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CC Docket No. 02-6 

"Request for Review' 

TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 
Attn: Tina Giberti 
PO Box 5310 
Tucson, AZ 85703 

Fax: 520-628-1328 

tlc@dakotacom.net 

Ph: 520-628-1404 

"Request for Review" 

1 011 8/05 

To Whom It May Concern: 

After going through the entire appeal process with the Universal Service Administrative 
Company (USAC), Schools and Libraries Division, our case is still unresolved to our 
satisfaction. USAC's final decision was to deny our appeal. Therefore we are requesting 
that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) review USAC's determination. 

Case summarv: 

May 24.2005 - TLC Charter Schools, Inc. (TLCCS) received notice from USAC that a 
"mutine review of Schools and Libraries Program funding commitments has revealed 
certain applications where funds were committed in violation of program rules." The 
'Liolation" being the survey to determine financial eligibility that we submitted lacked 
certain information (address of family and grade level). USAC cites 
http://www.sl.universalseNice .orq/reference/alt.asu#3 as their justification. 

TLCCS appeals this decision. TLCCS refutes USACs decision and states that the 
'suwey" was submitted precisely the way that USAC's Program Integrity Assurance 
Assistant Rich DiGiovanna instructed them in both voice and email. (See attached 
Exhibits D, G, H) 

September 30,2005 - Charter Schools, Inc. (TLCCS) received notice from USAC that 
its appeal has been denied. 

October 3,2005 - Charter Schools, Inc. (TLCCS) received a Demand Payment Letter 
from USAC. 

mailto:tlc@dakotacom.net
http://www.sl.universalseNice


Evidential Tiieline: 

1. January 24.2003 - Discussion begins with Rich DiGiovanna. PIA#032 Team #4, 
Schools and Libraries Division, Program Integrity Assurance, Ph: (973) 428-7355 
about the discount rate substantiation and other items. He asks for a copy of the 
NSLP figures we supply to the state. (Exhiba A) 

2. On January 27,2003 we faxed a blanked-out copy of our survey (to protect the 
personal information of the studentlfamily) to Mr. DiGiwanna. (Exhibit C) 

3. January 27,2003 - Mr. DiGiovanna asks for additional, specific information for 
NSLP substantiation, he says nothing about the survey itself. (Exhibit 6)  

4. On January 27,2003 we send this requested information to Mr. DiGiovanna via 
fax (See Exhibit E, 0, he does not receive this information, therefore: 

5. February 18,2003 -We receive a fax from Mr. DiGiovanna that articulates 
specifically what information Schools &Libraries Division needs to validate NSLP 
figures and satisfy the requirements of the Alternative Discount Mechanism of 
their program. He clearly states (Item #6 of Exhibit 0) that we met one of the 
requested requirements of providing a 'sample copy of a FILLED OUT 
SURVEWAPPLICATION with the chitd's personal information crossed out for 
confdentiality." 

6. On February 18, 2003 we again send this requested information to Mr. 
DiGiovanna via fax. (Exhibit G) 

7. February 19,2003 - Mr. DiGiovanna acknowledges he receives the 'discount" 
re: NSLP/Survey/etc. information. (Exhibit H) Mr. DiGiovanna asks for additional 
information unrelated to this issue and after successfully providing all infonation 
needed in HIS review of for eligibility, ALL Form 471's for Funding Year 2003 are 
APPROVED by Mr. DiGiovanna, a USAC Program Integrity Assurance 
representative. 

We are a small charter school with attendance of less than 100 students, the majorily of 
which are poor and represent various minority groups. The discounted services we 
receive provide needed infrastructure and voiceldata service for our students and staff. 
Not only could we not afford many of the items and Services were it not for these 
discounts, if we were required to repay these monies, the school might bf3 required to 
close. 

