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CC Dockef No. 02-6

"Request for Review"

TLC Charter Schaols, Inc. 10/18/05
Attn: Tina Giberti
PO Box 5310
Tucson, AZ 85703
Ph: 520-628-1404

Fax: 520-628-1328 RECEIVED & INSPECTED
tic@dakotacom.net 0CT 18 2005
"Request for Review" FCC- MAILROOM

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 summary:

May 24, 2005 — TLC Charter Schools, Inc. {TLCCS) received notice from USAC that a
“routine review of Schools and Libraries Program funding commitments has revealed
certain applications where funds were committed in viclation of program rules.” The
“violation™ being ihe survey to determine financial eligibility that we submitted lacked
certain information (address of family and grade level). USAC cites
htip://mww.sl.universalservice. .org/reference/alt. asp#3 as their justification.

TLCCS appeails this decision. TLCCS refutes USAC's decision and states that the
“survey” 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.

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

. oi Cogies recd__ (1)
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Evidential Tineline:

1. January 24, 2003 - Discussion begins with Rich DiGiovanna, PIA#032 Team #4,
Schools and Libraries Division, Program Integrity Assurance, Ph: (873) 428-7355
about the discount rate substantiation and other items. He asks for a copy of the
NSLP figures we supply to the state. (Exhibit A)

2. OnJanuary 27, 2003 we faxed a blanked-out copy of our survey (fo protect the
personal information of the studentfamily) to Mr. DiGiovanna. (Exhibit C)

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

4. On January 27, 2003 we send this requested information to Mr. DiGiovanna via
fax {See Exhibit E, F), he does not receive this information, therefare;

5. February 18, 2003 —We receive a fax from Mr. DiGiovanna that arliculates
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 D) that we met one of the
requested requirements of providing a "sample copy of a FILLED OUT
SURVEY/APPLICATION with the child's personal information crossed out for
confidentiality.”

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/Surveyfetc. information. (Exhibit H) Mr. DiGiovanna asks for additional
information unrelated to this issue and after successfully providing all information
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 majority of
which are poor and represent various minority groups. The discounted services we
receive provide needed infrastructure and voice/data service for our students and staff.
Not only could we not afford many of the iterns and services were it not for these

discounts, if we were required to repay these manies, the school might be 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
faith 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 litigate the matter.

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

Tina Giberti, Director
TL.C Charter Schools, Inc.
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*APPEAL*

Tina Giberti
PO Box 5310
Tucson, AZ 85703

Ph: 520-603-1499
Fx: 520-628-1328 RECEIVED & INSPECTED

tsgiberti@hotmail.com 0CT 1 8 2005

*This is an APPEAL* FCC - MAILROOM

Date of Notification: May 24, 2005

FRN: 1023383

Billed Entity Name: TLC Charter Schools, Inc.
Form 471 Application: #373999

BEN: 225935

“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. FECC 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

http//www.sl.universalservice org/reference/alt.asp#3. The survey provided by the
applicant did not include the address of the family and the grade Jevel 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*Qriginai 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, OMITTED.
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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 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-out copy of our survey to Mr. DiGiovanna
(See Exhibit C).

3. Janwvary 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 from Mr. DiGiovanna that articulates
specifically what information Schools & Libraries Division needs to validate
NSLP figures and satisfy the requirements of the Aiternative 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:
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 af 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,
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*APPEAL*

Tina Gibertt
PO Box 5310 RECEIVED & INSPECTED
Tucson, AZ 85703
Ph: 520-603-1499

Fx: 520-628-1328 O0CT 1 8 2005
tsgiberti @hotmail.com FCC-M AILROOM
*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

“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
hup:/www.sl.universalservice.org/reference/alt. asp#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 amount*QOriginal 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. OMITTED.
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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 items. He asks for a copy of the
NSLP figures we supply to the state. (See attached Exhibit A)

Cn January 27, 2003 we fax a blanked-out copy of our survey to Mr. DiGicovanna

(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 Janvary 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 & 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 requiremnents of providing a “sample copy of a FILLED QUT

SURVEY/APPLICAION with the child’s personal information crossed out for

confidentiality.”

