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Form 471 #460775
BEN #151831
Funding Ycar 2005-2006
FRN# 1307827 Nextel
FRN# 1307855 Verizon wrls
FRN# 1307766 Xchange Tel.

REQUEST FOR REVIEW
Janu,~:; 3,2007

Appe',i I'r: Rabbi Yaakov M. Horowitz
Conp: :l,ation Beth Mikroh
221 'Ii ,laRd.
MOlt ,,,, NY 10952
Te11l4: -425-4880 ext 103
Fax !,. ,·425·1062
ymbl'J, l@optonline.net

Fedl~J'l: (~ommunicationsCommission
Offi,; ~ f the Secretary
445 1~' Street SW
Rool1l 'W-A325
Wast hlton DC 20554

CC :C (, :ket # 02-6
CC 1:(, :ket # 96·45
Dear Si I ~i,

Congregation Beth

JAN 0 3 2007

FCC· MAILROOM

SLD- 1:!' denied these FRNs due to bidding violations. Please read all my
COll1011lliications with the reviewer and please note that two of the vendors denied were
the J'le' 'ious year's vendors.
Re: :~c1IEngcTelecom FRN #1307766
In bdnl: I~vercautiousI did a review of the previous year's choices by going back to the
vend(,! ,I'e rejected the previous year and reexamining which one came out cheaper .I
cam,:· t,: [be same conclusions as the previous year. It was I who solicited rate sheets from
our 1"(1 ,;nt landline phone vendor and from the alternative choice of the previous year.In
the PI e I: ()US year these choices were not contested as a bidding violation. As a result of
my effilits to reexamine the last ycar's finding we arc now being penalized on
tecllll: (I ,!Jities.
Unfc,' ~ III,ately instead of submitting a rubri'" with inconsequential criteria and coming
up wd, ,1 composite score, I wrote quite simply, that in this situation our determination
was :;1 r'l )Iy based on the fact that our present company came up with a better bottom line
cost. 1'" 'i,od . I explained exactly how we determined this. based On varied calling plans
for va~l;j, line usage. Thc competition's non unlimited plans had per minute rates that
based (J I the minute usage of the non unlimited lines at that time would have made them

No. of CooiasrOC'd~
UstABCDE
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Unel'): IImical. Our present provider cost less per minute on the non unlimited plans
makil1! their package as a whole less expensive. Considering that all the
lane ';I;S are in any event maintained by Verizon and any service on the lines is done by
Ver:"l" what other criteria than actual cost per plan per minute COuld there be? I sent
the r(!\'~wer the tate sheets from both providers which showed all the differences in plans
and eXlllained why one company's rates plans provided bigger overall savings. I didn't
imag J, : that it would be necessary to keep the scrap sheets containing the multiplication
ofmim II,es times cents per minute cost of the non unlimited plans. Would SLD require a
prep r: II professional spread sheet documenting my statements because if I could find the
SCraP! JIllet it surely wouldn't he comprehensible to them. I kept and sent what I felt was
'iUf~( i: lIt; the rate sheets and the explanation of the criteria I used to come to my
cond Ui II)D. Is that not enough? Let me state again that the only question involved in our
land Ji' ,: decision was whether to switch away from a provider that we used for the past
two )61 ::Il based on a possible savings which we calculated did not exist in any event.
I wmll': n my reply to the reviewer that we reviewed rate sheets from two phone service
deab:! Sir Slunooze Alot Communications and Delta Net. If there is a misimpression
that bellI their offers were not accepted because we chose to use Xchange Telecom, then
let m': i 1ate that while Sir Shmooze A lot is a dealer for several phone companies it is
they 1vI·) acted as the agent for X-Change Telecom and it was their offer that was
aceell~:.1 that year and in the previous year as well .My initial reply to the reviewer
doetll~: "ted that it was they who recommended Xchangc; as being the best deal for us.
That Jr, :lns that these plans were the best they could offer from their list of companies.
Conl>~i ling the Wireless FRN's 1307827 Nextel FRN# 1307855 Verizon Wireless
The Illli '.' change over the previous year was to change one cell line from Verizon
wireI,,! I to Nextel based on the cost savings for the one user who saved more from
Nexl:<l 1 free incoming calls plan. I gave sufficient explanation why we kept Verlzon for
thc (,hi I' phone lines and why Nextel was not a cost efficient alternative. Would SLD
have pl" :lerred that I not have contacted Nextel to take advantage of the savings on that
line.
DellI ;;" Beth Mikroh has a high percentage of children whose parents are scholars
and 1ealle.1'S or who come from large families. Their parent's salaries and fellowships
ptovidl: .hem with only the basic necessities and consequently the children are on
signif( :!tit scholarship from the school. The parents pay into Universal Service through
their pit Ine bills as anyone else. Our school thus, runs on as tight a budget as can be
imagh ::I and resists being forced into hiring B-Rate consulting firms who siphon off as
theide: at much as 10% of the funding award. IfSLD will reject phone service for my
kind (f :idding violation then my efforts to save SLD money will not only not be
reward,: :Ibut we might need to, out ofnecessity, fann out B-Rate work to an outside
consllf'lg firm taking the 10 % . Is that what SLD will consider cost effective?!
PleaM ':: II~sider our appeal and award us the funding we feel is due to US 111ank you for
your H: II consideration.
Plea~( :I. :Imowledge receipt of this appeal with a fax or E-mail

Rabbi YaakovM.~

I•ongregation Beth Mikroh E-Mail ymhybm@o~::=n~ 845-425-4880
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IJSA Universal Service Administrative Compally
Schools & Libraries Di..ision

Administrator's DlOdsion on i\ppeal- FundingYtar 2005·2006

NOV':lllher 15, 2006

Rabbi '~aakov M. Horowitz
COIlgl' ,gation Beth Mikroh
221 ..' i ;lla Road
Mom,: 1'" NY 10952

Re: JllJplieant Name:
Ii, lied Entity Number:
h1m1471 Application Numbe(:
I: ,Illding Request Number(s):
'. ,Jur Correspondence Received:

Congrcgation Beth Mikroh Inc
151831
460775
1307766, 1307827, 1307855
February 23, 2006

Aft~'l II Clrough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Divi,~k II (SLD) of the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) has made its
decis il' " in regard to your appeal of USAC's Funding Year 2005 Funding Commitment
Dec!; i : 11 Letter for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the
basi:; c: '1JSAC's decision. The date of this letter begins the 60 day tinle period for
app"'! J i ',g this decision to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If your
Lett,~:· ::' Appeal included more than one Application Number, please note that yOll will
rece:i"(' ,I separate letter for each application.