We do not have a full-time e-rate specialist and therefore sought out USAC for 
assistance in proving appropriate documentation. Our forms were completed in good 
faiih and with the knowledge and assistance of a USAC specialist 

We believe that after careful review of the supporting documentation, the FCC will 
reverse USAC's decision. If this fails to occur, we will be forced to liigate the matter. 

Should you have any further questions, or require additional information, please don't 
hesitate to contact me. Best wishes. 

Tina Gibertj, Director 
TLC Charter Schools, Inc 



*.4PPEAL* 

Tina Giberti 
PO Box 5310 
Tucson, AZ 85703 
Ph 520-603-1499 
Fx: 520-628-1328 

‘This is an i\pPEAL* 

Date of Notification: May 24,2005 
FRN. 1023383 
Billed Entity Name: TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 
Form 471 Application: #373999 
BEN: 225935 

OCT 1 8  2005 

FCC - MAILROOM 

“After thorough review, it was determined that the funding commitment for this request 
must be reduced by $5,686.64. On the original Form 471 the applicant was approved at a 
90 percent discount. FCC rules that the level of poverty shall be measured by the 
percentage of the student enrollment that is eligible for a free or reduced price lunch 
under the national school lunch program or a federally-approved alternative mechanism. 
During the course of the review, it was determined that the applicant is only eligible to 
receive a 20 percent discount, This determination was based on the fact that the survey, 
pmvided by the applicant as support for their requested percentage, did not meet the 
survey guidelines of the program. The requirements for a survey can be found in the 
Alternative Discount Mechanism Fact Sheet at 
htt~:~/~\~.~.~1.~liiiversalservice.ore~~eference/alt.~s~#3. The sun‘ey provided by the 
applicant did not include the address of the family and the grade level of the student was 
blank. Therefore. the discount has been reduced from 90 percent to 20 percent, which is 
the minimum discount level for an urban school. Accordingly, the commitment has been 
reduced by $5,686.64 (Pre-discount amount*Original Discount Percentage Revision 
Discount Percentage). Since this was a violation cause by an act or omission of the 
applicant, the SLD will seek recovery of improperly disbursed funds from the applicant.” 

*This is an APPEAL* 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The point in question centers around a “survey” that is stated to be “missing” certain 
information. We contend that this survey was subnutted as is base on the directive of a 
Schools & Libraries Program Integrity Assistant We were inshucted to submit an 
“example” of the form we were using to determine eligibility WITH the student name 
etc. OMITTED. 



Evidential timeline: 
1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

January 24.2003 - Discussion begins with Rich DiGiovanna, PTA#032 Team #4, 
Schools and Libraries Division, Program Integrity Assurance, P h  ( 9 7 3 )  428-7355 
about the discount rate substantiation and other items. He asks for a copy of the 
NSLP figures we supply to the state. (See attached Exhibit A) 
On January 27,2003 we fax a blanked-out copy of our survey to Mr. DiGiovanna 
(See Exhibit C). 
January 27,2003 - Mr. DiGiovanna asks for additional, specific information for 
NSLP substantiation, he says nothing about the survey itself. (See Exhibit B) 
On January 27,2003 we send this requested information to Mr. Giovanna via fax 
(See attached Exhibit E, F). he does not receive this information therefore; 
February 18,2003 -We receive a fax from Mr. DiGiovanna that articulates 
specifically what information Schools 81 Libraries Division needs to validate 
NSLP figures and satisfy the requirements of the .4lternative Discount 
Mechanism of your program. He Clearly states (Item $6 of Exhibit D) that we met 
one of the requested requirements of providing a “sample copy of a FILLED OUT 
SURVEYlAPPLICAION with the child’s personal information crossed out for 
confidentiality.” 
On February 18,2003 we again send this requested information to Mr. Giovanna 
via fax (See attached Exhibit G). 
February 19,2003 - Mr.  DiGiovanna acknowledges he receives the “discount” re: 
NSLP!Survey/etc. information. (See Exhibit H) He asks for other additional 
information unrelated to this issue and after successfully providing all information 
needed in HIS review, ALL Form 471’s for Funding Year 2003 are approved by 
Mr. DiGiovanna, a Program Integrity Assurance representative. 

