
97- 2/ DOCKET ALE COPY ORIGINAL RECEIVED it INSPECTED \
~.- . ~

PROM:

Mr. Lefkowitz

TO;

Fcdeal Communications Commjo';Ol1, Office of lhc Seaemry
DAre

8/13/02

AUG 152002 \
FCC· MAILROOM J

COMPANY:

Yeshiva]esode HAtorah
PH()Nl~ NUIIBD.:

718-384-6393

R":

Fundicg Yeat 3 Appeal
PAX NUIlllElt:

718-384-5530

Ea' URGENT Ii! FO~ ~RVJF.W 0 PU::ASl! COMMENT 0 PI.F.ASR U;PLY D PLE..o\SE RECYCJ,R

NOTES/COMMBNTS:

Please find the following documents:

• FCC Appeal with original signature.
• A copy of the original Funding Conunitment Decision Letter.
• A copy of the origirial appeal which includes the following docwnents:

o A copy of the letter from the Board ofJewish Education explaining the
Monthly Claim For Reimbursement National School Lunch Program }ioon
Sa-603.

o A copy ofForm Sa-603
o A copy of the letter from the Board of]ewish Education stating the eligible

numbers of students that qualifies for the free and reduced lunch program.
o A copy of the Provision 2 Rate Entry Form for Yeshiva]esode Hatorah

from Funding Year 2.

• A printed displa.y from the Child Nutrition Management System for Yeshiva
] esode Hatorah during the months ofMay, June and July of 2000 showing the
actual eligible numbers of students that qualify for the free and reduced lunch
program.

• A copy of the Schools and Libraries Division's appeal decision letter.
• 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
corrected.
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Yeshiva Jesode Hatorah
505 Bedford Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11211
P 718-384-6393
F 718-384-5530

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

RECEIVED a. INSPECTED

AUG 152002
FCC - MAILROOM

We are appealing the denial of an appeal that our school submitted to the Schools and
Libraries Division ofUSAC. 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
90% 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

-----------



explanation that "The shared discount was corrected. Funding cap will not provide for
Internal Connections less than 81 % discount to be funded."

After receiving 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 ofthe 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 ofthe 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.

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 ofthe 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 ofa



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 eligible 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, 200 I 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 is 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 ifhe 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 in 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 verifies 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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UDi~ Seniee AdarinistratiYe Company
SchoaIs & UbJarilll Division

nnmIIIQ CClIlIII~ EllCIllCIII LEt'blR

(lUnd1&; ,Year 3, 07/01/2000 - 06/30/2001)

- -- ------,~-------

;

JaAual'f 12, 2001

Box 1%5 - eo.....pon_ Uoi" 10 Soudl JelTanoo Road, WhlppallY, Nr:w l.,.ey, 07981
V-IIi'lIS oolinc al: Itllp:IJWW'P.sI'-;..rlQ/HrI/a",'l1

NEXT STEPS

Once you have nViewed this 1ette~ and have detemined that. SOlie or all of you:,
~equ.sts hay. been funded, Io~r ne~t step to facilitate receipt of discounts B$
featured in this let.ter lIi1 be t.o file an rcc rora 486 with tbe SLD. The Form 486
notifies the StD to begin pafllent to your lervice prov:1dar and provides certified .
indication that your technology planes) has been approved. The 10:11 486 will b"
aailed to you unaer separate cove~ aDd i" dso available an the SLD web db at
lMI.sl.llIIivarnlterviee.or'q. If you at'll filing a rani 486 lot' !unci1ng Year 3
servicel (JUly 1, 2000 throu;h JllIIe 30, 2001), there are certain cirCUlltances under
whiCh you will be able to file your ron 486 before the receipt of urI/ice.. These
circu.stanc•• at'e detailed in the letter beinq sent to you under leparate COVal' and
on the web lite. As you coaplet.. ion 486, you should 'lso canblct yllll1' lIervice
provider to ftZ'Uy they have received notice frClll ~e SID af your fuiidlllg COIIIU.tIIent.s.
Alter the SLD procecills yo~r E'or. 486, we can bll9in procellsinq invoices froll your .
lervir;:c providar(s) so tRey ean be r-±abur••d for discouated servicel they hav"
provided you. .
1"0 .&.PJ'BAI. TlfESE ElJNDtNG CO!tfI2'I'IJllI:r DICr5IONS