FumUr: :.Request Numberls);
Decisi'l" on Appeal:
Explarli::ion:

1307766,1307827,1307855
Denied

• luring the course of Program Integrity Assurance (PIA) review, the applicant,
,',:ongrcgation .Beth Mikroh Inc., was contacted and a5ked to provide
,j'lcumentation explaining its vendor selection process. Specifically, USAC
:':quested the applicant to provide documentation created contemporaneously
,luring the evaluation period, such as bid evaluation sheets, that provides evidence
"f how the selected vendors were chosen. Applicant's facsimile dated October 11,
: :D05 submitted in response to USAC's request stated that, "We did not prepare
I,id evaluation 5heets as the only factor wa5 the fact that the cost was cheaper."
!: ince the aforementioned documentation was not provided, USAC could not
I ~tennine if th.e school's vendor 5election process was in compliance with this
'Ilpport medlanism competitive bidding rules. On appeal, you have failed to

_ ..--,----------------_----..:-
Box 125 - Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jeffe"on Road, Whippany, New Jersey 07981

Visit U:I\ online at: WINW.sl.un/~ru'servfcs.orr;
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provide evidence that USAC erred in its initial decision; consequently, the appeal
is denied.

01/03/2007

If 'Ieu\ llwea1 has been approved, but funding has been reduced Or denied, ~()t\ ma'Y
appeal :hese decisions to either USAC or the FCC..For appeals that have been denied in
full, pl."I:ially approved, dismissed. or canceled, you may file an appeal with the FCC.
You s I JUld refer to CC Docket No. 02-6 on the first page of your appeal to the FCC.
Yom' Illpeal must be received or postmarked within 60 days of the date on this letter.
FaUn, to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal. If you
are ~ J: .nilling your appeal via United States Postal Service, send to: FCC, Office of the
SecId: :y,445 12th Street SW, Washington, DC 20554. Further information and options
for :~ih Ig an appeal directly with the FCC can be fOlmd in the "Appeals Procedure"
post, ( in the Reference Area of the SLD section of the USAC website or by contacting
the (I. I nt Service Bureau. We strongly recommend that you use the electronic filing
option,

We t:ll Ilk you for your continued SUppOlt, patience and cooperation during the appeal
proc:f s,.

Schln "rmd Libraries Division
Uni'!'ll'.. ,1 Service Administrative Company

Box 12.:'S - Corre~pondence Unit 80 South Jefferson ROlld. Whippany. New Jer.'SCy 07911 I
Visit us online Ht: WWN.sl,universal$MIioe,org

---_ ..._--------------------
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Cor It :lct Name:

Rabbi Yaakov M.Horowitz
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Cong: 'E ,I~Ition Beth Mikroh
221 'I,i:'aRd
Mons~,IINY10952

Rabbi "lakOV M, Horowitz
Pho~" ,11~5-425-4880ext 103
Fax:1 115-425-1062
E-m~li I :,lhybm@optonline.net
Or l<J:(~! 'Ji@optonline,net

AI'PEAL Funding Decision Letter Dec.27, 05
BEN J ~ 11131
Fonn .1"0 # 578000000
Fonn ·1'1', #460775
Fund:!Il!: vear07/01l05-06/30/06

FRN ill: ,[17827 Verizon Wireless CELLULAR SERVICE
FRN 111 :07855 Nextel CELLULAR SERVICE

FRN II • 1,07766 X-Change Telecom Phone Service

ReasOIl I,,:r deniaJ : " Applicant failed to provide vendor bid score sheet or other vender
select!I)ll documentation" Bidding Violation

I vigor ~ , ',dy contest the findings and conclusions of the reviewer as being based on a
misunw Iltanding ofmy reply.
First I '.,Iuld like to state that as these FRNs are for telecommunication phone service
there :,5 ;1 Il requirement that' actively pursue getting new bids on this type of service, As
the con 1I11mication that I had with other providers did not come about as a result of their
reply ';(1 I',,: 470 I could have sta!lted that we received no bids which is true. It is also tlUe
that tit,s: providers do not provide bids besides for exceptionally large accounts. You
will no; : ,:ny a cellular service provider if you could prove or I would admit that
comp<:lul ,; or perhaps cheaper cell companies published their rates in my local newspaper
or even I, :Ilt me advertising by regular mail or bye-mail as these are not responses to the
470 ami I:>,,,refore pose no violation for non response or non acceptance of their offering,
TIiere H,: Ie, two FRNs for cel1ular service, One ofthem was Verizon Wireless which
already, \ liS our provider, previously reviewed and approved. One of our cell users has
a usage \lll',cd more on incoming calls therefore, knowing that Nextel had an unlimited
incom illl: :1"ogram, we contacted Nextel got their rate sheet compared and decided that
for thi:1 U! I:r NEXTEL was more cost effective as nextcl offers free incoming. We at the
same timl' l1lexamined our Verizon rates and immediately maximi>.:ed savings under a
family JII: .1 for 5 of Our tines( linlit 5 ) In this decision we found no other factors to
influenCE "ur decision other than cost and therefore did not prepare a bid scoring sheet .In
additicr, :' '~re were no bids other than our receipt of available pUblished rate sheets which
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I did :i:: to the reviewer. We were not contacted as part of the E·Rate process by either
vender .or should the procurement oftheir rate sheets be considered bids.

Our II ~I:ntion of Verizan and switch of one line to Nextel was done in the interest of
Cost eBilc:tiveness as I stated many times. Is this what one can call a bidding violation I?
Is US ~ I .' to be more concernd with technicalities than an honest attempt to procure
chea}:: lervice7 Knowing this is there anything more I could have added to answer the
revie'~,,: :.

Ther,~ \, It, one FRN for phone service FRN 1307766
We tV~:': already using this vender the previous year. This selection was reviewed and
appl'lI",::1 the previous year as being chosen in compliance with SLD rules. Although we
were I~ 'llY with the service and satisfied that the prices were as cheap as a business
could g.,1 ,we were extra cautious and had our service reviewed by another broker of
phone!, :'vice. This company analyzed our service and suggested using different calling
plans j,. different lines. They faxed us their rate and showed how we could save money.
We cool IlI:ted our original provider who faxed in his various plans. After doing numher
crund.i· ,1 we decided to stay with the original provider because using their plans
prod\Il:~' I greater savings. We immediately changed calling plans to recognize immediate
savini!; All this was explained to the reviewer and the provider rate sheets were faxed to
him. Yc' :)id score sheet was prepared because in this case we saw no other factor for
detem i: lIg our choice other than the fact that by retaining the original provider we
would s: ': the maximum amount of savings.(l faxed the reviewer my communications
with llc 11'10 companies. If this is necessary for your review I will fax it to you, but I am
sure tllal i'OU have access to every thing that the original reviewer received .) As I stated
beforl~. -: III other provider did not contact us as a result of the 470 nor were wc obligated
to conl a;: them nor should their fax be considered an E-Rate bid.
Could) t l call what we did, a bidding violation, whcn OUr whole intent was to use the
vend(,t 1I",t provided to our knowledge, the most cost effective service and be able to
makc < :,: jtement that our current vender is the cheapest?