Based on the above information, we feel that an error has occurred on YOUR part, 
through either a lack of information on your part or through a Program Integrity 
representative providing incorrect information, which resulted in non-compliance. 
Therefore we respectfully APPEAL this decision and ask you reinstate the original 
funding commitment amounts 

We hope this settles the matter. If you decide to not reconsider your decision and proceed 
to seek recovery of funds, know that we will contest this in court. We feel the evidence 
chain is squarely on our side. 

We look forward to hearing from you soon and anticipate a fair, reversal of your 
decision. With warm regards, 



*APPEAL* 

Tina Giberti 
PO Box 5310 
Tucson, AZ 85703 
Ph: 520-603-1499 
Fx: 520-628-1328 

tseiberti @hotmail.com 

*This is an APPEAL* 

Date of Notification: May 24,2005 
FRN: 1050400 
Billed Entity Name: TLC Charter Schools, Inc 
Form 471 Application: #381399 
BEN: 225935 

O C T  1 8  2005 

“After thorough review, it was determined that the funding commitment for this request 
must be reduced by $9,364.17. On the original Form 471 the applicant was approved at a 
90 percent discount. FCC rules that the level of poverty shall be measured by the 
percentage of the student enrollment that is eligible for a free or reduced price lunch 
under the national school lunch program or a federally-approved alternative mechanism. 
During the course of the review, it was determined that the applicant is only eligible to 
receive a 20 percent discount. This determination was based on the fact that the survey, 
provided by the applicant as support for their requested percentage, did not meet the 
survey guidelines of the program. The requirements for a survey can be found in the 
Alternative Discount Mechanism Fact Sheet at 
htt~:!/w~vw.sl.i111iversalservice.orp!refere1~ce/~~t.asu#3. The survey provided by the 
applicant did not include the address of the family and the grade level of the student was 
blank. Therefore, the discount has been reduced from 90 percent to 20 percent, which is 
the minimum discount level for an urban school. Accordingly. the commitment has been 
reduced by $9,364.17 (Pre-discount arnount*Original Discount Percentage Revision 
Discount Percentage). Since this was a violation cause by an act or omission of the 
applicant, the SLD will seek recovery of improperly disbursed funds from the applicant.” 

*This is an APPEAL* 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The point in question centers around a “survey” that is stated to be “missing” certain 
information. We contend that this survey was submitted as is base on the directive of a 
Schools & Libraries Program Integrity Assistant. We were inshucted to submit an - 
“example” of the form we were u&to determine eligibility WITH the student name 
etc. OMITTED. 

mailto:hotmail.com


Evidential timeline: 
1. January 24,2003 - Discussion begins with Rich DiGiovanna, PIAN32 Team #4, 

Schools and Libraries Division, Program Integrity Assurance, F’h: (973) 428-7355 
about the discount rate substantiation and other items. He asks for a copy of the 
NSLP figures we supply to the state. (See attached Exhibit A) 

2. On January 27,2003 we fax a blanked+ut copy of our survey to Mr. DiGiovanna 
(See Exhibit C). 

3. January 27,2003 - Mr. DiGiovanna asks for additional, specific information for 
NSLP substantiation, he says nothing about the survey itself. (See Exhibit B)  

4. On January 27,2003 we send this requested information to Mr. Giovanna via fax 
(See attached Exhibit E, F), he does not receive this information therefore; 

5. February 18,2003 - We receive a fax fTom Mr. DiGiovanna that articulates 
specifically what information Schools & Libraries Division needs to validate 
NSLP figures and satisfy the requirements of the Alternative Discount 
Mechanism of your program. He Clearly states (Item #6 of Exhibit D) that we met 
one of the requested requirements of providing a “sample copy of a FILLED OUT 
SURVEY!APPLICAION with the child’s personal information crossed out for 
confidentiality.” 