If yo~ w1llh to appeal the I'wlding ea-1tment Oec1s.ion( s) (rco) imUcated in tA1.a
1efur{r YOllr appeal 1II....~ be ••de ;i,n writiller and RICiIVID BY '1'111 SLD at: the addreu
be ow ITH!III 30 DAIS or '1'IIE ABOVS DAm ON 'i!JXS Ll'1"tllR. In Y~r lett".. o£ apPe.l,

1. I~clUde.the na•• , adaresl, telephone nuaber, fax nu.ber, and e·II.~l address
(~f available) for the perlon who can most readily d111cuss this app~al w~th us.

.. ,::~~=~.Hato~aJs._~ ..
. 505 IIlDIWD AVE . ~
BROOXLUl, rfll 11211 '

Re, ron 471 lpp],;l.caUgn Rwsber: 204874.
lUnding fear 3: 07/01/2000 - O~/!O/2001
Billed Entity Number: 15.027

~;mk yau for your 2000-2001 .I-rate ~l1caticm and for any ...utlll1ee you pravi~ed
thz'oWJhout cNr review. We bave r;:OlIIPleted review of your ron 471. !his lett.er 15 to
advise you of ~ dec::Uion(I).

IDlIDING .CCIlIII1ImfT lEPaR!

On the pagel fal10wincl this lett.er, we bave provided a I'ImdiJIG e-JlUliellt. Rerrt. for
till' Iron 471 QP!i.eaelan c1t11d above. We baye reviewed udl·l)isCOU!Ie E'UIIlIiD Request.
on your ron 471 ~l1cation and hay' ...igned a IurIdiDa Requellt. N\lIdler eDJI to eacb
Block S. The enclosed r!!E'0rt 1m.ludes • luI; of th" nil fNII IOIlZ' applicat. on. !he
StD i ••110 Ienc!inq this inf~at.ionto yaur urvice providercs 110 preparaUons can
be IIllde to baqUl iapluentint yout' I-rate discount.C') upcm the U:ilIg 01: your I!'ora

. 486. !Medi.tely preceding the !\lJ!dfng CObitllent Report, you W111 f1!lc\ B guide that
def1nes each Une o£ the Repert..



.,--

01/12/2001paqe 5 of 10

ron 471 .a.ppUcatLoa~.

~a. w-bU" "'74101i 8t.aWI' lot. flmded
~~ ~'!Uti" -""'''''" • _.

lie.. : lJIt.uaal • '.,t .1» I!I.etiv, D1I0auDt.1 07/01/2000
et. _in Dat.e, D'i /i 01

§i
~TGOUftt.' 'ie:~ao. -393~tiitM

• E- the ill.u.t Zlec II 0111 • !'.O - C::I.ICI1C11~';"II ~O'1' lie ided

ailll J:l.c .:Lon .......UGIII • SIIal:' _t .... ~.luIIdiJsa
~ IllO a {gJ:: tnt 1 COM.etJ.CIIUI < 8 % ._t t.o be- !IIIid".nid•
• ee .SL. S.VtCE. for f~Ar 4. •.

Mf"i418Rali 'mi~~~ide~= ~=ic=UOl\IuDO:~ • S.c. IDe. dN T... eo.. '

iI
~;~....,6!!t.~~ ~'e~Ol\'

••t Pos,ib:t. ii£.etive • 0 DileQ~t: 07/01/2000"t. _s.nUon Dat... 06l. /20 1
8 ~ Ae=uat JlIIIIber, 718-"-6393
Pr.-Dilcount laount: $17,1~.QO LD. .
e.~!J[c=-~:=t·Di,f~.~~e_s~c 6t,c:Dt. Wilitot be £UDaedtiiiia c_lG_ltt:, dOlI iiiiatiOit I • Ib-I1ei!.. . clIlIZlt. w•• beorreeto~·1'UIId

1
iJ1g'

cap If:l. no~~ or lilt I <.. III .ovunt to oe ~..... Plea••
• ee WWW.SL.UIlVIRS ElVICI. for er detailS.
I!'lmdlnq lequ.,t JlUlItar: 474814 JruM1na Status, Kot FlIIIded
SPIll: 143005086 S'l:V~ce rr~1der If.: ColIlIIlni.cauaidl.t... Sec. Inc. dba 'teaa Can.
COntrilct HUaber, 6a8763118 . .
suv:l.ees Ol:'4llr-" hltftlla1 Jactions .'

