 471 ipplication Number: 204874
® fundin '!egg S: 07/0172000 - 06/30/2001

Billedqht.iw Number: 159027

Thank you for your 2000=-2001 E~rate lication and for any assistance you provided
thx‘ouggout. our?review. We have compﬁed review of your Form 471. This letter is to |

advise you of our decision(s}.

FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

On the pazes follew thiz letter, we have provided a Fund Comnitnant Repoxt for |
R %71 licaticon cited above. We haVe reviewed sach -Diszcount funding Raquest
Request Number (ERN} to each

the Fo
on your Form 4 lication and have asgigned a m:ﬁ
The mcfgged repart includes a list of the s frem your application. The
so preparations can

Block 5.

SID ix also sending this information to your service provider(s

be made to bogm mpluentinghyeur E-rate discount(s) upon the uing of your Form
' 486. Immediately preceding the Ffunding Cosmitment Report, you will f£ind & guide that
defines each line of the Report.

NEXT STEPS

Once you have reviewed this lstter and have deternined that some or all of your
reguasts havs been funded, gour next step to facilitate receipt of discounts as
featured in this letter will be to file an FCC Form 486 with the SLD. The Form 486
notifies the SLD t¢ begin paynent to your service providar and provides certified .
indjication that your technclogy plan(s) has been approved. The FTorm 486 will be
mailed o you under separate cover and is alsc available an the SLD web site at
wwi.sl.universalservice.org. If you are filing a Form 486 for Punding Year 3

1, 2000 through June 30, 2001l), there are certain circunstances under

services (Jul
which you will be able to file your Form 486 before the receipt of serVices. These
circumstances are detailed in the letter being sent to you er separate cover and
on the web site. Az you completo Form 486, you should also contact your service .
provider to verify they have received notice from the SLD of your funding comRithents. i
After the SLD processes Jlour EForm 486, We can begin processing invoices %ron your :
servige providar(s) so they tan be rwimbursed for discounted servicas they have -

provided you.
TO APPEAL THESE FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISIONS

If you wish to appeal the Funding Commitment Decision(s) (£CD) i
%eiterﬁ your appeal must be made in writ and RECEI ) é! T&E?Egc::eeh:n a?d;:ss
elow WITHIN 30 DAYS OF THE ABOVE DATE ON THIS LETTER. In your letter of appaal:

1. Include the name, address, telephone number, fax numb -
(if available) for the pef'son wﬁt can nost readily di.:gﬁs:nghgnu:;;a:gdzig us.

Box 135 - Corrcspondence Unit, £0 South Jeffarsoo Road, Whippaay, New lersey, 0798]
Visit s online at:  Atip: I{www sl imivarsalservice.org
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Yeshiva Jesode Hatorah
505 Bedford Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11211
718-302-7500

Letter of Appeal

Letter of Appeal

Schools and Libraries Division
Box 125 — Correspondence Unit
80 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, NJ 07981

Entity# 159027
471 Application# 204874
Funding Year: 7/1/2000-6/30/2001

The following is an appeal of the funding commitment for Application Number: 204874

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474826, 474827, 474830, 474831, 474832, 474833, 474834,
474835, 474837, 474838, 474840, 474841, 474842, 747843, 475622.

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were approved funding, however modified by
the SLD. “The shared discount was corrected.”

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474805, 474810, 474814, 474818, 474820, 474823,

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were denied funding with the explanation that
“The shared discount was corrected. Funding cap will not provide for Internal Connections less

than 81% discount to be funded.”
We appeal both of these decisions for the following reason.
As per our form 471 application number 204874, our school qualifies for a 90% discount rate.

The document which was given to the reviewer to substantiate our schools discount calculation
shows that the three sites listed have a 84%, 80% and 83% of students eligible for the free or
reduced lunch program, which qualifies our school for a 80% discount.

For the reviewer to conclude that we have a lower percentage there must have been an error in
interpreting the information provided on the form.

Our school is a provision 2 school which means that the column headed “Number Of Approved
Applicants” (columns D & E) lists the number of students that were eligible in our base year,
which was 1993.

The column headed “ Current Enrollment” (column B) however does reflect our current
enroliment.