To Sl.tli!t lrize, our telecommWlication providers produce informational rate sheets and
do nOI; bi:, I recognize that the false impression was given that our current providers were
new pO', iders. and were chosen as the better of two offers. TIle two of the three
providl1n who were the previous years providers were already approved for the previous
years :Ii nI :l:ing .All our decisions for these services were in filct determined by price alone
as we ci<' not consider any other factors as playing a role in this particular decision. The
offers v: II' not as a result ofE-rate 470 . No solicitation of these rates W"ll ever requIred
to qualifi lor funding. Therefore we were not required to prepare a bid score sheet and
even if ~II~ is contested, we clearly stated that the price was in this case the only
consider Ilion, both providers being reputable providers and equal in any conceivable
way bu: : :'iice and plan.

As an .~;i II" I was placed at a great deal of pressure being asked to prepare documentation
at the bO:1! inning of the school term which is the busiest time of the year for me. TIle
reviewer' :(aims that he tried to contact me by phone during tbe summer then admitted he



01/03/2007 12:29 8454251062 VESHIVABAISMIKROH PAGE 08

had II.c '1lI"ong phone number. The preferred method of communication was marked as
fax. '1 b·. Ilast request for information immediately preceded our holiday break at Yom
Kippu.ime and I did the best I could to provide the anSwers that the Reviewer requested
befon! :.1: break .If! did not explain myself properly it was because I wanted to provide a
time!)' :: sponse and not ignore the request .I regret any misunderstanding I might have
causl~ll, but I feel that the facts are self evident in my communications.
Plea:l~: Ionor my appeal request with a positive reply. Thank you for your service to the

SLD.

I am emosing my responses to the reviewer and his requests for information.

;1::1~1Jt~
Sincc:iell' Yours,
Rabbi ~",u~ov M. Horowitz
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Su l1 e (I 15183' P'-I'all: Selective Review
September :/2.2005

3. V<~t CC . selection
FRN 13( 7827 1307R$) Published Veri7.on rate througillocal Vcri7.on vendor and taxed Nextel rntelS,
I::"RN 13[ '7766 2 proposflls ,one from current provider and one:: frOIll Delta Net Both arc resellcr brokers
who ':I;;:. I'ilith numerollS companic,.;; .
FRN 13: ":~89 No ofter::; received for Dialup Internet
PRN 13: "906 No otTers l"eccived for Beeper
FRN 13: "JHR No offers for cflble service 110 C01Tlpcting cahle service.
FRN ,I 3-1 'I .1190. 1342969 No offers for PBX maintenance of our phone system type.

Ca.i(: ,i ··200:)-bcn 151 fU f
Ex::~ n; :1115 on Verizem wireless servicc~ do not generate written contract" and arc commonly done either
onlillE )n the phone N in a local verizoll store,

I fUr: \10 RFP's wel'~~ made a<l all intormation was listed 011 our 470.
Thm ~ , I (:re scver[ll cOll1panie~ that ~el1t general information about their E.. Rate :;el'vjcc~ bllt there W;]5
110ti"l1l! that seemed 1'(1 apply to us specifically as they offered broad new solutions fOl' which we have 110

need. I wer' applied 1·'lr iind could not .nfford . These QtFers a.re on tIle in my office.

FRN :07827 Cellul<lr services A ND<TEL representat.ive made a visit in the month forlowing the
dealj ill: for yetlr 2004. We also received their l>ricE: plans and reviewed the prices and service featul'C~. We
deciGe: ll) lise one M their lines in this funding year.
FRN: 1(17855 CcllulOi' Service as above -
FRN: 1 ,n7766 Telephone service local and long distance. We solicited rates from Delta Nel ilnd Sir

tIt~: Shrr(Qi I~ A Lot Commllnicatiohs. two major dealers in phone service reselling.
l~tft& FRN Ii, :'889 dialup '"rvicc. No bids orresponses tram lU,y provider other than Cllrrellt provider quole,.

FR1\" I::' 7ft78 Cable :~ervice, No competing cable company exlst~, and Cable Company utTer':!; special rates
to scho; Is

.I ...~.~ FF,RR!'1: 7906 8ec
4
P
2
cr ~ervpi8ce. No .Company Nrcspond~dd to our 47

d
O'

d
h

7~ IJP•. ~ N :' 12,890. 13 9(;9 X lnalntenance 0 pl"OVI er respon e to our p one system,

~jJf

Evalu it ill' process, :

A.fter:t \oj i 1,I,Iing our nccd~ and budgeting" we look to SeE ifequivillent ~ervice is l:lvflllable (It a more
comp(:t 't· '~~ ptice ;11111 lo sec ifourcurrcl1t level of service is overdone 01" needs to be scaled hr.ck.
Basic;;.!)- ,Ie look a.t cost effectiveness which weighs fitS 60 % of our decision, reliahility 30% and
custOll1l:r :~!rvicc 10'\'0 . We recor;nize tha.t dlese procedures wi 111'esult in liignificant savings /'01' the
comin,i! )'1 ill'.



01/03/2007 12:29 8454251062 YESHIVABAISMIKROH

ltfV1-'"of

PAGE 10

(;: III lr Service: We chose Verjznn because fi'ee calls w;tbln the VerizotJ ne(work results in signil'icam
S:J'v ir : :; of 111 inut~.'5 Th is is pal1icularlY important as the ovelwh elming majority of Ollr non ~ratc .!ltnff cell
U.~l~~~ 1~'J1O communit~~lte regularly with present users have veri7.on serv;ce. The cellular reception ill this
ar;::L' be!it with Veri~()11 and Nextel C1nd unreliable with all others. POOl' reception with other providers
cell" lost milltltes. increased lost calls and is not COSl effective Or effiCient. We will monitol' the service IIf
CJll~ ~ 1)1" wirelc!\s m; they expand their service in our area.. We took advantage of Vcri7.on family minute
~Inj'j', I i plan (5 line I1H1X ). which reaps fLlrt.her benefits for five t)f' our existing linc!': and puts them way
ah El.I{. Ilf ~,I1Y cnl1lpctin!~providers. O.,e st.aff member has cl1nnged to Nextc/ as he h,fls determ ined tll<l! his
ouft;( i \i: lIsage is minimal and incoming is; free, Direct connect Walley talky which is the .sellin!; point of
Nc:~t! cffers no l1encfit to our SUIft'.