5. 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:
NSLP/Survey/etc. information. (See Exhibit H) He asks for other additional
information wnrelated 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.

I_:\)

n

Based cn 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,

Tina Giberti, Director
TLC Charter Schools, Inc.
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*APPEAL*

Tina Giberti RECEIVED & INSPECTED
PO Box 5310

T , AZ 85703

e 0CT 18 210

Fx: 520-628-1328

FCC - MAILROOM

tseiberti@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

“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
http:/fwww.sl.universalservice.org/reference/alt.asp#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 $4,200.00 (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 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
ete. OMITTED.
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Evidential timeline:

1. January 24, 2003 - Discussion begins with Rich DiGiovanna, PIA#032 Team #4,
Schools and Libraries Division, Frogram 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. (See attached Exhibit A)

2. On January 27, 2003 we fax a blanked-out 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 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
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. Gicvanna
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 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,

Tina Gibertd, Director
TLC Charter Sehools, Inc.
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Rich _Tina Giberti ol

From: PIA Team4 PIA Team4 [PIA#0324Team4@sl.universalservice.org)
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 7:36 AM

Ta: Richard#(32#Giberti@1-5620-628-1394

Ce: tic@azstarnet.com

Subject: TLC Charter E-Rate 339387 and 339383

Richazd,

1 zm processing your E-Rate applications and I need the Zollowing information:

\jé~The discount of 9C% must be substaniated. We have a figure of B0% for yo
Please fax me a copy o= the NSIP figures vou supply to the state.

\Je—Application 339387 - FRN 914B01 - Please fax me a copy of the contract.

;ij%~Application 339389 - FRK 814802 - Please fax me a copy of the contract.
4

~Optioral - I can process your application if both it are also faxed to me.

- Currently, the 21's are not available from Xansas. " —
———— e .o
(TS L (

Sorry for the inconvenience.
Please call for clarification Zf you feel its reguired.
Thanks,

Rich “ &

Rich DiGiovanna

Scrools and Libraries Division
Program Integrity Assurance
Voice (973}428-7355

Fax {973)599~6512 - -
rdigiov@sl.universalservice.org

- cew an e T et
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TLC Charter Schools, Inc.

PO Box 5310 Tucson, Arzong 85703 ¢ Schoo!l Ph. (5200 628-1404 ¢Fax (520) 628-1394
Emaile tic@azstarnet.com

1/27/03
Schools & Libraries Division

Attt Rich DiGiovanna
Fax: 973-596-6512

Dear Rich,

Attached you will find the following information: -
1. Blanked-out NSLP form
2. Contract information for Applications 339387 & 339389
3. Applicable Jtem 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 surveys are kept on
file in the administration section.

Should you need any further information please let me know (email preferably).

Thank you,

o e 8

Richard Gibert

TLC Charter Schools, Inc. - | /

bpd ¥Origee yord eg2:20 S0 81 RO



mailto:tlc@azstarnet.com

L T TIPS U O

p12

6281404

Rich

Oct 18 05 08:29a

The Arizona Department of Education provides the following FY 2002 Income Guidelines for defermlning the eligibility of students between the
ages of 5 and 17, who attend public school(s). Eligibility is used to determine if a student qualifies for certain Federal funds, The majority of
Federal funds available to schools provide direct supplemental services to students who are at risk of not meeting Arizona's content and

performance standards. The schoof holds ail information given in strictest confidence.

Based on the guidelines below, is your family at or below the current income guidefines?