6. On February 18> 2003 we again send this requested information to Mr. Giovanna 
via fax (See attached Exhibit G). 

7. February 19,2003 - Mr. DiGiovanna acknowledges he receives the “discount” re: 
NSLPISurveyletc. information. (See Exhibit H) He asks for other additional 
information unrelated to this issue and after successfully providing all information 
needed in HIS review, ALL Form 471’s for Funding Year 2003 are approved by 
Ivk. DiGiovanna, a Program Integrity Assurance representative. 

Based on the above information, we feel that an error has occurred on YOUR part, 
through either a lack of information on your part or through a Program Integrity 
representative providing incorrect information, which resulted in non-compliance. 
Therefore we respectfully APPEAL this decision and ask you reinstate the original 
funding commitment amounts. 

We hope this settIes the matter. If you decide to not reconsider your decision and proceed 
to seek recovery of funds, know that we will contest this in coufl. We feel the evidence 
chain is squarely on OUT side. 

We look forward to hearing from you soon and anticipate a fair, reversal of your 
decision. With warm regards, 

Tina Giberti, Director 
TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 



*APPEAL* 

Tina Giberti 
PO Box 5310 
Tucson, AZ 85703 

Fx: 520-628-1328 

tsciberti@hotmail.com 

*This is an APPEAL* 

Date of Notification: May 24,2005 
FRN: 914802 
Billed Entity Name: TLC Charter Schools. Inc. 
Form 471 Application: #3339389 
BEN: 225935 

Ph 520-603-1499 1 FCC-MAILROOM I 

“After thorough review, it was determined that the funding commitment for this request 
must be reduced by $4,200.00. On the original Form 471 the applicant was approved at a 
90 percent discount. FCC rules that the level of poverty shall be measured by the 
percentage of the student enrollment that is eligible for a free or reduced price lunch 
under the national school lunch program or a federally-approved alternative mechanism. 
During the course of the review, it was determined that the applicant is only eligible to 
receive a 20 percent discount. This determination was based on the fact that the survey, 
provided by the applicant as support for their requested percentage, did not meet the 
survey guidelines of the program. The requirements for a survey can be found in the 
Alternative Discount Mechanism Fact Sheet at 
httr , : / /www.sl.~~~~iversalservice.or~/~~fere~~c~~alt .asp#~. The survey provided by the 
applicant did not include the address of the family and the grade level of the student was 
blank. Therefore, the discount has been reduced from 90 percent to 20 percent, which is 
the minimum discount level for an urban school. Accordingly, the commitment has been 
reduced by $4,200.00 (Re-discount amount*Original Discount Percentage Revision 
Discount Percentage). Since this was a violation cause by an act or omission of the 
applicant, the SLD will seek recovery of improperly disbursed funds from the applicant.” 

*This is an APPEAL* 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The point in question centers around a “survey” that is stated to be. ‘‘missing” certain 
information. We contend that this survey was submitted as is base on the directive of a 
Schools & Libraries Program Integrity Assistant. We were instructed to submit an 
“example” of the form we were using to determine eligibility WITH the student name 
etc. OMITED. 

mailto:tsciberti@hotmail.com


Evidential timeline: 
1. January 24,2003 - Discussion begins with Rich DiGiovanna, PIA#032 Team #4, 

Schools and Libraries Division, Program Integrity Assurance, Ph: (973) 428-7355 
about the discount rate substantiation and other i tem. He asks for a copy of the 
NSLP figures we supply to the state. (See attached Exhibit A) 

2. On January 27,2003 we fax a blanked-out copy of our survey to Mr. DiGiovanna 
( S e e  Exhibit C). 

3. January 27,2003 - Mr. DiGiovanna asks for additional, specific information for 
NSLP substantiation, he says nothing about the survey itself. (See Exhibit B) 

4. On January 27,2003 we send this requested information to MI. Giovanna via fax 
(See attached Exhibit E, F), he does not receive this information therefore; 

5. February 18,2003 - We receive a fax from Mr. DiGiovanna that articulates 
specifically what information Schools &Libraries Division needs to validate 
NSLP figures and satisfy the requirements of the Alternative Discount 
Mechanism of your program. He Clearly states (Item #6 of Exhibit D) that we met 
one of the requested requirements of providing a “sample copy of a FILLED OUT 
SURVEYIAPPLICAION with the child’s personal information crossed out for 
confidentiality.” 