Ph) w ;)crvice
w~\ ~:.', lr.:1ined rates fro!l1 two major rescUers of phone service both offci-ing sjgnitlc~mt savings over Our old
Ve l"il.; service, Bas.~d 011 calling patterns and after compensating for chflrges left out
C>f,.h I: Initially looked like as cheaper plan. we chose Xchange telecom over the compelition "the
chl:i.:Jp: provider. This yeM again I did an intensive analysis OfOlll' ea.lIing pattetns complll'ing the two
em"! )~I Ii,es' rates and their calling plan£ and I again realized that Xchange WflS still cheaper. Although the

eost fbr unlimited wa" cheaper .the: loss on the limited plans based on theirt:uiffs was major <lnd
made the overall competitive estimate higher. We did at the time very intense and difficult
calculating, al the time to come out with til is result. for your knowledge as soon a.~ we recognized
the savings we put the I'ate chclnge$ into effect shTlost immediately to take:: advantag.e of the
:~avillgs, Roth providcr.5l ~ppcared to he equal In customer ~el'vicl!: and efficiency orser·vice.

Bccp~1 1;I~rvice:

';';e stayed with QUI· original service provider. No offers were received.

Cab 1( :I '~:I'n ct:
No IJ1h: ,::able scrvice c;'(i~ts in ourflfCR. While we received all offer tor T/ service in previowl yeflrs the

(:ost Was 1'1'<111 ihitive and wa."teful for our needs, Cable ~ervicc offers extremely fast dowlllonds
\:\lith r 5 n1 modcm speed. Educational pricing thl'OlIgh Power to Learn ofCablevisiull otTcrs very
,]ffotdnhle high-speed 41CCCM cheaper than regular business rnte~ .

We lll~o ,;hose AOL for dialup service to those areas of the bUilding. which cannot access the network. We
'13ceived no bids for this service and has identical pricing as earttJlink a similar provider', I\OL also
laS nUlI1Y teotul'Cs other direct Internet compan ies do cannot provide,

Intel'II:I.; :~')l1llectiOlls:

We fl/:pl, ~d for maintenance on our PBX system, No other vendor responded to our 470 for our type
I, ystcm. In the pl-evious year we rt!celved a l'esponse for a pana~onic system which h;)f> no
I r.::lev:'ll1cc to ollrn It is my undcn;t.anding that as the system has ll. lot of programm ing to make if
IL:IllctionrJl fllHJ use its featltrc~. any(me attempting to rake over the system wOLlld be totally lost and
dould IHlve to redo the entire program with programming ,We recently had (\ tnqjOl'l'hone system
'lflmory fnllul"c and thi8 provider Wa:s ilblc to restore all the functions. Maintenance of a system
'~qLlires mll.:xpertj~e in that particular brand, Most vendel's use Pnnasonic al1d We m'L~ not about to
',h aoge uur entire system In summary, barring a visitation and positive assurances (If complete
'l.miJiarity with the equipment and the software it would be cost prohibitive to have another
'~ndor flltcmpt to maintain it nor would any vendor attempt such a thing: unJes~ it .'c1"llly paid fot'

i 111~Il1, I would like '.0 mention at this point that due to E-R;tte funding limits we hnve not receivcd
: I Il1ding for this vital request for many years and tiS the Katrina crisi~ unfolds it appe'Jrs that this
: ;ar the chances to receive funding is even dimmer. The present equipment is nor commonly used
i office enVironmentr;; and proficiency in the system is highly unlil<.cly from other vendors, FCC is.
t '~lly intel·csted in the l,ropel' maintenance of the schoolS equipment and this WM determined to be
t :<;: cheapest way to go.

5. We 11<'],~' no consulring agreement.s alld illl work is done in hOllse_
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6 M\, .COrtespol,dencc with ~ervicc providers Was by phonc. Whcre eVcr" sccond provide,. W"s involved I
assured the vendor that tlJeir propo."l1/ wilf be considered liS per I-rc rcgulf/tions find SLO
requirements. No tog!'; Were kept. The principal. Mrl';. l3etlder (who researched phone service fbr
liS) und myselflnet per~onally I believe in December 04 with MI'. Fcinsod a g(llcsm,f'lIt from Delta
Net, • m.j",. ,..seller of phnne service. They did all .nnly'is ohll OUl" phone Jines Hnd showed us
how we could save mOney on our service. We requested rates from our current provider and after
dolng Oil/, ~lwn research W~ realiled chat ifwe implemented the changes suggc~ted we COltld snvc
even l110re money with the cun-ent provider. In detail. Delta Net showed us thcH based on the wny
ollr phone sy~tCtn routed cnlls , the incOll1ing lines did not warrant paying for one nlte service /:IS
very few olltgnillg calls reached those lines. I fi!:lt very had that the people who laughlll~ how to
save could not p:ct the service for this yeaI'.

1

Conl~r~',:~'1tion Ueth Mikmh
YE~ill . A BAIS MIKROIl

rI"CJ! :led Budgd
Budg,j . "hool Year 2005-2006
S.pt~Tl ,,,01. 200~ -Aug. 31, 2006

Income

SalarillS
Pa)'nJ II : I ~

Utiliti(I~, i~ Phone:
Clearli 1,l 50.0011

30AOO,
50,000

2 10/100
100.000

6,000
3,11110

1.530.11011Tuition
New York St.tc
Mandated Services
econergy sales
Ccmificate sales
Dinner/lOlll't'lal
Parent donations
NYS software
Till. 2D NYS

1.979,400

1,7112.000
[,$,000
40.000

&Mail't·:.ance
Book:;~::oftv...arc
Ofticl~ SI]' plies
Dcntr..lll!.
Liabili') lS.

Snow I; '~1VaJ

50.000
1'1,500
10,000

,11,000
7.000
1,500

1.%1400
Mortf,g: 53.000
l-1ardwQl'; &. Training .1,400

1,979,40:
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Unil'ersal Serl"ice Administratin~ Company
Schools & LibrarieR

80 South J"ff" , ,;on Road
Whippany, I, <" Jersey 07981
Fax: 973·5'1~1.' 515

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

To:
Fax:

Subje!C:!:
From:
Date:

Time,

Rabbi Horowitz
18454251062

RE E RATE SELECTIVE REViEW CASE # SR 2005-151831
PIAintegrated

October 10, 2005

2:28:16 eM

YOU SHOLl!.) RECEIVE 5 PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET IF YOU DO NOT
RECEIVE fL, THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL THE CONTACT SPECIFIED BELOW.

