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RIPD 330
Yeshia %ﬂt&ﬂm@n&

P.O. Box 456, 22] Vio{a Road, Monsey, NY 10952 * 845-425-4880  Fax 845-425-1062
S R e N AECEAEOSere T
ED

JAN 0 3 2007
REQUEST FOR REVIEW
Janmyi 3, 2007 J FCC - MAILROOM
Congregation Beth NIRTOH
Appreeiir: Rabbi Yaakov M. Horowitz
Congti;zation Beth Mikroh Form 471 #460775
221 Vila Rd. BEN #15183]
Monie:, NY 10952 Funding Ycar 2005-2006
Tel 84! -425-4880 ext 103 FRN# 1307827 Nextel
Fax {: 1.425-1062 ‘ FRN# 1307855 Verizon wrls
ymkit o 3@optonline.net FRN# 1307766 Xchange Tel.

Fede:! (Communications Commission
Office :fthe Secretary

445 12" Street SW

Room ""W-A325

Wasti: iaton DC 20554

CCLcket#02-6
C IZc ket # 96-45
Dear Sis,

SLED 1:1: denied these FRNs due to bidding violations . Please read all my

comunni vications with the reviewer and please note that two of the vendors denied were
the pretious year’s vendors.

Re: Xcliznge Telecom FRN #1307766

In beiry; overcautious I did a review of the previous year’s choices by going back to the
vend<r ve rejected the previous year and reexamining which one came out cheaper .1
cam: ti: the same conclusions as the previous year. It was 1 who solicited rate sheets from
our pret 2ot landline phone vendor and from the alternative choice of the previous year .In
the prcious year these choices were not contested as a bidding violation. As a resunit of
my effoits to reexamine the last year's finding we arc now being penalized on

tech: i lities.

Unfottinately instead of submitting a rubrix with inconsequential criteria and coming
up wi'l. i composite score, I wrote quite simply , that in this situation our determination
was it ply based on the fact that our present company came up with a better bottom line
cost. I':-i0d . I explained cxactly how we determined this, based on varied calling plans
for vaind line usage. The competition’s non unlimited plans had per minute rates that
based <1 the minute usage of the non unlimited lines at that time would have made them

No. of Copigs rec d‘L
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uneny: nmical. Qur present provider cost less per minute on the non unlimited plans
makin¢ their package as a whole less expensive. Considering that all the
lang. i1 35 are in any event maintained by Verizon and any service on the lines is donc by
Veriit:: what other criteria than actoal cost per plan per minute could there be? 1sent
the ren: 2wer the rate sheets from both providers which showed all the differences in plans
and ¢x}ilained why one company’s rates plans provided bigger overall savings, I didn’t
imag 1. that it would be necessary to keep the scrap sheets containing the multiplication
of mirites times cents per minute cost of the non unlimited plans, Would SLD require a
prepzr: i professional spread sheet documenting my statements because if I could find the
scrap ¢lieet it surely wouldn’t be comprehensible to them. I kept and sent what I felt was
suffici:nt; the rate sheets and the explanation of the criteria I used to come to my
conclus on. [s that not enough? Let me state again that the only question involved in our
land li:: decision was whether to switch away from a provider that we used for the past
two yei:3 based on a possible savings which we calculated did not exist in any event.
I wroter: n my reply to the reviewer that we reviewed rate sheets from two phone service
dealz:s Sir Shmooze Alot Communications and Delta Net. If there is a misimpression
that be(l their offers were not accepted because we chose to use Xchange Telecom, then
let mes il ate that while Sir Shmooze A lot is a dealer for several phone companies it is
they wvi .3 acted as the agent for X-Change Telecom and it was their offer that was
accept:;| that year and in the previous year as well .My initial reply to the rcviewer
docutn: inted that it was they who recommended Xchange as being the best deal for us.
That ir:aus that these plans were the best they could offer from their list of companies.
Conin;iing the Wireless FRN's 1307827 Nextel FRN# 1307855 Verizon Wireless
The nnl - change over the previous year was to change one cell line from Verizon
wireles: 1o Nextel based on the cost savings for the one user who saved more from
Nexi¢] | free incoming calls plan, I gave sufficient explanation why we kept Verizon for
the cta: | phone lines and why Nextel was not a cost efficient alternative. Would SLD
have | ferred that I not have contacted Nextel to take advantage of the savings on that
line.
Dear 3. 5, Beth Mikroh has a high percentage of children whose parents are scholars
and 1¢ar 1ers or who come from large families. Their parent’s salarics and fellowships
provick: hem with only the basic necessities and consequently the children are on
signif «:int scholarship from the school. The parents pay into Universal Service through
their phi:ne bills as any one else. Our school thus, runs on as tight a budget as can be
imagi1::l and resists being forced into hiring E-Rate consulting firms who siphon off as
their {e: at much as 10% of the funding award . If SLD will reject phone service for my
kind ¢ f :idding violation then my efforts to save SLD money will not only not be
reward:: but we might need to, out of neccssity, farm out E-Ratc work to an outside
consu tig firm taking the 10 % . Is that what SLD will consider cost effective?!
Pleast 1 »nsider our appeal and award us the funding we feel is duc to us Thank you for
your ki: ] consideration .
Please 1 knowledge receipt of this appeal with a fax or E-mail
Rabbi Yaakov M., Horowitz
cado #
{'ongregation Beth Mikroh E-Mail ymhybm@optonlinc.net 845-425-4880
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T Universal Service Administrative Company
- Schools & Libraries Division
by !

