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Lettw of Appeal. FCC 
Offioc of the secr.stary 
445 12 sm& sw 
Washingcon DC 20554 

Sent via Fax 

Re: 

Thls letter ia an appeal on a fhding decision by the SLD, Denied in Full, for Funding Roqwst 
Number: 685685 

The SLD Decision on Appeal letter is attached with details. The letter 8tateB that the State of 
Mitmesota Telecommunications office waa contacted 011 April 11,2002 and given an opportunitY to 
provide the requed technology plan. That is indeed the case. 

We then faxed the approval letter for the technology plan to Jose Diaz at the SLD. A WYOT shwt 
with the fax confimution sheet is attached to this letter. The denial lettea states, "...no mporurs WBB 
received in a timely mmuer.,." and therefore the SLD denied the request. Our attachment provea 
that the request was met io a timely matum namely, thc rime day Mr. D i u  requssted the 
infOlYnation. 

We mpeotfully request that the FCC reconsid= the denial offtmdmg by the SLD. Thank you. 

CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21 

Contact penom: 
m a r y  
Judy Vickerman 
Address (see letterhead) 
651.282.5669 (voice) 651.291.4184 (voioe) 
651.2975368 (fax) 651.297.5368 (fax) 
judy.vickmnan@tate.mn.w kathlesn.o.johnson@state.mnm 

Yours truly, 

BUC&I.jp 

Kathleen Johnson 
Addms (see letterhead) 

K;tblscn E. Johnson 
Product Manngor-Enhanced Voice Services NO. of copies rec'd I) 
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Universal Service Administrative Company 
Schools & Libraries Division 

Adminbmtor’s Deeblon on Apped - Funding Yew 2001-2002 

December 16,2002 

Judy Vickman 
Inter Technologinr Group, Room 5 10 
Statu of Minn Admin Telcom. 
658 Cedar Street 
St. Paul. MN 55155 

Re: Billed Entity Number: 151067 
47 1 Application Numbcr: 255133 
F u n d b g R # I u s s t N ~ ~ s ) :  685685 
Your Correspondence Dated: January 22,2002 

After thorough reView and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Librpries 
Division C‘SLD’’) of the Univmal Service Administrative Company (‘WAC”) has made 
its deddon in regard to your appeal of SLD’s Year Four Funding Cornmitmemt Decision 
for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the basis of SLD’a 
decision. The data of this letter be@ the 60-day time puiod for appealing this decision 
to the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”). If your letter of appeal includsd 
mote than one Application Number, pleslle note that for each application for which an 
appeal is submitted, a separate letter is sent. 

Decision on Appeal: 
Explanation: 

Reauest Number: 685685 
Denied in full 

Your appeal Btates that, “the State of Minnw~ta Department of Administration 
believea that the technology plan h a  bwn submitted d o r  approved”. You would 
like the SLD to provide disoounts for thlr funding request bscauae the SLD’s 
requirement that this mtity have an approved technology plan WM met. 

According to the information that you submitted as Item #21 attachment, this request 
is for Csntmc services. In accordance with program rules, this type of service is 
eligible for e-rate diwunt M a non-basic telephone senice and require that the entity 
rewiving the services to have a technology plan. On the Form 471, you checked Item 
26c. indicating that then are no teohlogy plans and you were only applying for 
basic lo& and long dilrtance telephone d c e s .  During your Form 471’8 r w h v  
process, you wcm wntacted and requested to submit a ‘Technology Approval Letter” 
indicating that a technology plan for this entity was in place. According to an email 
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from Mary Mehdkomer, dated 11/1/01, Pipestone-Jasper Independent School District 
#2689 did not have a technology plan on file with her agency. On 4/11/02, you w c i ~  
contacted a@ and given an opportunity to provide the requested technology plan. 
Since no response wan received in a timely m e r ,  consequently, SLD denies this 
appeal for failing to prove that a tcohnology plan had been approved or was in the 
pmcees of being approved. 

* Your Form 471 requested fuading for service6 other than ba6ic local and long 
distanoc telephone service. FCC rules require applicants to c d P y  that the entitien 
Meeiving services other than bwic t4lqphanr s d c e  are covered by an individual 
and/orhigher lcvel tcohnology plan, and that the tsohnalogy plan has been, or is in 
the pmcess of being approved. Sea 47 C.F.R. $ 54.504@)(2)(vii); FCC Form 471, 
Block 6, Item 26,27. 

If you believe then is a basis for M e r  examination of your application, you may file an 
appeal with the Federal Communications Cornmiinion (FCC) via United States Pond 
Service: FCC, Oface of the Secretmy, 445-12* S m  SW, Washhgton. DC 20554. If 
you arc submitting your appeal to the PCC by othex than United States P o d  SmvioS, 
check the Stn web site formore information. Please reference CC Docket Nos. 96-45 
and 97-21 on the fint page of your appeal. The FCC must RECEIVE yonr appeal 
WITHIN 60 DAYS OF THE ABOVE DATE ON THIS LETTER for your appeal to 
be filed in a timely fashion. Further information and new options for filhg an appeal 
directly with the FCC can be found in the “Appeals procedure“ posted in the Referema 
Arca of the SLD web fiite, www.sl.universals~ce.org. 

We thank ygu for your continued support, patience, and cooperation during the appeal 
PrOCeSS. 

Schools and Libraries Division 
Universal Service Administrative Company 