Attached is 'L d:, :lIm~nt asking for additional infi)nllatiOIl in support ofthe Selective Revi~w t;lking placc at your
billed cntity I,~' ;l. Please net? thaI you haM i dol'S in which to provide this infonllation, R~spol1~e Due Date
is no later tlm:l , ! lI/17!O5,

Additi.onal itlJClll'latiOJl is needed in tile following areas, Scc attached file for i.nfonl1ationllccded:

1) Profes§i:; ,Jlal Development

Privilege and Confidentiality Notice

The information .~ t· IS telecopy is intended for the l'1amed reoipients only. It may contain information that is pr'lvTleged. confidential or
otherwise protech!c '·IJm disclosure. If YOlJ are not the inttmded recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclo5ure, copying,
distriblJtion, or th~ t! I:Ing of any action in reliance on the contents of this telecopied material is strictly prohibited. If you hljilve received
the leleoopy in e'r" :Iease notify u. by telephone immediately and mail the original 10 us at the abClVe address, Thank you,
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-t) V'w dor Selecti.;1'l-'--""'-===

It is imp" 'tant that w~ recei"e all ofthe infolnlUtion requested within 7 calendar dnvs ofthe date of
this dCl:llI :tl:n1 So that \\re l11l:1y complet~ OUr review of your ii.mdiug r~ql1est(s). Ifwe do not receive
the re\J" "d illfolmatiol) within seven cakndar days. this Selective RO\iew wi.ll be processed using
the in[:)11 ,;tiOll currently 011 tlk Ifyou need additional tillle to prepare vour response, plens~ let me
kl1ow:1:: ; ;,,)n a$ possible.

Please ,;al' me at 973-560-4410 or email to the addl'ess below to confinll rdooipt o1'thi8 fa1>iemail.

Carlos; \... al'ez

Schools <lid Libraries Division

Phone: 9"'35604410

L\.\:: ~'l5996515

Email: .~~! ':Juetli:sl.unirersalsen"ice.org
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>lease pro\ide signed and dated copies of all contracts relating to your
,'llnding Year 2005 FOTIn(s) 471. If the price on the contract i~

jfferent from the pre-discount price on ~;our Fonn(s) 471 please
'::iplain the ditference and account for tile ditlerence. (For example, if
, :ce dollar amount on the contract is higher than the dollar amount on
: our FOrnl(sl 471 indicate which senices have been backed out, if
"',lat is the case. If the dollar amount on the contract is lower than the
,I ollar amount on your Form(s) 471, explain why.) If contracts are not
I:rovided, please explain \vhy YOU have not pro\-ided them. If the
I~mtract relerenced on a particular nmding request is a state master
I :,mtract, please indicate that. There is no need to pro'\;ide us \vith the
~ :ate master contract.

I'lease indicate on each contract the FRN(s) to which it applies. If the
I' rice on the contract is dift'erent from the pre-discount price 011 your
I:onn(s) 471 please explain the difference and account for the
:itI"erence. iFnr example, ifthe dollar amount on the contract is higher
I:lan the dollar amount on ~'our Formes) 471 indicate which ser\ices
!"Ive been backed out, if that is the case, If the dollar amount on the
:;ntract is Im,ver tha.n the dollar amount on J'our Fonn(s) 471, explain
I' hy.) Ifthe contract ret'erenced 011 a particular fi.mding reql.tcst is a
;late master contract, please indicate that. There is no need to provide
., with the state master contract

3) Ilids: Please indicate the # of bids received, i.e., 0,1,2, etc, for the
!,Uowing FRN(s) 1307766, 1307827, 1307855 and indicate the FRN
:' which each of the bids you provided applies. Please provide copies
,:' all bids.

41 i' lmdor Selection: You did not pro'ide documentation regarding
',' ,lur vendor selection process. At this time please provide your
'"mdor selection documentation. Please indicate the factors used and
': "0 vveighting of those factors in percentages identifying which
c: Iterion \,;as the primary factor for the selection of the wilUling bids.
1: locmnentation created contemporaneously during the evaluation
I:,~,riod, sucb as bid evaluation sheets, that provides evidence of how
111 e selected vendor was chosen must be provided.

If yo.! j :lve any questions, please call me at 973-560-4410,

Thanl. I Jll.
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OCI II )S

e-,.naz:.W~
S/Z iJ por~/>/~)J

Deflr 1'.1 . Alvare7.

I "C<:( j"':d you!" fElx yesterday, YOUt inquil'Y reaches me at the beginning of the Jewish holiclny break .As of
thill! Fr l lY. the day ;Ifter Yom Kippur, we will be closed for the Tabernacle Succot Festivallintil f1llTlost
the bq:: Il11ing ofNovcmbt:T . OUI" regular schedule resumes on Oct 31.During thi5 period there nre no
cJSS!;( S I'ld no busine.';;s is conducted during the entire holiday period.
I h<3sl: I 'I~ady prepm'ed a letter on the professional development program

I WC1IJ)(1 'ike to clarify the question of the bids. The ar~a where we hnd competitive evaluation wa~ in the
area (f II 'lone and cell service. We reached out to the providers and they provided us with the rntes and
platH 3. t,ilable, I did fnx to you the rat.e sheets ofthe providers and documentation, They do nOl prepare
fom,;: Il tis as in COlnm()n in intel"al connections nor dot:!s the evaluation seem to require all)' mnjor work
othe'~ ;1' i.1 crunching numbers and minutes which was quite tedious but wa.~ the ol1ly way we could ~ort

thing~ \1;1 . lJnfofl.unatcly I do not believe that I kept the scrap sheet!'! that showed the multiplication of
mintlt~~.limesper minute rate ofthe non unlimited plan, Before the holidays I am under too nlllcil
pre:-~:\ r ~ :0 even look it'the scrap :-heet is in my file 110r do I believe it would be ofahy benetit. 1 helieve
that'r ]I:" preViO\I~ rc~rOl1se I did discuss all the issues that you reque~ted including n detailed expJan'ition
of O~lf () i t'::ria for choosing th<:: vendel' . the percentages and the reason why we chose each vl~ndor . If you
a.re sti II . ,~questing this informi1tiorl either you did not receive it or I have not understood whl'tt kind of"
dncl,.lIll( I :ation you require, I hel ieve thaI I faxed yOll every thing that I possibly cou ld including the
comlllu' it:atiol1 with the vendors, all the "ate month to month CO:-tlil and we were actively engflged in
gcttinH ; I~ best availl'lble rate.