6. On February 18,2003 we again send this requested information to MI. Giovanna 
via fax (See attached Exhibit G). 

7. February 19,2003 - Mr. DiGiovanna acknowledges he receives the “discount” re: 
NSLP/Survey/etc. information. (See Exhibit H) He asks for other additional 
information unrelated to this issue and after successfully providing all information 
needed in HIS review, ALL Form 471’s for Funding Year 2003 are approved by 
Mr. DiGiovanna, a Program Integrity Assurance representative. 

Based on the above information, we feel that an error has occurred on YOUR p“. 
through either a lack of information on your part or through a Program Integrity 
representative providing incorrect information, which resulted in non-compliance. 
Therefore we respectfully APPEAL this decision and ask you reinstate the original 
funding commitment amounts. 

We hope this settles the matter. If you decide to not reconsider your decision and proceed 
to seek recovery of funds, know that we will contest this in court. We feel the evidence 
chain is squarely on our side. 

We look forward to hearing from you soon and anticipate a fair, reversal of your 
decision. With warm regards, 

(,. 



. .  

Rich -Tina Giberti 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Richard#032#Giberli@1-520628-1394 

PIA Team4 PIA Team4 [ PIA#032#Team4@sl.universalservice.orgl 
Friday, January 24,2003 7 : s  AM 

cc: 
Subject: 

- 
tl@azstarnet.com 
TLC Charier E-Rate 339387 and 339389 

Richard, 

I im processing your E-Rate appl ica t ions  and I need t h e  following information: 

Jl-The discount of 90% m L s t  be s i b s t a n i a t e d .  

U 2 - m p l l c a t i o n  339387 - Fm 914801 - Please fax me  a copy of t h e  c o n t r a c t .  

-Application 339389 - F m  914602 - Please fax m e  a copy ,of the  c o n t r a c t .  

We have a f i g u r e  of 80% f o r  yo 
Plesse fax  m e  a copy of t h e  NSLP figures you sLpply t o  t h e  state. 

a 

4-Optioxal - I can process  your appl ica t ion  if both it 
-Current ly ,  t h e  2 1 ' s  a r e  not a v a i l a b l e  from-s. __ 
Sorry f o r  t h e  inconvenience. 

P l e a s e  c a l l  f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  I f  you f e e l  i t s  required.  

Thanks, 

Rich 

Rich DiGiovanna 
Schools asd  L i b r a r i e s  'Division 
Program I n t e g r i t y  Assurance 
Voice 19731428-7355 
Fax (973)599-6512 .  -.- 
r d i g i o v @ s l  .un iversa lserv ice .  orc 
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TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 
PO Box 5370 Tucson, Arizona 85703 +School Ph .  (520)  628-1404 +Fax (520) 628-1394 

Ernad+ tlc@azstarnet.com 
-I_- 

1/ 27/ 03 

Schools & Libraries Division 
Attn: Rich DiGiovanna 
Fax: 973-599-6512 

Dear Rich, 

Attached you will find &e following information: 
1. Blanked+ut NSLP form 
2. Contract information for Applications 339387 & 339389 
3. Applicable Item 21's. 

Concerning substantiation of figures, we do not have an active NSLP program so we 
use the surveys to determine eligibility percentages for erate. These S U N ~ S  are kept on 
file in the administration section. 