This means that if you calculate the ratio of students from the “Number Of Approved Applicants”
(column D&E) compared to “Current Enrollment” (column B) the result will not reflect the actual
percentage of the current enroliment that are eligible for free and reduced lunch.

1




In order to calculate the accurate percentage, you must total of “Free” and “Reduced Price”
(columns F & G) which are listed under “Lunched Served” then divide the total by the “# Days

Food Service” {column C). This will show the quantity of meals served in one day, which shows

the amount of students that received free or reduced price lunch.

This number of students should be used in ratio to the current enroliment to determine the
percentage of students that qualified for free or reduced price lunch.

Based on this explanation the calculation would be as follows:

Site 1

Free: 1699
Reduced Rate: 107
Total Free & Reduced Rate: 1806

Total Free & Reduced Rate: 1806 Divide By # Days Food Service 13: 1806/13 = 138.92

This shows that per day there was 138.92 meals served which means that at least 138.92
students received free or reduced lunch.

The total enrcliment is 165 students.

The number of students receiving free or reduced rate lunch (138.92) divided by the total
enroliment (165) 138.92/165 = 0.84 or 84 Percent.

Based on this calculation school average is 82.33%, which qualifies for a ninety percent
discount rate.

Please send us a new funding commitment with the appropriate discounts and please provide
funding for the as yet un-funded internal connections.

Sincerely,

Joseph Lefkowitz
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Board of Jewish Education
of Greater New York

— 426 West 58th Street, New York, New York 10019-1102 = (212) 245-8200, ext. 207 Fax # (212) 247-1957—
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VROM L'DOFT ruary

; VIOM Feb 16, 2001

PEILIP SCRATTEN To Whom It May Conoem:

Chairman

CHAIM LAVER This earrespondencs is in regard to the Moathly Claim For Reimbursement National ‘-

Exonive Vics Previde Schoo! Lunch Program Form $a-603. .

DR ALVIN L SCUIFY .

Exocmabe Viee Column B, “Currcnt Enraliment,” shows the current sarollmear for the claim period

Prouidgne Emericns being epplied for. _

Dﬂmﬂggn‘”' Colurmn C, “# Days Food Service,” shows the sumber of days lunches wers served for the

.‘n:ﬂlw:m| claim period being applicd for,

SANDRA FRUDLING Columg D, “No. Of Approved Applicants-Free,” shows the number of applicants that
were approved for free funch in the school’s base year. This number stays the same as

LYINE WEINGARTEN long as the schoo! is on Provision 2, cven if the number of approved applicants is
different,

Schaol Repreranestive Colurm E, “No. Of Approved Applicants-Reduced Price,” shows the pumber of

ADINA ANMANGY applicants Lhat were approved for reduced price lunch in the school's bass year. This

Schosl Reprezaotive numbex stays the eame as long as the school is on Provigion 2.

JORL BREITZ

Contribmy Column F, “Lunches Served-Fres,” shows the number of free Junches served to approved

Applicants during the claim period being applied for.

Column G, “Lunches Served-Reduced Price,” shows the number of reduced price funches
served to approved applicants during the claim period being applied for,

Column H, “Lunches Served-Full Price,” shows the number of £u1] pri
; , price lunches served
(@ approved applicants during the claim period being applied for, ;

The amount of iunches served is luss than the total amonnt ited for all :
| requi ed
applicants because of stdant absences. o sy

The number of hunches served divided by the number of days of food servi
‘ ice shows the
aumber of lunches served to approved applicants ob a daily bagis,

Respecttully,
-4-'
Sandy Fryhling !;

T
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L2 .
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AUG.13.2882 2:18PM COMMUNICATION NO.658 P.2