I wiL 't. irl the office for a short while this Friday but unfol1unately ifyou do require i1dditional infonl1ariol1
I willlHl he ;tl)le.dllc {o the holiday, to respond before the week of Nov 1 .I am f.:1xing lhe :-Ileets I ptepared
for y(ll t' best answer your qUE:~tions in good faith before the holiday. Ifany furlhcr response is required r
will (I~k 'em to pleClse postpone ilny rcqlle~ts until I return on the week of Nov I

Rabbi Yflakov M Horowit7.
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Con!.r ~ !.atioll [3clh M ikroh selective review st #2005-151831

Oct 11.115

Dew' \oir. Alverez

Th'"l!: i'OU fDr your inquiry about oUr Protessional Development.
Train:llg for our phone system is on an as need basis as the system has been in use here
for m.:1 Iry years with basically the same staff. New staffmembers arc instructed by yours
truJ~ 1" ~se the features ofthe system illcluding voice mail and messaging. Any other
isstl< s ,":yond my training are called in to our provider who instmcts me ill solving the
issll" :1: h~nd .

We, r, very protld of the computer technology which is in USe by our resource "oom
dep." 11 :I,,"t . Om technology funding trom the state mandates spending 25% Oil

Pro:',!! .."nal Development. We use several different cOmpllter programs to enhance the
reat; 11! skills of the students. ll1ey are as follows
Le,da· phonics sotlware
Slinl!~lland "Lips" , "VV" (Ve"balizing and Visualizing) and Wordspring

Kur;:~', :il scan and read soHware.

The t.' ,'urcc roDm teachers bave been Irained in tbe usage of these program~ aad are
kno',l,~ :lgeable enough to train any new staffers who will use the software. The Bast
Ramq, . CentTal School Di~triet which services the non-public schools. also provides
traini1; in some ofthe above software ,as many of the private schools in th~ district.
follc·lV .. g our lead. have also acquired the software. The district offerS lllunerous
work,ij I :'])S throughout the year in Vari,lUS topics. We plan to update the Kurzweil
soflwa:' and will ~sk a representative of the company to visit and train On the updates.
The!" ;' ssions art. either given as part of the software or pro-bono to encourage the
schoGl:: )) lise it. To summarize, Professional Development training is provided either by
in hOI I' , : pre trained personnel, representatives of the Software company or provided by
througlJ the school district.
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Th,: "tiT is traincd m1 4 laptop computers which can be used in mobile locations or

C\)In; I~ted to the school network in addition to the desktop which sCl'Vices as the resource
rOOll: inteme! porl . research and program development
WI' ~rl' eUITently working on plans to train the resource room stafft() enhance Iheir
gem], II computer skills.

11I.li J llllowing FRNs 1307766 Xehange telecom, 1307827 nextel eellulaar , 1.107855
Vel'iZ:;1 wireless and 1307889 AOL intclnet are aJI billed as month to month services
Ce!l'.1 ;If plans include limited minutes and excess minutes are billed separately .In the
Pbolll: li,ervice plans some line are billed a, unlimited plans and wbere this is not cost
etf.,t t .. t, calls are billed on a per minute basIs, On.line services are bi) led monthly no
cont'l"1 is requircd although we did provide a copy of a contract with optiml1l11 online,
Beer tl is billed monthly

Bid,;'RN 1307766-2 bids
We ,r:: ,:hed out to two brokers of phone service who deal with major phone service
pro',: (, 'I'S . 'nley faxed the rate sheets for the plan that fit our needs based On an analysi s
ofon" h()ne usage, If you examine the sheets from the two agents you will See tJlat the
pel' ::1, ,::harge on the limited plans were considerably cheaper on Exchange Telco plans,
As ".e :..,cided that it was not cost ef.l;'ctive to have all OUr lines on unlimited service the
perclIir.ute charge made it much more cost effective t<'l chose x-change teleeom as am
proviel ' . .1 do not helieve that Tkept a copy of the actual multiplication of minutes times
per IT:i t .•Ite charges,
FRN 1. ,07766,1307855 .lor ce.llular service 2 bids for cellular service
We r':q,,~sted rate sheets from both providers.
For :>n: of our cellular users we selected Nextel as being the cheaper solution as his
calling 'Jat1ern as his caJi are mostly incoming and by Nextel these calls are free, He
the"" (: zwas able to take aclValltage of a special Nextel rate, Our other users did mare
outgci: I; calls and using Verizon' s family plan we were able to maximize lJ)inlltes in a
much 11 :;.re cost etTective way than Nextc] ,We did not reach out to providers whom We
felt 11: d 1 service did not provide adequate coverage in this geographic area. '111ere is
nothin!! I,.ss cost effective than losing calls or not getting them altogether, In additio" in
netw, rl ,:a1ls for Vcrizon users is free and most of our staff even non Erate users with
whon :,r users must be in touch are Verizon users and therefore calls to them would be
free
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TIll: I w:tors we used in selecting our vendo,TS at·e
1: C:!:lt etrectivene~s 60%
2: fl': liability 30%
3. ell; tomer Servkes 10%

Tn '" ':tmilling OUI' vendor we 1:11Ot detennined Our needs and budgeting and looked lor a
pm (, ;(;r who could provide equivalent service at the best price. In aU cases where
m,11~t:' le vendors were involved Our decision was based on what we understood as a real
sa'!:r: is. During the process ofiovestigating the providers Once wc had determined to stay
with "I,e ones we had, We immediately made the changes in the plan which would give us
moi r ','Jill savings. The oU1er factors wcre basically the same. We did not prepare bid
eVllh, ,lion she"'" as the only significant factor Was the fact that the cost was cheaper _
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FORM 486 NOTIFICATION LETT
FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

(Fund1ng Year 2004)

PAGE 19

iunding Rquest. Number, 1173433
tQrm 471 \ :plication Number: 423995
Service PI ,vider Name, Verizon Wireless
Service PI lvider Identification Nunber' 143000677
Billing \: 'ount Number, N/A
Service ;: ',rt Date, 07/01/2004

Funding ;l"lQest Number, 1174277
Form 47:1 ,II 'plication NUllIber, 423995
Service :':: :>vider NalIIe, Xchan'i!e Telecolll
Service ;':: :I'~ider IdentificatJ.on Number: 143026854
Billing h,: ::'Junt NUlRber: 845-425-4880
Service :il: I,,,·t Date, 07/01/2004

Funding 1:1: i,uest Number, 1175202
Form 47] I, :plication NUllIber, 423995
Service 1'I' :Irider Name; America Online ",,..
Service 1'1' IIrider Identification NUlRber: 143004327
Billing ~, :Clunt Number' era181
Service H'II:t Date; 07/01/2004

Funding Re'l(lest Number; 1175428
Fom 471 ~I ,plication NUllIber, 423995
Service Pr, ,nder Name: Cablevision Syst"llls Corporation (Educaticn Dept)
Service Pr, ,'ider Identification Nulllber: 143007246
Billing ,~c, 'unt Nulllber: 07873-198403-01
Service :;~1 ,t Date; 07/01/2004

Applicant I'" Ito 486/Schccls and Libra"ies DiVisicn/USAC Page 4 of 4 07/20/2005
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IncBilled Entity
FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

Name' congregation Beth Mikroh
BEN, 151831 .

