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ORDER 

Changes to the Hoard of Directors of the 
N ill iona I Exc Iiange Carrier ,Association. Inc. 

Adopted: .January 8,2003 Released: January 9,2003 

Ry ~ l i c  '1 cIecomiiiiinicatic~n~ 4cccss Policy Division, Wireline Competition Bureau: 

I .  1 Ihc l'elecciiiimtinications Access Policy Division has under consideration a 
Request for Revicii lilcd b! Santa Ana Unified School District, Santa Ana, California (Santa 
Ai ia ) . '  Snnta Ana  requcsis i.cviev dadec is ion  by the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD) of 
thc Universal Service Adniiiiistrative Company (Administrator).' For the reasons set forth 
helou, m'e deny the Request Ioi- Rcview. 

2 .  I n  ics decision. SLD returned Santa Ana's FCC Fonn 471 because i t  did not 
compl>~ with miniintim procc\sing standards.' Specifically, Santa Ana did not indicate the 
calegory of senice i i i  Blcicb 5 .  item 1 1  ofthe FCC Form 471 for each ofthe funding requests.4 
Sanra Ana argues t l ia i  SLL) sliould be reversed because Santa Ana's letter appealing the decision 

' I.etic~. from l iaren Aeppli. 4 m 1 >  A l i a  Unified School District. to Federal Communicalions Commission, ti led July 
IO .  2002 (Requai  fir R e v i r u i  

/</ 

L.etrer trom Scliools aiid I.ibrarit.5 Division. Universal Service Administrative Company, to Karen Aeppli, Santa 
Ana Urilfied Scliool Diktrici. d a m  February 26, 2002: SLD website, Form 471 Minimum Processin: Standards and 
I iliii: I<equireliients for Funding Ycar 2007, 4 i l t p : i  www sl.uiiiversaIservice.oreireference~47 1 I I IDS.BSD> (Funding 
yeat  1002 Miriiiiiuiii I'rocessiriz Yriindardi) 
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\\as Jiled i n  a rim el^ manner and included a corrected FCC Form 471.' We find, however, that 
YLD's dccision is consistent with our precedent and affirm substantially for the reasons stated by 
S I > t ~ . "  

_I 

1 Furlher. conrli-uing Santa Ana's argument as a request for a waiver of the FCC 
Form 471 filii19 window, we find that a waiver is not appropriate.' A waiver from the 
C'omtnission is appropriate if special circitmstances warrant a deviation from the general rule, 
and such deviation would better serve the public interest than strict adherence to the general 
ritlc.' Santa Ana has not presented any special circumstances warranting a waiver of the filing 
Mindow." 'Therefore. we affirni SLD and deny the Request for Review. 

-1. .ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDERED, pursuant to authority delegated under 
sections 0.91. 0.291 ~ I .3 and 54.722(a) ofthe Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. 99 0.91, 0.291, 1.3 
and  54.722ja). that the Request for Review filed by Santa Ana Unified School District, Santa 
Ana.  C'alifomia on JLIIJ, 10. 2002 IS DENIED. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Marl\ C. Seifert " 
Deputy Chief, Telecommunications Access Policy Division 
Wireline Competition Bureau 

' Kcqucsr tor Review 

" . C w  h'eyuc.v! /or Rcv ien  l i j )  Ccnfcr i~i l le School Lli,slricl, Federal-Slare Joint Board on Uni iarsa i  Service, Changes lo 
ihc 0iiui.d OJ Directon of the Naf i o i i o l  E.rcliange Currier Associalion, lnc., File No. SLD-199778, CC Dockets No. 
06-45  aiid 97-21. Order, I 7  I-CC Kcd 3 14s (Corn. Car. Bur. 2002). See also Requesrfor Review hy Naperville 
~ ' o ~ i i i i i i i i i i i ~ ~  Cnii .F.hool Di,sfricf 203, Federul-Sfale Join! Board on Universal Service, Changes 10 the Board of 
l~li!~c,i,iws ofihe ~Yarional Erchungc Carrier A.rsocialion, Inc., File No. SLD- 203343, CC Dockets No. 96-45 and 
07-2 I .  Ordcr. I 6  FCC' Rcd 5032, para. 12 (2001). Consistent with sections 54.504(c) and 54.507(c) ofthe 
C'oi~i i i i issioi i 's riiIc5. applicants are not permitted to amend coinpleted FCC Forms 471 to change service categories 
3 I te i  cIosiIre ol.tlie filing window deadline. 17 C.F.R. $ 5  54 504(c), 54.507(c). SeeKeqursl jbr Review bJ) Free 
f,i/ii.oi.i' 14 Pf~ i lu , /e l / ) l i~~ i ,  Fchuf - ,S iu re  ,/iiinl Bourd on l i?i i i 'erso/ Service. Changes 10 [he Board o/nirec/ors ofthe 

K ' C  I k d  23820. 23822 (Com. CJI.. Bur. 2000). 
, \ ~ l ~ f l ~ ~ l ~ < l l  EIl./?uIIgL. ('an- ,4 ,~ .w~~iui i i~ i1 ,  / n u .  File No. SLD-I 12605, CC Dockets No. 96-45 and 97-21, Order, 15 

l ~ l i e  FCC Foriii 47 I filing window closed on January 17. 2001, See Funding Year 2002 Min imum Processing 
Srandards. 

" ~\'orllwa,v Ccllului- Telephone CII  I , .  FCC.  897 F.2d I 164, 1 166 (D.C. Cir. 1990); see also WAITRadio v. FCC, 
4 I 8  F.Zd I I .52, 1139 (I1.C. Cir.  1969) (srating that the Commission may rake into account considerations of 
Ilardship, equir)'. or lnorc effective iinplcrnentation ot overall policy on an individual basis), ceri. denied, 409 U.S 
1027 (1972) 

S l Y  Rccluzsr tor I k " l e \ r .  
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