. garl1lst ros.ibl. Itgeet.1ve eo! DiaCOUftt: 07/01/2000
iffn:gtl~~~~:b.;~ehg~ o£~m ;
Pre-Diicol&t b5t.: _"",840 \
P:l.il\:qunt Pell'Ce e Approveo IllY 1:IIe SUI: 1l6A
!'uDd~ CoDII:i.tAm BeCll.sian, 'll.oll - lQ:Vc/D1sc;tt ~lfcn be fIlndeCI
E'uD~·eoa:l.tlIMlt ecill:l.an IlanatiOll' 'th••Ilar .r:aunt ••• conect.e4.iUlldiJsq
ca~ not_PnV:Lde for tnt a1 C_c:tiOD. c 81 % itcaunt to be funded. ,leall8
se. .SL.llNIVDSltsIRVlCS.. for flIrtber details.

· JruDliilIcI BtMI\Iest NUllber, 474818 !II~ Status: Bot. lImded
· SPII. 143005086 Service Provider ••11 COllall!licat.ion Dat.a & Sec:. Inc.

Contract NUmber. 63876388
Services ordAra4, Intemal CcmI'Iec:tions
Bar1:i.lst lOsa~~, i£fsctive ~e of Dt."ount: 07/01/2000

· Colltl'aet l!lXp1r&~OD Date' 06 0/2001
8il1~ ACC:OUDt IlUlCer. 718- -6393
Pr.·D:L.c:~t. Aaount.: $8,000. .
Discount Plr(:Jllt.a!fc :mOVec:l bY·the SLP, N6A
lun41l'1lj/ CaaitillDt Dec s1ol'l' $0.00 - J:rveliliscpt. will NOT be fun4e6
run4;i.1\g CCIIIII:LtIlgt. D8C sica II:Ii:plllllatiOllI 'rhll SIIAred l!ilICOIIDt lias corrected.fundih9
ca~ If:LU not..~ide for Internal eonalct1011S < 81 :r: di.sCOUnt to be flmded. Please
see m. 310. UJIVIIlSALSIIlVICI.llRG for further 4etailc.

'eDt/Schools and Libraries 01vision/USAC
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IVIfDDrO CClIIlIDIIIT' Ul'ClR2'
lon 471 lpp1:L=-tion 1IuU... 204-87.

lIlDdl bG Rlt lI\Iabe~1 474839 1\IDd1llq ltatlw' lIot !lIMed
S:tiili'It3 33 derYiCII -Pi'OVidll' .... : Iff1Clf Croup, II1e.
COIl act ~. II
S 0" Bred I e1ec:o-.u.c:.t1~ Service!: .at ajUlIe ~CtLv. IJ!te

Z
O&lDJ.8COIII:ll, 07/01/2000 .

1!..1l!:.f!!tA!!f.~~~er~·hB!a2lu,i
6f::::5'iJe:N:i'GOQDt, '.,eH.OO .

•ucClUIItl=n:=tS'A~iCIQ: n.~·-~~J.~/A tit-! l'ece1v' "dt"e
e-itllfllt l. BllPlmattOll. ,a fi~:LCI.tPo~·~ tile ... i ••

J;'eG\I- fllJ" ID 1Jle e .tity.~er CUD Ch ia llOtA:ng e tv nee1ve 'fuzul~
bated CIQ tile Fog..... •• fvr e-."ible enU •••

mt'!" .'t. NuDer. 474840 ~ StatlUlr lUnaed .: 4 001359 S.tvi"e .PrlWide:t' Ifae, Veri_- lIew YVl'k II1e .
CCIII cl ar: lin! .
Service. ,~, 'l'eleca8llJUc:atia' S"".i.ce
&:arliat ~.1ble Itfective Date Di.count, 07/01/2000
contract ldl1nll;'':t.Dat.. 06/30/20 1
B1l1~ AcCbunt el" 711-384-6'" .i;counp t .~tl~~ed°·On° .... ~ m .DllIeount ttl'cell ..aa. v WI ,

. Co.Wtrlt Dec: ~oa: f 162•. 0 - appzwed' aod1f1ed til/' SLD
, c:a.i.t:atrlt. Dec:iulIIIl I!:IiJI anatioh I :lbe abill'ed dbCOUllt va. c:ouect.d.