Administrator’s Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2008-2006

Nowveanber 15, 2006

Rabli !"sakov M. Horowitz
Conyp zation Beth Mikroh
221 Vinla Road

Mo, NY 10952

Re: 4 pplicant Name: Congrcgation Beth Mikroh Inc
1i:lled Entity Nurmber: 151831
1 rm 471 Application Number: 460775
1: mding Request Number(s): 1307766, 1307827, 1307855
nur Comrespondence Received:  February 23, 2006

Aftex 1l orough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Divisiin (SLD) of the Universal Scrvice Administrative Company (USAC) has made its
decisio . in regard to your appeal of USAC’s Funding Year 2005 Funding Commitment
Deciti: 1 Letter for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the
basiz ¢: TJSAC's decision. The date of this letter bagins the 60 day time period for
appeeli & this decision to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If your
Lette: ;" Appeal included more than one Application Number, pleasc note thar. you will
recejve: 1 separate letter for each application.

Fungljr| Request Number(s): 1307766, 1307827, 1307855
Decisio L on Appeal: Denied
Explaniion:

s uring the course of Program Integrity Assurance (PIA) review, the applicant,
- ongregation Beth Mikroh Inc., was contacted and asked to provide
'locumentation explaining its vendor selection process. Specifically, USAC
-zquested the applicant to provide documentation created contemporaneously
tluring the evaluation period, such as bid evaluation sheets, that provides evidence
«f how the selected vendors were chosen. Applicant’s facsimile dated October 1],
-0035 submitted in response to USAC's request stated that, "We did not prepare
lid evaluation sheets as the only factor was the fact that the cost was cheaper.”
liince the aforementioned documentation was not provided, USAC could not
¢ atermine if the school’s vendor selection process was in compliance with this
1i1pport mechanism competitive bidding rules. On appcal, you have failed to

Box 125 - Camespondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany. New Jersey 07981
Visit us online at: www. si.universalservice.org
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provide cvidence that USAC erred in its initial decision; consequently, the appeal
is denied.