FROM ¢ JESODE HATORE _ {  PHONE NO. : Sep. 13 2000 O4:19PM P4,
ms'rﬂtmm:wunndﬁm :
Nt Pt Aebeiveromment] — PROVISION 2
516 Weex, Bevoniin NJ'# ' {1) SPONTORING ACENCT NAME
Alvury, New York 1234 ' YESWIVA YESOCE HMATORAH v-
MONTELY CLAIM FOR , 331400207081
NATIONAL SCHOOL LUNCH JGRAM } O ACPEMENT NUMB BN ) Ciaihe NiRIDD
I'on;t;;\-ns ; ? 404359 MoNm QN YiAR
SLS L 183 - JUNE 38, 20000
‘ 3 0 SECTION 1| NATIONAL SCROOL LUNCH CLAIM
RECHIENT AGTNTY CUARSNT #DAYs | MUMBER OF APPROVED APPLIGANTS
conEs -+ mop -
(LNST 3 DIGITY) sEviee 0 L ] REBUCAT
AL [ )] ey : i 7} m
s | i7s 23 10% S
S e 48— +Hir TE-
7093 le 22 31 )
SUBTOTALS €13 Ry i 313 i3 896s
TOTALS WL
SECTION 3 REDBURSEMENT CALCULATION - SCHOOL LUNCH
FEDERAL STATE
LUNCH Meals Rate Roimbursemeant Meals Rare
| N X ) 2 = 3 4 X s
A Towl Free FTAES [ 2. o N[ LTy ESET T8, 9%s .
"B\ Total Reduced
C) Total Mull

D) Total Retmburement

Namc and budimess olaphone samber ol person msponsible for completivn of this form

o FRUL INCAL, WEINGARRTEN (2L2) Zax-9200
Nune, . _ — Teicphoue Number

CERTIFICATION

! cenity 1o the best of my knowledge and belicf that the above informaton s wue and curreet; that the abave-nuraber of meals Were scrved: { have a
ad reviewed the counts to chsure telir accuracy: the operstion of the prograsi(s! wat in sccondspce with the wertns of the agreament, as amended: o
of feod anit milk has heen conductcd on 2 nonprotit busts: payment thercof has noL been received: and that invoices, other pertinant reconds and apy
fies and reduced prico applicatlons, as requieed by the agrecment(s) are on file to substamlats Mis claln,

T, FRUHLING/L. WETRERERSIENATURE DIRECTOR
Name of Avthericed Persan i Titla,
R . 3 i -1 ] .
. ) ) S e Y {1??'?5—2'%’ 03/01/C0
Signature of Authorized Paryun, i i . Dnee

Signotors must be in ink, an original, wnd that of 2 persou autherized by the sponse . StAm . .
~not accepled. Please make » copy lor your file and submil the origimad. Ting apancy. Stamped, initiiled, penciled, or proxy sig




Board of Jewish Education
of Greater New York

— 426 West 58th Street, New York, New York 10019-1102 & (212) 245-8200, ext. 207 Fax # (212) 247-1957 __

AVROMI. DOFT
President

PHILIP SCHATTEN
Chairman

CHAIM LAUER November 8, 2001
Executive Viee President
DR, ALVIN L. SCHIFF

Fxecutive Vice .
Presideit Emeritus To Whom it May Concern:

DEPARTMENT OF According to our records 1or the year July 2000 through June 2001,

SCHOOL FOOD Yeshiva Jesods Hatorah had 85.39% of their students qualifying for free and
SERVICES reduced meals.

SANDRA FRUHLING

Director

LYNNE WEINGARTEN .
Assistant Director | hope this clears up ary questions.
ELANA MAMMON

Schaol Representative

ADINA AMANOV /

School Representative £ J&’%M' %%

JOEL BERITZ ) ‘

Consultant Sandra Fruhling- Director

@ An Agency of UJA-~Federation
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: Eligibles to Enrollment Page 1 of 1

New York State Education Department
Child Nutrition Management System

Comparison of Free/Reduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Include % Greater Than 0

May 2000
Free Reduced
School Food - ° - o
. LEA Code  Enrollment Eligibles Yo Eligibles Yo Total
Authority
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 601 465 77.4 32 53 82.7
Hatorah
Bais Yakov
OfKhal 331400207236 404 306 75.7 24 5.9 §1.7
Adas
Yereim
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400206969 15 13 86.7 0 0 R6.7
Hatorah
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 182 146 80.2 8 4.4 84.6
Hatorah
Brooklyn
County 601 465 77.4 32 53 82.7
Total
Total 601 465 77.4 32 53 82.7
Return to Query

http://cn.nysed.gov/pre login/plsql/mel3 _pkg.elig_enroll_search?PV_SA ID=&P L SA }.. 9/11/2002
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: Eligibles to Enrollment Page 1 of 1