Funding Year, ZOOS

Form 471 ;~J:pliciltion Number: 46077S
Funding 1l,j'!llest Number: 1307766
Funding 11;,II;Us: Not FUnded
Category.),: Service: TelecomRl.uni.cationa Servic:e
Form 470 ,\: I,lication NuJOl>er, 578000000
SPIN I 14:n i ;854
Service :1:: 'rider Name' Xchange Telecom
Contract ~. "ber' MTM
Billing il:: "uot Number I 845-425-4880
Service iH; ::t Date, 07/01/2005
Contract t, :liraticn Date, 06/30/2006
Site Ide:~ti 'tier: 151831
Number cJ ! ,nths Recurrina Service Provided in Funding Year,. 12
Annual Pro' l.iscount Amounf. for Eligible Recurring Charqes, $5,700.00
Annual P~e' j,iscount Amount for Eligible Non-recurring Ch~rqes: $.00
Pre-discoul.t, Mount: $5,700.00
Discount p,t'centage Approved by the sLO: N/A
funding COI,,,itmenf. oecl$ion, $0 00 • Bidding Violation
I!'unding. ColI"itment Decision I!Xpianation, Applicant failed to prOVide vendor Bid
Score she e 1, or other vendor s elec:ti~n documentation.

I'CDL Date, 1,2/27/2005
Wave Numt.:': 026

Funding ~.'illest Number, 1307827
Funding ,til l:us: Not I'unded
Categor~ ", Service, Telecommunications Service
I!'orm 470 }1:I,lication Number, 578000000
SPIN, 1~!(11677
Service l:t :\rider Nall'e: Verizon Wi.reless
Contract, ~: Iwer I MTM
Billing J,e :uunt Number, 104794389,104319198,&168
Service a Il,t Date I 07/01/2005
Contract, I: 'J,1raUon Date: 06/30/2006
Site Id.,,,!.1 ,ier, 151831
Number c,j' ,'''nths Recurring Service Provided in Funding Year: 12
Annual 1'1"" ,liscount Amount. for Eligible Reeurrinll Charges, $4,212.00
Annual 1'1'''' l!iscount Amount for Eligible Non-ncurring Charges I $ .00
Pre-disc:,," ',10 Amount, $4,212.00
Discount, I' !,~centage Approved by the 51.0: N/A
I!unding C:"'"Ditment DecJ.sionl $0.00 - Bidding Violation
Funding (~" "lDitment Decision Explanation: Applicant failed to provide vendor Bid
Score Stll'" I, or other vendor selection documentation.

FCoL Oat" 12/27/2005
Wave NUIII,,, i'l bZ6

rCDL/Bc'b" l.s and Libraries Division/USAC Page 5 of 7 12/27/2005

•
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FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT
Billed Entity Name: Congre~tion Beth Mikroh Inc

BEN: 151831
Funding Year: 2005

Form 471 t.\'~lication Number, 460775
Funding \\et'J;ut. NllI1Iber, 1307855
Funding St,lus: Not Funded
C"teqory OJ Service: Telecommunications Service
Form 470 AI,plieation Numbe!:' , 578000000
SPIN: 1430 'c,a90 ,",
Service l:::rll\i'i.der Name: Nextel
Contract ~''''ber: MTM
Silling aC"(lunt Number' a09719728
Service St",.t oate: 07/01/2005
C,;mtract E:ij!iration Oate: 06/30/2006
sJ.te IderL :J.er: 151631
Number of II (mthe Recurring Service Provided in Funding Year: 12
Annual Pu '(liscount AIlIount. for E1:j.gib1e Reeurring Charges: $540,00
Annual p~, '~liseount AlIlount for E1J.gible Non-recurring Charges: S, 00
Pre-dise< l: Il~ Mount: $540,00
DiScount I ",centage Approved by the SLD, N/l
Funding (C::llitment. oec1lion: $0.00 - 8idding \liolation
Funding (" Illitlllent Decision ExPlanation: Applicant failed to prOVide vendor Bid
Score s!':,E:e " or ot.her vendor selection documentati.on.

FCOL Oat"" 12627/2005
Wave NUIIllil,:, 26 '

runding I", ;uest Number, 1307878
Funding f;1, 11:.us t Func.ed.
CategorY (.! SerVice = Internet Access
Form 47C' I'i'plication Number: 578000000
SPIN: 1<,::(',7246
Service 1'" ""ider Name: Cablevision Systems Corporation (Education Dept)
Contrael, II ,:..ber, MTM
Silling i,':::<Junt Number: 07873-198403
Service lit I:rt Date: 07(01/2005
Contracl: I: ':piration Da e, 06/30/2006
Site Id.:llt Lfier: 151631
Number ('I' !I"nths Recurring Service Provided in Funding Year' 12
Annual ]'"", ,iiscount AIIount. for Eligible Recurring Charges: $948,00
Annual I'"'' "iiscount Amount for Eligible Non-recurring Charges: $.00
Pre-disc:II1I,'1'~ Amount.: $948.00
Disc;;ount ]I !!:t-centaqe il.pproved by the SLD, 80%
Funding ,:" ,,,.itment DecJ.Sion" $758,40 - FRN approved "" submitted

FCDL Da1;',: 12/27/2005
Wave NUIlI"I!', 026

I!'COLJsch,;Ls and Libr.."ies OivisionJUSil.C

•

P"ge 6 of 7 12/27/2005
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Deal' ,v I , Alvaroz
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I rece.', ., you' fax yesterday. Your inquiry reach.. me al the beginnillg oflbe Jewish holiday break .As of
alis 1'1: "Y. a,e day after Vom Kippur, we will be closed for the Tabernacle Succot Festival until almost
the l'(ii :ning ofNovem'ber . Our regular schedule .-eSUlncs on Oct 31.Durini this period there are no
cl,sB's lid no business is conducted during tin: cnlire holiday period.
[ ha'l'C! I I: ·~~dy prepared a letter on the professional development program