ShouId you need any further information please Iet me know (email preferably) 

Richard Giberti 
TLC Charter Schools, Inc 

mailto:tlc@azstarnet.com
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The Arizona beportment of Education provides the following FY 2002 Income Guidelines f a r  determining the eligibility o f  students between the 
ogw of 5 and 17, who attend public schaol(s). Eligibility is wed to determine If a student qualifies for certain Federol funds. The majority o f  
Federal funds avoihble to schools provldc direct supplemental services t o  students who are a t  risk o f  not meeting Arizono's content and 
performance stondad. The school holds all infortnation given in strictest confidence. 

Based on the guidelines below, Is your family at or below the current income guidelines? YES 

Guidelines to Determine Funding 
Allocations for Certain Federal Programs 

Current Inanne Guklellnes 

Definition of I m e :  Indudes vfrtually all Items such as wages and 
@la* befwe any Muctlons, and other Income, such as self 
employment, welfare, soda1 security, retirement benefits 
unemployment wrnpensatlon, workers compensation, ald for 
dependent children, alimony, chlld support, penslons, insurance or 
annuity payments, etc. 

Yeat MQah H!& 
1 $10,855 905 209 
E t o l l u k  

2 14,625 1,219 282 
3 18,395 1,533 354 
8 54, 700,OO 22,165 1,648 427 
5 25,935 2,162 499 
6 29,705 2,476 572 
7 33,475 2,790 644 
8 37,245 3,104 717 
Each Addltlonal 
Member Add: +3,770 +315 t73 

If you family qwlltles, please complete the following lnfonnatlon for your 
children: . .. --. :-::.. . . . . 

Name of School . ~ ,  ~ m.& . /i 

,I,,.,i. I ,. .~ . . , . .  

I hereby certlfy that all of the above lnformatlon Is true I and correct. 

Parent/Gunrdlen Slgnature: 

Date: 7-J7-0> 

NOTE: These sutwy forms should be retained by the school dlstrict and kqit on file for a period of 5 years after the program ends. 

F I L E  GUIDELINE TO DETERMINE FORMUA CHILDREN M 2002 ENGUSH ' 



Rich .Tina Giberti - % 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

PIA Team4 PIA Team4 [PIA#032#Team4@sl universalservice org] 
Uandav. .anuary 27.2003 1053 AM 
Ri chard#032#G~bertiG31-520628-1394 - 
Ilc@azstarnet.com 
TLC Charter E-Rate 339387 and 339389 

Richard, 

ThanKs for  the information. After reviewing I still need some additional documentation 

A-The discount of 90% must be substaniated. A copy of one survey was received, but there 
was no info on the results of the survey. 
1) Total number of students enrolled 
2 )  Total number of surveys/a?plications sent out 
3 )  Number of surveys/applications returned 
4 )  Total number of students qualified for NSLP per the returned surveys/applications 
5 )  Are the surveys/applica:ions and results kept on file. 
6 )  A signed certi:ication rhat reads: "I certify that only those students who meez the 
Income Eligibility Guidelines of the National School Lunch Program have been included in 
C 0 l u ; n n  5 of Item lob, of Block 4 (Worksheet A) of the Form 471.'' 
i l  This information must be in writing on school letterhead snd signed by a school 
official (such as the Principal, Vica-Principal, Scperintendent, Director of Food 
Servfces) . 

8-Application 333387 - FRN 9 1 4 8 0 1  - Telecommunications - I asked for a copy of the 
contract but this may not be appliceble. This FRN is for Quest only - 980. Each FRN 
must be for a unique vendDr. Yet you mention Verizon and AThT? How did you arrive at 
the 9B3? 

C-Appplicatior. 339329 - ?m' 914802 - internet Access { T i )  for 600. You a r e  requesting 6GG 
on a cantract bu: you sent another contract f o r  250/mo for support? 

Sorry for the inconvenience. 

?lease call for clarification if you feel its required. 