If yeui appeal has been approved, but funding has been reduced or denied, you may
appea!l hese decisions to cither USAC or the FCC. For appeals that have been denied in
full, p: ially approved, dismissed, or cancaled, you may file an appeal with the FCC.
You st Juld refer to CC Docket No. 02-6 on the fitst page of your appeal to the FCC.
Your 1ppeal must be received or postmarked within 60 days of the date on this letter.
Failvr: to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal. If you
are s 11 nitting your appeal via United States Postal Service, send to: FCC, Office of the
Secrt: 7y, 445 12th Street SW, Washington, DC 20554. Further information and options
for 11155 an appeal directly with the FCC can be found in the "Appeals Procedure”
postic (v the Reference Area of the SLD section of the USAC website or by contacting
the 1. :nt Service Bureau. We strongly recommend that you use the electronic filing
optinn!.

We t.11:1k you for your continued support, patience and cooperation during the appeasl
proce i

Schiy . and Libraries Division
Univa 1l Service Administrative Company

Box 125 - Correspondence Unit. 80 South Jetforson Roud, Whippany. New Jersey 0798
Visit us online ut: www.sl.universalservice.org
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Fax ( over Sheet
Coriict Name ;

Rably Yaakov M.Horowitz
Phon: 845-425-4880 ext 103
Cell 614-806-5411

E-M: il ymhybm@optonline.net
17 paj;es including cover page.
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Conyee: |ution Beth Mikroh
221'viraRd
Monsz,, NY 10952

Rabbi "1.1akov M. Horowitz
Phong .1115-425-4880 ext 103
Fax 015-425-1062

E-mail + ;mhybm@optonline.net
Or ewyl n@optonline.net

APPEAL : Funding Decision Letter Dec.27, 05

BEN ¢ 1831

Form -1'70 # 578000000
Form 1. #460775

Funding year()7/01/05-06/30/06

FRN #1. 07827 Verizon Wireless CELLULAR SERVICE
FRN #1. (/7855 Nextel CELLULAR SERVICE

FRN # | 107766 X-Change Telecom  Phone Service

Reason {)r denia) : “ Applicant failed to provide vendor bid score sheet or other vender
sclectiim documentation “ Bidding Violation

[ vigor>.ly contest the findings and conclusions of the reviewer as being based on a
misung ¢! standing of my reply.

First 1 -auuld like to state that as these FRNs are for telecommunication phone service
there is ;1) requirement that | actively pursue getting new bids on this type of service. As
the coniunication that ] had with other providers did not come about as a result of their
reply u twe 470 ] could have staited that we received no bids which is true. It is also true
that thes: providers do not provide bids besides for exceptionally large accounts. You
will o ; : :ny a cellular service provider if you could prove or I would admit that
competi)i; or perhaps cheaper cell companies published their rates in my local newspaper
or even ! 'nt me advertising by regular mail or by e-mail as these are not responses to the
470 arul tzrefore pose no violation for non response or non acceptance of their offering.
There s~ & two FRNs for cellular service. One of them was Verizon Wireless which
already vius our provider , previously reviewed and approved . One of our cell users has
a usage bised more on incoming calls therefore, knowing that Nextel had an unlimited
incoming; »rogram, we contacted Nexte! got their rate sheet compared and decided that
for this viizr NEXTEL was more cost effective as nextel offers free incoming. We at the
same tijni: reexamined our Verizon rates and immediately maximized savings under a
family pli 1 for 5 of our lings( limit 5 ) In this decision we found no other factors to
influerce nur decision other than cost and therefore did not prepare a bid scoring shect .In
additicz. ;' ere were no bids other than our receipt of available published rate sheets which
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[ did :%:: to the reviewer. We werc not contacted as part of the E-Rate process by either
vend:r ' or should the procurement of their rate sheets be considered bids.