1!Ull41Z1Cl Ifql,Iest 1f1lJlbe~, 474841 l!'IIndillg' Stli~UI' l!'IInded
sPIll': 143iOOl59 -Set'Vice PrQVider ..... VlIrUon- lev tork Izu:.
COllb"act ll&': r .
Se..-v1ces rid: Te1ec:oaunicat.10111 Setvice
lar11elt OI.1ble Itf.ceive Oat. of Discount, 07/01/2000 .

in
t.:raet ExDiratian Date: 06/30/Z001

:I.11:i.nl"l:cCNllt .If\IIItJIlI': IIfA
1'.-01 coune Alount: $25,500.00

~
'8c~uat=lIl1taceApp:tljlVed bY the SID, 67%

,4 9 C tmenf D..c;~J1"I1: $1',085.00 " Il'IIr ~QVedl lIodi.fbd b1 ILD
d 9 tIIl1l1t Dec:uiOb kpluaat1011! '!Ile lbU-eI diSllOllZlt we. COl:'rlletecS.

runding J!,-"ul'~ lIIu.-tler, 474842 I'uadiJ'lg StatUI, !'Unded
8!'IJI: 1430125'8 Service Jrovidel' If..e, On.i.v__,.l eo.uraicat.;l.QIIs
contract ~r, In'!l . '
Set'Viccs Ord~: fe1ec:oamub1c;atiOD' SllZ'Vice
&arlie.t POS,1blll Effective Date ot Discaunt. 07/01/2000
COntraet. ~~tian Date, 06/30/2001 .
Billing Acco~t NUllber, If/A
Pre·Discount AlIollllt., $864.00
DiscClunt Pe~t;age lpproved 1W the Sto: 67%
!'widing' CQUJ.taertt Declsion, $578.88 - !1lJ( approved; aodifted by SLD
Funding Co..1t:l11ent. Decisicm Explanation: Th. Ilbal'ec1 di.count vas corneted.

FCDL/Sehcall and L1braries DivisiOll/USlC
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Yeshiva Jesode Hatorah
505 Bedford Ave

Brooklyn, NY 11211
718·302·7500

Letter of A eal

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 90% 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
enrollment.

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 enrollment 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 enrollment 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 enrollment is 165 students.

The number of students receiving free or reduced rate lunch (138.92) divided by the total
enrollment (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,

r/-~
Joseph LefkOWitz

2
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Board of Jewish Education
of Greater New York
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Febnwy 16, 2001

To Whom ItMay Conocrn:

This eM'eIpllIIdaIee it in regard to th£ MoaIhJy Cl.im For R.eimhurselllllll1 National
Sc;hooJ LIIIId1 Progrlm Form 53-603.

Column fl. "Curnmt EnrllIImen~ ~ shows thD cumat lIIl'Ollmeat for the claim period
being 'l!plied for

CoIWDIl C, "# Dayt Food SllIVice," shOWI the IlIIlIIber ofclay. IuDcbcs Wf:I1l served for the
claim period beins tpplicd for,

ColWl1lJ l? "No. OfApproved AppliclIIIu-Free," sbows the number of IIPPlioants that
vi,,", IIpprll\'cd for free IlIIItb in the school's bllSe yelll'. This numb«Sla~ the _ II

loog as !he school iI OD Pro~ion 2, even jfchc nUlllbcr ofappro". appIiClllts is
di£fer'eIIt.

COlunm E,. "No. OfAppro"cd ApplitallU-RcdUted Price," shows the nnmber of
~pIicaa,1I1hatwere IppI'OVed Ibr reducocI price lund! ia the~J'. bate)'lllll'. This
nmnb« .tlyl lbo same at IMg lIS lbe school is on Provi'llXl2.

Colmnn F. "I.imche& Served·free." sllows die oumbcrof.fi'= IUllclIa served to approved
IIpplicants during the daiJn period beiDg applied for.

Collllnll G, "Lwx:he, Served-R.c:duced Price," sllOWS tbenumbllT ofreduocd price lllll'he,
.cn'Id 10lllprovcd 'pplieuu during the cillim period beIDg applied for.