I we uI, I Ij ke to clarify the question of tin: bids. Tho area whe'" we had competitive evaluatioD was in the
are. ,·f ! I hone and cell oavice . We reached out to the providers and they provided us with the rales and
plars alliHable. , did fax to you tin: rate sheets of the provide,.. and document.tion. They do Dot p'epare
fon11.l.11 ,ds as in common in internal connections nor does the evaluation seem to require any major work
other I11I r.1 crunching numbers and minutes which was quite tedieu.. but was the only way we could sort
thin:!'1 :, It . Unfortunately I do not believe that I kept the scrap sheets that showed the multiplication of
min'.1' e! ~.mes pet minute rate ofthe non unlimited plan. Before the holidays I am under too much
pres 51' 11 t to even look if the scrap sheet 1~ in my file nor do Tbelieve it would be of any benefit. I believe
that i: 1 1:)1 previous response I did discuss all the issues that you requested including a detailed explanation
OfOLl' : :ll:eria for choosinS the vender I the percentages BDd the reason why we chose each vendor. Ifyou
an:: lit il. I'~:q\1esting this infonnation enher you did not rece;ve it or I have not underNtood what kind. of
docll, n, IlI:ation you requiTo . I believe that I faxed you every thing that I possibly could including the
com:! U LIication with the vendors, all the rate month to month costs ond we were actively engaged jn
gettlr.8 :u: best available rate.

J willi, , in the office for a ,hort while this Friday but unfortunately if you do require additional information
I will " It be able,due to the holiday, to re..pond before the week ofNov I .I am faxing the sheets I prepared
for :., 1\. I" best answer your questions in good faith before the holiday. If any further response is Tequired I
will,s.' l'oU to plcaso poslpone any Teque.l, until I retum on the wook efNovl

Rabbi Yaakov M Horowitz
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VerlzOO local Phone Service
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Ameri':::I'S Choicesm Famil.y SharePlan®
Sign up Oil I f'amily SharoPlan@startlngat$59.99for2Iine.

illf1d get addi1lcl '~lllines for just 59.99 monthly access per line'"

Plus Get Unlinl 'ltd in Calli"g On All Lh,es
Talk with anI/ :;l i :l~n 40 million ClJstomers anytime from within the America'G
Choice Hom·" I. 'time Rate and Coverage Are., without using any 01 your
allowance mirllj I!~j,

Plus Unlimi b!( I Inght & Weekend Minutes
TiiJlk to anyon! I IJring night and weekend hours without using any of Yol.lr
allowance lTi'llr IllS

..

Caller ID

New eV!'1'.!wo®
~;"e!/BusyTransl!r
!XI M~.saging

-With: 1~ or 2'~'ei 'Customer Agreement per line

Back ID :'!~: "I~ plans

Included F.".t.,"s:
~·Way Calli!~J~.

411 Cohnec~ ~

Basic Voice rl.,
CaP Forwa,,~~;

CaltWaitinc

Rate area map:
America's Choice Map
National E::nhanced Services
Map

To .,1:1 Ilig plan to your wireless p.-cklil,glil complete these steps:

Selec ~ : I;lIn minutes

Select Nt" ~hly Promotions Monthly Addition.1
~i111M1. Access Minutes
tw ii . Ilites

0 53 : First Two Lines· Unlimited IN Caliing $59.99 $0.45
PLUS Unlimited Night & Wee~end Minutes

Additional Lines • Unlim~ed IN Calling PLUS $9.99 $0.45
Unlimited Night & Wee~end Minutes

0 1m I) First Two Unes - UnlimitlOd IN Calling $79.99 $0.40
PLUS Unlimited Night & Wee~,,"d Minutes

Addition,,1 Lines - Unlimiled IN Calling PLUS $9.99 $0.40
Unlim~ed Night & Weekend Minutes
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... - -~"'-'-'" -", ...,



America's C 1: .,;e Family ShsrePlan

01/03/2007 12:29 8454251052 YESHIVABAISMIKROH PAGE 27

Page 2 of4

o

o

o

15[]J

2!CO

61)1111

First Two Lines ... Unlimit~d IN Calling $99.99 50.35
PLUS UnUmltad Nigllt & Weekend Minutes

.
Additional Lines - Unlimited IN Calling PLUS $9.99 so 35
Unlimited Night a. Weel<end M'lnules

First Two Lines· Unlimited IN Calling $149.99 $0.25 :--rCf.Q9 ~3 1,"0
PLUS Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

I'ir() -
Additional Lines - Unlimited IN Calling PLUS 59.99 $0..25
Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes D(SC()<J!.JI)·

First Two Lines· Unlimited IN Calling $199.99 $0.20
PLUS Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

Additional Unes • Unlimited IN Calling PLUS $9.99 50.20
Unlimited Night & Weekend Home Airtime Minutes

First Two Lines· Unlimited IN Calling $299.99 $0.20
PLUS Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

Additional Unes • Unlimited IN Calling PLUS $9.99 $0.20
Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

• Don IE' I 'Ie long distance is included from the America's Choice Home Airtime Rate and
Co•• ,Il' Area (airtime charges apply).

• Don", I :io roaming is 69¢/mlnute (includes long distance charges).
• NilJl rt I . 's (M-F): 9:01 p.m.-5:59 a.m.

WI:r, ,irs: 12:00 a.m. Sat.-l1:59 p.m. Sun.

Sehu:t i I:~:""tr.iJ.ct tQrm

Phone pre ll~ may be different by contract term (usually lower phone pricing on 2-year
contraets .

Ouratio" " j'our plan

o Z-yea r : Ill,trad.

o 1..ye:ar; 11I;rtli!ld

1-time activation f~~

$15.00

$35.00

By clickin~~ ",: I)ntinue To Select Wnes", acknowledge
that 1he.vl~ N~! d the plan terms & conditions below.

CONTINue TO SELECT UNES >

---'--'",----_._---------

Monthly -l: lTIe Airtime Allowance Minutes. National IN Calling. Night & Weekend Minutes and
Home Ai i I II~! Per.Minute Rate are for use from within the America's Choice Home Airtime Rate
and COV!:I; I~e Ani!C!.

,',', .Oom.ltc !!Ioaming"Per-Minute R.ate . .
.I' '

i
I Additic r III :::.lIing Plan Information
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