Our 11 ention of Verizon and switch of one line to Nextel was done in the interest of
cost efli ctiveness as I stated many times . Is this what one can call a bidding violation 7.
Is US 41 10 be more concernd with technicalities than an honest attemnpt to procure
cheanz: service? Knowing this is there anything more I could have added to anewer the
revieva::,

Therz vin3 one FRN for phone service FRN 1307766

We wz already using this vender the previous year . This selection was reviewed and
appro'ns: | the previous year as being chosen in compliance with SLD rules. Although we
were bz py with the service and satisfied that the prices were as cheap as a business
could g:! , we were extra cautious and had our service reviewed by another broker of
phons si:rvice. This company analyzed our service and suggested using different calling
plans :t: different lines. They faxed us their rate and showed how we could save money.
We conliwted our original provider who faxed in his various plans. After doing number
enmcti: ) we decided to stay with the original provider because using their plans
produce: | greater savings. We immediately changed calling plans to recognize immediate
savings All this was explained to the reviewer and the provider rate sheets were faxed to
him. ¢ 3id score sheet was prepared because in this case we saw no other factor for
deterix i::ng our choice other than the fact that by retaining the original provider we
would s::: the maximum amount of savings.(] faxcd the reviewer my cornmunications
with 1t ¢ |wo companies. If this is necessary for your review I will fax it to you , but I am
sure tha! you have access to every thing that the original reviewer received .) As stated
before. -1 other provider did not contact us as a result of the 470 nor were we obligated
to conta:! them nor should their fax be considered an E-Rate bid .

Could ot » call what we did, a bidding violation, when our whole intent was to use the
vendor (11at provided to our knowledge , the most cost effective service and be able to
make ¢ 1 :atement that our current vender is the cheapest ?

To switr arize, our telecommunication providers produce informational rate sheets and
do nor, bi:., I recognize that the false impression was given that our current providers were
new pr . iders. and were chosen as the better of two offers. The two of the three
provider: whao were the previous years providers were already approved for the previous
years [in1:ling .All our decisions for these services were in fact determined by price alone
as we ¢i! not consider any other factors as playing a role in this particular decision. The
offers v! /¢ not as a result of E-rate 470 . No solicitation of these rates was ever required
to qualif; for funding. Therefore we were not required to prepare a bid score sheet and
even if th s is contested , we clearly stated that the price was in this case the only
constder:lion , both providers being reputable providers and equal in any conceivable
way bu: ;rice and plan .

As an a3ide I was placed at a great deal of pressure being asked to prepare documentation
at the Imtinning of the school term which is the busiest time of the year for me. The
reviewer :laims that he tried to contact me by phone during the summer then admitted he
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had tt¢ ~rong phone number. The preferred method of communication was marked as
fax. Tk last request for information immediately preceded our holiday break at Yom
Kippuir ime and 1 did the best I could to provide the answers that the Reviewer requested
before: - ¢ break .If I did not explain myself properly it was because I wanted to provide a
timely : sponsc and not ignore the request .I regret any misunderstanding I might have
caustd , but I feel that the facts are self evident in my communications.

Pleas: . jonor my appeal request with a positive reply. Thank you for your service to the
SLD .

I am em osing my responses to the reviewer and his requests for information.
V)
Girak I
!
Sincerel” Yours,
Rabbi Viskov M. Horowitz

5]}
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September 22, 2005
Sub et1 151831 E-ralc Selective Review

Case 1 -2005-ben 15183t
Exizn: s on Verizon wireless services do not generate written contracts and are commonly done cither
online 1 the phone or in a local verizon stare .

1 RET: o RFP's were made as all information was listed on our 470.

Thers v ere several companies that sent general information aboul their E~Rate services but there was
noty nj that seemed o apply to us specifically as they offered broad new solutions for which we have no
need , 1 sver applied [ and could not afford . These offers are on file in my office ,

FRM 07827 Cellular services A NEXTEL representative made a visit in the month following the

deaid in: for year 2004. We also received their price plans and reviewed the prices and service fearures . We
decine: tp use one of their lines in this funding year.

FRM: 107855 Cellular Service as above

FRM: I..i7766 Telgphone service local and long distance. We solicited rates from Delta Net and Sir
Sheecai it A Lot Communications . two major dealers in phong service reseliing,

FRM 1.t 7889 dialup service. No bids or responses from any provider pther than current provider quotes.
FRINV [.177878 Cable service. No competing cable company exists, and Cable Company uffers special rates
to scho; s

FRN [ 7906 Becper service. No Company responded to our 470.