Thanks, 

P.ich 

Rich DiGiovanna 
Schools and Libraries Division 
Program Integrity Assurance 
Voice (9731 428-7355 
Fax (973)599-6312 
rdigiov@sl.universalsarvize.org 

mailto:Ilc@azstarnet.com
mailto:rdigiov@sl.universalsarvize.org


-. _ - ,  "" *.".. e.., .". L-.,L"-OLP-L*c¶9 NEGA page: OOL-ooz 

a0 south Jefferson Road 

Fax: 373-555-651 2 
Whippany. Ned Jersey07981 

Universal Service Adrninistratiw Company 
Schools 8: Libraries Division 

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET 

k '  To, Richart Giberti 
Fax: i e o - 6 2 8 1  394 
Subject: TLC Eraie 339387,335089 
From: PIA Team4 
Date: Februaly 18,2003 
Time: 1:06:14 PM 

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE 2 
RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL THE CONTACT SPECIFIED BELOW. 

PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. IF YOU DO NOT 

*-- 

Richard, 

I need the followlng to complete the applications: 

Discount: The results of the survey. 
1) Total number of students enrolled 
2) Total number of suways/applications sent out 
3) Number of suweydapplicalions returned 
4) Total number of students qualified for NSLP per the returned survey/applications 
5) Are the surveydapplimtions and iesults kepi on file. 
6)- - Provide a sample CODV of a FILL ED OUT SURVEY!APPLiCATION with the child's e* 
m n a l  infcfmation crossed out for confidentiality. 
7) A slgned certlflcatlon that reads: "I certrfy that only thosr? students who meet the Income Eligibility 
Guidelines of the National Schcol Lunch Program have been included in Column 5 of Item I Ob, of 
Block 4 (Worksnet A) of the Form 471 ." 
8) This information must be in writing on school letterhead and signed by a school official (such as 

Prlvilege and cnnndemlality Notice 

'he informdinn in ttis telecoDy is intrded for the named recipents only, It may con& n informatidn ;hat is prwreged. mniidentia! or 
othewisapmtactad from dktosurs. If you are a d  :he intended raeipient you am hembyndrfiadthat anylbclosure. C0Pyir.g 
distritutiin. or the taking d any acEon in reiiana on the wn:ents of mi6 telecopied malerial is sirictly prohibked. If )'ou have raceimd 
the talscnpf in error. p k s e  nobfy us by telephone immediately and mail me original Lo us at the atow sddress Thank ycm 



TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 
PO Box 5310 Tucson, Arizona 85703 +School Ph.  (520) 628-1404 +Fax (520) 628-1394 

Email + tlc@azstamPt.com 
. . .. . . .  ... ~. ~ 

1/27/03 

Schools & Libraries Division 
Attn: Rich D i G i o v m  
Fax: 973-599-6512 

Dear Rich, 

Attached you will find the NSLP eligibility matrix. 

&odd JLorPneed any further information please let me know (email preferabry). 

Richard Giberti 
TLC Charter S c h d s ,  k.c. 

mailto:tlc@azstamPt.com


TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 
PO Box 5310 Tuaon,  Afizona 85703 *School Ph.  (520)  628-1404 *Fax Ci20) 628-1394 

Emailt  t lc@a,-st>inet.c3~ 

SCHOOL 
NAME 

TLC Charter 
School 

1127103 

Total kl of Total # of 
Surveys Surveys 
Given Returned 

80 35 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I certify that the table below re5ects the National School Lunch Program (NSLP) eliciibililv 
statistics for TLC Charter Schools, Inc. as of 12/3/02 that had been included in Column 5 of 
ItemlOb, ofBlock4 (Worksheet A)oftheFonn471: 

T d l #  of Total # of Total # of 
Surveys Matched Siblings Students 

ElipiMe 
Eligible 
Students 

- 
ADM 

- 
75 

According to the SLD, the siblings of a student in a school that has established that the student's 
family income is at or below the Income Eligibility Guidelines for NSLP m y  also be coG"2ed as 
eligible for E-rate application purposes by the respective schools the siblings mend  These 
additional siblings have at least one sibling ofthe same household who is eligible to partkipate 
inNSLP. Thus, these students have been included in the total eligibility figures. 