YES NO |

Guldelines to Determine Funding
Allocations for Certain Federal Programs

Current Income Guidelines

Definition of Income: Includes virtually alt ltems such as wages and
salaries before any deductions, and other Income, such as self
employment, welfare, sodlal secwity, retirement benefis
unemployment compensation, workers compensation, ald for
dependent children, alimony, child support, pensions, insurance or
annuity payments, etc,

Famlly Skke | Year Month Week
1 '$10,855 905 209
2 14,625 1,219 282
3 18,395 1,533 354
@ st wosc 22,165 1,848 427
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 Additional

Member Add: +3,770 +318 +73

If you family quallfles, please complete the following information for your
children: :

SEymamE

I hereby certify that all of the above information Is true and correct,

Parent/Guardian Signature:

NOTE: These survey forms should be retained by the schoo! district and kept on file for a period of 5 years after the program ends.

FILE: GUIDELINES TO DETERMINE FORMUA CHILDREN FY 2002 ENGLI&H ‘
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il
From: PIA Team4 PIA Team4 [PIABD32#Team4@si.universalservice, org)
Sent: Maonday, January 27, 2003 10:58 AM '
To: Richard#032#Giberti@1-520-628-1394
Cc: lic@azstamet.com
Subject: 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 infc on the results cf the survey.

1) Total number of students enrolled

2) Total numper of surveys/applications sent out

2) Number of surveys/applications returned

4) Total number of students qualified for NSLP per the returned surveys/applications

2) Are the surveys/applications and results kept on file.

) A signed certification that reads: "I certify that only thosz students who meet the

Income Eligibility Guidelines of the National School Lunch Program have been included in
Column 5 of Item 10b, of Block 4 (Werksheet A) of the Form 471."

7 This information must be in writing on school letterhead and signed by a school
official (such as the Principal, Vica-Principal, Suvperintendent, Director of Food
Services).

B-Bpplication 332387 - FRN £14801 - Telecommunications — I asked for a copy of the
contract but this may not be applicable. This FRN 1s for Quest only - 9280. Each FRN
must be for a unigue wendor, Yet you mention Verizon and AT&ET? How did you arrive at
the 8BO?

C-hpplication 3353335 - RN 914802 - Internet Access {Ti) for &00. You are requesting G0
on a contract but vou sent another contract for 250/mo for support?

Serry for the Inconvenience.

Flease call for clarification if you feel its required. Cf 4
Thanks, @
Rich 2( @9 ](

Rich DiGicvanna

Schools and Likraries Divisicon
Program Integrity Assurance
Voice (973)428-7355

Fax (973)E589-g312
rdigicvésl.universalsarvice.org
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Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Librarizs Division

&0 South Jefferson Road
Whippany New Jersey 07981
Fax: 973-595-6512

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

To: Richart Giberti iy #
Fax; 1-520-628-1394

Subject: TLC Erate 338387/339389 rr D
From: PIA Team4 @;

Date: February 18, 2003 ég( )

Time: 1:06:14 PM

¥OU SHOULD RECEIVE 2 PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. |[F YOU DO NOT
RECEVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL THE CONTACT SFECIFIED BELOW.

Richard,
| need tha following to complets the applications:

Discount: The results of the survey.

1} Total number of students enroiled

2) Total number of survaysfapplications 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/applications and results kept on file.

6) Jone - Provide a sample copy of ED QUT SURVEY/APPLICATION with the child's <————Q"
personal infermation crossed out for confidentiality.

7) A signed certification that reads: | certify that only those students who meet the Income Eligibility
Guidelines of the MNational School Lunch Program have been included in Column 5 of ltem 10b, of
Block 4 (Worksheet A) of the Form 471."

8) This information must be in writing on scheal letterhead and signed by a school official (such as

>

Privilege and Confidentiality Notice

The information in tris telecopy is int2nded for the named recipients anly. It may conta n information that is privieged, confidential or
otherwise protectad from disclosure. i you are nat the intended recipient, you are hersby nctified that any disclosure, copying
distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance on the ontents of this telecopied material is siriclly prohibited. If you hava received
1he tetecopy in emor, please netify us by telephone immediately and mait the original to us at the ebove zedress. Thank you.
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TLC Charter Schools, Inc.