New York State Education Department
Child Nutrition Management System

Comparison of Free/Reduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Include % Greater Than 0

June 2000
Free Reduced
School Food LEA Code  Enrollment Eligibles % Eligibles % Total
Authority
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 602 465 77.2 33 5.5 82.7
Hatorah
Bais Yakov
OfKhal 34, 400207236 405 306 756 25 6.2 81.7
Adas
Yereim
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400206969 15 13 86.7 0 0 86.7
Hatorah
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 182 146 80.2 8 4.4 84.6
Hatorah
Brooklyn _
County 602 465 77.2 33 5.5 82.7
Total
Total 602 465 77.2 33 5.5 82.7

Return to Query

http://cn.nysed.gov/pre_login/plsql/mel3_pkg.eli g_enroll_search?PV_SA_ID=&P 1. SA }.. 9/11/2002
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Page 1 of |

New York State Education Department

Child Nutrition Mana;

Comparison of Free/Reduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Inciude % Greater Than 0

July 2000
Free
School Food - o
Authority LEA Code Enroliment Eligibles Yo
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 170 158 929
Hatorah
Bais Yakov
OfKhal  33;400207236 95 o1 95.8
Adas
Yereim
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 75 67 89.3
Hatorah
Brooklyn
County 170 158 92.9
Total
Total 170 158 92.9

Return to Query

Reduced
Eligibles

11

11

11

%o

6.5

3.2

10.7

6.5

6.5

Total

99.4

98.9

100

99.4

99.4

http://en.nysed.gov/pre_login/plsql/mel3_pkg.eli g_enroll_search?PV_SA _ID=&P_L SA _M.. 6/19/2002

- - —— = — R

e 1 ke, A A s W8 b 7




| Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

Administrator’s Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2000-2001
June 18, 2002

Joseph Lefkowitz
Yeshiva Jesode Hatorah
505 Bedford Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11211

Re:  Billed Entity Number: 159027
471 Application Number: 204874
Funding Request Number(s): 474805, 474810, 474814, 474818, 474820, 474823,
474826, 474827, 474830, 474831, 474832, 474833,
474834, 474835, 474837, 474838, 474839, 474840,
474841, 474842, 474843, 475622

Your Correspondence Dated: 2 letters undated, received by SLD 2/8/2000

After thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Division (“SLD"”) of the Universal Service Administrative Company (“USAC”) has made
its decision in regard to your appeal of SLD’s Year Three Funding Commitment Decision
for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the basis of SLD’s
decision. The date of this letter begins the 30-day time period for appealing this decision
to the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”). If your letter of appeal included
more than one Application Number, please note that for each application for which an
appeal is submitted, & separate letter is sent.

Funding Reguest Number: 474839

Decision on Appeal: Approved in full
Explanation:

« Your appeal has brought forward information showing that this funding request
should be approved.

Fundi t N : 474805, 474810, 474814, 474818, 474820, 474823,
474826, 474827, 474830, 474831, 474832, 474833,
474834, 474835, 474837, 474838, 474840, 474841,
] 474842, 474843, 475622
Decision on Appeal: Denfed in fall
Explanation:

Box 125 — CW« Unit, 80 South Jefferson Rosd, Whippany, New Jersey 07981
Visit us online at: g /Avww. o/ unjversaiservice,org




. Ygufr appeal let'ta- states the data you provided to support your discount rate was
ims!;terpreted in caiculating the number of students eligible for free and reduced
unches.