CoJIImII H. "LlIDahcs Servcd-~uU Price," shows the humber offull price lUDehcs served
(0 .ppro\'ed appliclDII cllriog cite claim pGliOd bclDg applied for.

The BmOllllt oflunchcs Hrved is 11;" than the totllllllOllllt required fOl"U ~proved
applicants be_ of'mdaJl absences

The number of IllllobeB aerved divided by \he ftUIII!ler ofdays off«>d service shows Ihe
DlIIDber ofl\IIICbes served CO ""p/'O\'cd applicants 01) a dtily basis.

••
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Board of Jewish Education
of Greater New York

426 West 58th Street, New York, New York '0019·1102. (212) 245-8200, ext. 207 Fax # (212) 247-1957

AVROM I. DoFT
Pruilh"t

PIIIL! P SCRATTEN
Chairman

CHAlllf LAUER
&l'.cu.lille Viu PresibnJ

DR. AIVIN I. SCHIFF
l?xlJ~util'e 'Viet'
Presldell! e",rius

DEPARTMEN1' OF
SCHOOL 1'000
S>:RVrcES

SANDRA FRUIILING
Dinctor

LYNNE WEINGARTEN
Assuta"t [Jinetor

ELANA MAMMON
5('''00[ R"~d"'dl!e

ADINA AMANOV
School Rt'pre,~nlativt

JOEL BERITZ
COllsuiumf

November 8, 2001

To Whom It May Concern:

According to our records 10r the year July 2000 through June 2001,
Yeshiva Jesode Hator<lh had 85.39% Of their students qualifying for free and
reduced meals.

I hope this clears up ar.y questions.

Sandra Fruhling- Direc'.or

I) An Agency of VIA-Federdtion



'14.84·'

. 15. Sa

~:5.l6

..' " . 6.00

, ,; · •.14,S8,

: . " .. ' ,: .... "."

.

: :. ::<: ""::"" .. :
,.....lU8··

,.:.':"::.: ."' .

" ·'9.01

15.27

dj:."i~~I\\." 'N4A~1 .

'. . :" .

. , '4. 5S

4.45

..." .....

". . .~

.. ,' ..
: "" " " .. "-" " " :,

. 8o.i7 'HS

.' . 'BU6

15.35

.' C' ':-ll. ..... Q. ...

. .... .'" . : '.:: ,:'"
.' gJjLlil '4j7

, .

..'...•..., . . 'JWNE'<;9.S9 .,...•.. '"'·481 . lU1

~51a.i/IJX~f:';1'."_.11," .• ·1rh.~A'NiMl~~;1.PROVls... .1 AdckessI

Tuesday, Feb 08, 2001 11,SO AM

I • 01

- -
ISOB-vl.B(C!IC!]

"1\.15 poo=! 1 0 0"5 01 00:10 10 90 qa=!



: Eligibles to Emollment Page I of I

New York Stale Edu~ationDepartment

CIUldNuJ:rition MfUt tlltent System

Comparison of FreelReduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Include % Greater Than 0

May 2000

Free Reduced

School Food
LEA Code Enrollment Eligibles % Eligibles % Total

Authority

Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 601 465 77.4 32 5.3 82.7
Hatorah

Bais Yakov
OfKhal

331400207236 404 306 75.7 24 5.9 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
Hatorab

Brooklyn
County 601 465 77.4 32 5.3 82.7
Total

Total 601 465 77.4 32 5.3 82.7

RetllJJlt~QlJeIY

http://cn.nysed.gov/pre_login/plsql/rnel3--"kg.elig_emoll_search?PV_SA_ID=&P_L_SAJ.. 9/11/2002



: Eligibles to Enrollment Page I of I

New 'l:ark State Education Department

ChildNutritiOlt M fUt 0elltelU 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

331400207236 405 306 75.6 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

RetumJQ Query



Page 1 of 1

Comparison of FreelReduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Include % Greater Than 0

July 2000

Free Reduced
School Food

LEA Code Enrollment Eligibles % Eligibles % TotalAuthority

Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 170 158 92.9 I1 6.5 99.4
Hatorah

Bals Yakov
OfKhal 331400207236 95 91 95.8 3 3.2 98.9Adas
Yereim

Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 75 67 89.3 8 10.7 100
Hatorah