Each enrolling student is given an eligibility survey; generally the parent/guardii only 
completes one form per Emily, listing each child on the same form. So we gave out 80 surveys 
to those interested in enrollment at the beginning of the year and received 35 surveys back, 27 
had eligible students and most ofthese had multiple studentdchildren listed. 

I further certify that these figures are true to the best of my knowledge and that our school 
district has  proof on file to support these figures. These statistics may be used on Form 471 for 
purposes of applying for E-rate funds for this school and/or om school district. 

Yours truly, 
n 

--LL 
Richard Gibed 
TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 



TLC Charter ~chools, loc. 
PO Box 5310 Tucson, Arizona 85703 *School Ph.  (520) 628-q404 *Fax (520) 628-1394 

Emad + tlc@azsizrnd.com 

Total rl of TdaI # of Total # of Total k; of 

NAME Given Rctomed Returned with Discovered 
SCHOOL SUrVCyS surveys S m v e ~ . s  Matched Siblings 

Eligible 
Students 

TLC Charter 80 35 27 37 
School 

211 8/03 

Total # of 
Students ADM 
&-& 'Students 

enrolledn 

64 75 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I certify that the table M o w  reflects the National School Lunch Program (NSLP) elipibilift: 
statistics for TLC Charter Schools, Inc. as of 12/3/02 that had been included in Column 5 of 
ItemlOb, ofBIock4 (Worksheet A)ofrhe Form 471: 

According to the SLD, the siblings of a student in a school that has established that the student's 
h i l y  income is at or below the Income Eligibility Guidelines for NSLP m y  also be counted as 
eligible for Grate application purposes by the respective schools the siblings attend. These 
additional siblimp have at least one sibling of the same household who is eligible to participate 
in NSLP. Thus, these students have been included in the total eiimiility figures. 

Each enrolling student is given an eligibility survey; generally the paredguardian only 
completes one form per family, listing each child on the same form. So we gave out 80 surveys 
to those interested in enrollment at the beginning ofthe year and received 3 5 surveys back, 27 
had eligible students and most of these had multiple studentslchildren listed 

I further certify that these figures are true to the best of my knowledge and that OUT scbool 
district has proof on file to support these figures. These statistics may be used on Form 471 for 
purposes of applying for E-rate funds for this school and/or our school disrrict. 

Richard Gibe2 
Director 
TLC Charter Schools, Inc. 

mailto:tlc@azsizrnd.com


80 South Jefferson Road 
Vlhippany. New Jersey 07981 
Fax 973-599451 2 

Universal Service Administrative Company 
Schools & Libraries Dkision 

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SH€ET 

To: Richard Giberti 

Subject: 
From: PIA Team4 
Dale: February 19, 2003 
Time: 12:27:38 PM 

Fax: I -5xma1394 
TLC Charier €-Rate 339387 and 339389 

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE 4 
RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL THE CONTACT SPECIFIED BELOW. 

Richard 

Thanks for the information on the discount 

PAGE(S), INCLUDING Ti-IS COVER SHEET. IF YOU DO NOT 

Please read the attachment for additional request. 

Thanks, 

Rich 

Rich DiGiwanna 
Schools and Libraries Divlsion 
Program Integrity Assurance 
Voice (973)428-7355 
Fax (973)599-6512 

Privilege and Canfldentlality Notice 

? r e  infomation ir ihir telgopy is intended for the named req!ienis only R may mntain kformation that h pnviegrd. confidential or 
o*ewise protected from disclcsura. If you are nst the intandad recipient yw ale hereby notfied that any disclosure, :opylng. 
distribution, of the laking of any aCtior IP reliance on the contents ofthis delecopid material is nridtly prohibited. If you hmw reseiyd 
!he relecopv in error. please notify us by telephone immediaiely and mail t?a crL$inal10 us ar the abwe address n a r k  you. 