* Youindicated on your Form 471 that your discount eligibility is 90%. SLD’s review
of your appli;ation determined that your discount eligibility was 67%. You did not
demonstrate in your appeal that the adjustment SLD made to your discount
percentage was incorrect because the forms used by the State of New York clearly
state in columns D and E the Number of Approved Applicants for Free and Reduced
lunches, These forms are accepted by SLD as support for discount rate calculations.
The application of the information on them has been consistently applied throughout
the erate program. Consequently, SLD denies your appeal. '

¢ FCC rules provide that the discount available to an applicant is determined by
indicators of poverty and high cost. See 47 CF.R. § 54.505(b). The level of poverty
is measured by the percentage of students enrolled in 2 school or schoo] district who
are eligible for a free or reduced price lunch under the national school lunch program
or a federally-approved alternative mechanism contained in Title I of the Improving
America’s Schoois Act, codified at 3¢ C.F.R. § 200.28(a)(2)(i)(B). See 47 C.F.R. §
54.505(b)(1). Alternatively, the level of poverty is measured according to
participation in Medicaid, food stamps, Supplementary Security Income (SSI), federal
public housing assistance or Section 8, or Low Income Home Energy Assistance
Program (LIHEAP). See Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket
No. 96-45, Report and Order, FCC 97-157 n.1334 § 374 (rcl. May 8, 1997). The
high cost determination is made pursnant to rules according to which a school or
library is classified as rurai or urben. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.505(b)(3). An applicant’s
discount rate is determined by reference to a matrix based upon the level of poverty
and whether a school is classified as rural or urban. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.505(c).

If you believe there is a basis for further examination of your application, you may file an
appeal with the Federal Communications Commission, Office of the Secretary, 445 12

Street, SW, Room TW-A32S, Washington, DC 20554. Please reference CC Dpcket Nos.
96-45 and 97-21 on the first page of your appeal. Before preparing and submutting your
appeal, please be sure to review the FCC rules concerning the filing ‘of an appgal of an
Administrator’s Decision, which are posted on the website at <www.universalservice.org>.
Yon must file your appeal with the FCC no later than 30 days from the date on this

Jetter for your appeal to be filed in a timely fashion.

We thank you for your continued support, patience, and cooperation during the sppeal
process.

Schools and Libraries Divisioq
Universal Service Administrative Company

Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, New Jersey 07981

~-C
Box 123 Visit ug online at: Aip/www. s, tiniversaiservice.og




THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTIVIENT / THE UNVERSITY OF THE STATE OF NBAYORK

Chitt Nutrition Refrburserment Unit, 510Vvest, Edeation Builiing, Abeny, New Yak 12234
Tel (518) 474-3926

Fax (518) 4864899

htp:/Awww.nysed govianvierrms him

8/8/02

To: Joseph Lefkowitz
From:  Richard Connell, Supervisor, Child Nutrition Reimbursement Unit
Subject: Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah, free and reduced eligibles

Yesterday, I had a conversation with Arthur Jacknis regarding free and reduced eligibility data
that had been incorrectly reported for E-rate purposes. My understanding is that data as
submitted on a May 2000 Lunch claim for Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah, were used to calculate the
ratio of free and reduced price eligibies to enrollment. Unfortunately, in this case, the use of raw
claim data would result in an inaccurate calculation due to claim submission guidelines issued
during that period.

Specifically, Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah was a Proviston 2 school at the time. Under Provision 2,
schools establish monthly counts of free and reduced meals in a base year (for Yeshiva Yesode
Hatorah, the base year was 1992-93). The percentage distribution is then applied to subsequent
year monthly claims. However, past claim procedures then advised schools to enter current
enrollment on the subsequent claims, while also reporting their base year eligibles.
Consequently, any comparison of eligibles to enrollment would produce inaccurate results.

We discovered this problem during the course of designing and constructing the Child Nutrition
Management System (CNMS) and have since adjusted eligibility data for the years affected.
Basically, we re-calculated free and reduced eligibles for subsequent claims using the base year
eligibility distribution and current claim enrollment. This is a valid methodology in that it is
based on a primary criterion for approving a Provision 2 school... a student population that is
demographically stable from year to year.

The corrected free and reduced eligibility percentage for Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah for May 2000
is 84.6%. Percentages for all schools and for all claim months from September 1998 to the
present are available on the CNMS website at http://www.nysed.gov/cn/cnms.htm. Go to
Reports on the Home page and select Eligibles to Enrollment Report. Then click on Help for
instructions on retrieving information.

I trust that this will resolve the issue regarding your E-rate application. Please don't hesitate to
contact me for additional assistance at 518-474-6016 and rconnell@mail.nysed.gov.