Brooklyn
County 170 158 92.9 I1 6.5 99.4
Total

Total 170 158 92.9 11 6.5 99.4

Return to Q\!ID

http://cn.nysed.gov/pre_loginlplsqVme13...pkg.e1ig_enrolCsearch?PV_SA_ID=&P_L_SA_l'... 6/19/2002_._._-



Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

Administrator's DecIsion on Appeal- Funding Year 2000.2001

June 18, 2002

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

Re: Billed Entity Number:
471 Application Number:
Funding Request Number(s):

Your COITCspondence Dated:

159027
204874
474805,474810,474814,474818,474820,474823,
474826,474827,474830,474831,474832,474833,
474834,474835,474837,474838,474839,474840,
474841,474842,474843,475622
2 letters WIdated, received by SLD 2/812000

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

Fundins Request Number:
Decision on Appeal:
Explanation:

474839
Approved in full

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

Ftm4ipg Reguest NumlzG[;

Decision on Appeal:
Explanation:

474805,474810,474814,474818,474820,474823,
474826,474827,474830,474831,474832,474833,
474834,474835,474837,474838,474840,474841,
474842,474843,475622
Dell.led in fuD

Box 125 - correapondence Uni~ 80 South Jeft'mon Roaf, Whippany, New Jersey 07981
VI.,t UI onlllle at, htlp:IIwww.•luniversflhefVk;e.OfI/



• Y~~ appealletta states the data you provided to support your discount rate was
IDISlnteIpreted in calculating the number ofstudents eligible for free and reduced
lunches.

• You indicated on your Form 471 that your discount eligibility is 90"10. SLD's review
ofyour appli~ation determined that your discount eligibility was 67%. You did not
demonstrate lt1 your IIppcal that the adjustment Sill made to your discount
percentage was incorrect because the forms used by the State ofNew York clearly
state in columns D and E the Number ofApproved Applicants for Free and Reduced
lunches. These fonns are accepted by SLD as support for discount rate calculations.
The application ofthe information on them has been consistently applied throughout
the crate program. Consequently, SLD denies your appeal.

• FCC rules provide that the discount available to an applicant is determined by
indicators ofpoverty and high cost. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.505(b). The level ofpov~y
is measured by the percentage ofstudents enrolled in a school or school district who
are eligible for a free or reduced price lunch under the national schoollunc:h program
or a federally·approved alternative mechanism contained in Title I ofthe Improving
America's Schools Act, codified at 34 C.P.R. § 200.28(a)(2)(i)(B). See 47 C.F.R. §
54.505(b)(1). Alternatively, the level ofpoverty is measured according to
participation in Medicaid, food stamps, Supplementary Security Income (SS1), federal
public housing assistance or Section 8, or Low Income Home Energy Assistance
Prognm (LUIEAP). See Federal·State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket
No. 96-45, Repon and Order, FCC 97-157 n.l334 11 374 (rei. May 8,1997). The
high COlt dctenniDation is made pursuant to rules according to which a school or
library isc;lasaified as rural or urban. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.505(bX3). An applicant's
discount late is determined by reference to a matrix based upon the level ofpoverty
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 furtber examination of your application, you may file an
appeal with the Fedcral Communications Commission, Office of the Secretary, 445 12

th

Street, SW, Room TW-A325, washington, DC 20554. Please reference CC Docket Nos.
%-45 and 97-21 on the first page of your appeal. Before preparing and submitting your
appeal, plOllSC be sure to ~ew the FCC rules concerning the filing of an app~al of an
Administrator's Decision. which arc posted on the website at <www.universalset'V1ce.org>.
You mast ftle your appeal with the FCC no later than 30 days from the date on this
letter for YOIU' appeal to be rued bl • dmely fuhion.

We thank you for your continued support, patience, and cooperation during the appeal

process.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

Box 125 _c~ Unit, 80 SoUlb Jctrerson Road. Whippony, N... Jersey 079S1
Visit us online II; 1tttp://OIWW••,.unlWJrse/..rvke.0t9

- -- - - - -- ,------- --------- -----------
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8/8/02

To.
From:
Subject:

Joseph Lefkowitz
Richard Cormell, Supervisor, Child Nutrition Reimbursement Unit
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 eligibles 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 Provision 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/cnlcnms.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 rcormell@mail.nysed.gov,

-_._~.. _.•, .... _----