PO Box 5310 Tucson, Arizena 85703 ¢School Ph. (520) 628-1404 #Fax (520) 628-1394
Email ¢ tlc@azstarnet.com

1/27/03

Schools & Libraries Division

Atn: Rich DiGiovanna

Fax: 973-599-6512

Dear Rich,

Attached you will find the NSLP eligibility matrix.

Showdd yeirneed any further information please let me know (email preferably).
Ahank you,

L

Richard Giberti o g
TLC Charter Schools, Inc.
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1/27/03

To Whom It May Concern:

TLC Charter Schools, Inc.

PO Box 5310 Tucson, Arizona 85703 #School Ph. (520) 628-1404 eFax (520) 628~1394
Emaile tdc@zrsiainetcom

1 certify that the table below reflects the National School Lunch Program (NSLP) gligibility
statistics for TLC Charter Schools, Inc. as of 12/3/02 that had been included in Column 5 of
Item10b, of Block 4 (Worksheet A) of the Form 471:

Total # of Total # of Total # of Total # of Total # of
SCHOOL Surveys Surveys Surveys Matched Siblings Students ADM
NAME Given Retarned Returned with Discovered Eligible
Ehpgible
Students
TLC Charter 80 35 27 37 64 75
School

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 may also be counted as
eligible for E-rate application purposes by the respective schools the siblings attend. These
additional siblings 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 eligibility figures.

Each enrolling student is given an eligibility survey; generally the parent/guardian 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 of the year and received 35 surveys back, 27

had eligible students and most of these had multiple students/children listed.

1 further certify that these figures are true to the best of my knowledge and that our schoo!
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 district.

Mm@ﬂ"hfg

Yours truly,

Richard Giberti

TLC Charter Schools, Inc.
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2/18/03

To Whom It May Concern:

TLC Charter Schools, tnc.

PO Box 5310 Tucson, Arizong 85703 o5chool Ph. (520) 62B-1404 ¢Fax (520} 628-1394
Emaile Hc@azstarnet.com

I certify that the table below reflects the National School Lunch Program (NSLP) gligibitity
statistics for TLC Charter Schools, Inc. as of 12/3/02 that had been incladed in Column 5 of
Item10b, of Block 4 (Worksheet A} of the Form 471:

Total # of Total # of Total # of Total # of Total ¥ of
SCHOOL Surveys Surveys Surveys Matched Siblings Students ADM
NAME Given Returned Returned with Discovered Eligibla “Students
Eligible enrolled”
Students
TLC Charter 80 35 27 37 64 75
School

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 may also be counted as
eligible for E-rate application purposes by the respective schools the siblings attend. These
additional siblings 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 gligibility figures.

Each enrolling student is given an eligibility survey; generally the parent/guardian only
completes one form per family, listing cach 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 of these had multiple students/children 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 our school district.

Yours truly,
_ 00

Richard Giberti
Director

TLC Charter Schools, Inc.
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Unijversal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

80 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, New Jersey 07981

rax: 973-500-6512
FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET
To: Richard Giberti
Fax: 1-520-628-1394

Subject: TLC Charler £E-Rate 339387 and 339384
From; PIA Team4

Date: February 19, 2003

Time: 1222738 PM

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE 4 PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. IF YOU DO NOT
"RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL THE CONTACT SPECIFIED BELOW.

Richard,
Thanks for the information on the discount.

Piease read the attachment for additional request. A

Al
Rich DiGiovanna //

Schools and Libraries Division
Program Integrity Assurance
Voice (873)428-7335

Fax (973)599-6512

Privilege and Confidentiality Notice

The information ir this telecopy is intended for the named recipients only It may contain formation that is privieged, confidential or
oherwmse protected from disclesura. If you are not the intandad racipient, you are hereby notfied that any disciosure, copying,
distribution, or the taking of any actier ir reliznce cn the contants of this tefecopied material is strictly prohibited. If you have reseivad
the telecopy in arror, please notify us by telephone immedialely and mail tha criginal {6 us at the aixove address. Thark you.
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