FRN [ 12890, 1342969 PRBX maintenance No providet responded to our phone system,

3. Ver ¢ - selection

FRN |13( 7827 1307855 Published Verizon rate through local Verizon vendor and faxed Nextel rates,
FRN 1307766 2 proposals ,one from current provider and ane from Delta Net Both arc reseller brokers
who 1. with numerons companies .

FRN 137 "389 No offers received for Dialup Internet

FRN 13."906 No offers reccived for Becper

FRN 13 "B7% No uffers for coble service no compceting cable service

FRN 131,890, 1342969 No offers for PBX maintenance of our phone system type.

Evalua in' process. :

After r¢ vitwing our needs and budgeting, we look to see if equivalent service is available at 4 more
compel't ¢ price and to ge¢ if aur current level of service is overdone or needs to be scaled hack.
Basicz!y ¢ look at cost cffectiveness which weighs as 60 % of our decision, reliahility 314 and
customer zrvice 10% . We recoghize that thess procedures will result in significant savings for the
cOMming yii.

B9
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Cs i ar Bervice: We chose Verizon because fres calls within the Verizon network results in significant
savir 15 o minutes This is particttlarly important as the overwhelming majority of our non erate statf cetl
uses who communicare regularly with present users have verizon service . The cellular reception in this
arze best with Verizon and Nextel and unreliable with all others, Poor reception with other providers
cause lost minutes. increased lost cails and is not cost effective or efficient, We will monitor the service of
Cing 1 lar wireless as they expand their service in our arca . We took advantage of Verizon family minute
shafy plan (5 line max ), which reaps further benefits for five of our existing lines and puts them way
ahizw. nFany competing providers. One staft member Jras changed to Nexte! as he has determined that his
outyci g usage is minimal and incoming js free. Direct connect Walky talky which is the selling point of
Nexte cffers no benefit to our stalf,

Pha w: iervice

We niimined rates (rom two major rescllers of phone service both offering signiticant savings over owr old

Veriz: service, Based on calling patterns and after cotripensating for charges left out

of 'whi:ftially locked like as cheaper plan, we chose Xchange telecom aver the competition as the

cheap:r provider. Vhis year again ! did an intensive analysis of our calling patterns comparityg the two

cory . Hies” rates and their calling plans and [ again realized that Xchange was still cheaper . Although the
cost Tor untlimited was cheaper .the loss on the limited plans based on their tariffs was major and
made the overall competitive estimate higher . We did at the time very intensc and difficult
caleulating al the time to come out with this result . for your knowledge as soon as we rcooghized
the savings we put the rate changes into effect almost immediately to take advantage of the
savings, Both providers appeared to be equal in customer service and efficiency of service.

Beep2 lervice:
e stayed with our griginal service provider, No offers were received.

Cabl¢ O1 ernet:

No ath: - cable service exists in our avca. While we received an of'fer for T1 service in previous years the
cost was prohibitive and wastefu| For our needs. Cable service offers extremely fast downloads
with 15 m modem speed. Educational pricing through Power to Learn of Cablevision offers very
sffordable high-specd aceess cheaper than regular business rates .

We ailso :hose AQL for dialup service to those areas of the building, which caimot access the network. We
-zceived no bids for this service and has identical pricing as earthlink a similar provider. AQL also
1as many features other direct Internct companies do cannot provide,

Intern a ianncctions:

We appl nd for mainienance on our PRX system. No other vendor respunded to our 470 for our type
rwstem. In the previous year we received a response for a panasenic system which hag no
ielevance to ours It is my understanding that as the system has a lot of programming to make it
iunctional and use its features. anyone attempting to take over the system would be totally lost and
~ould have o redo the entire program with programming .\We recently had a maojor phone system
nemory failure and this provider was able to restore all the functions. Maintenance of a system
‘2quires an cxpertise in that particular brand. Most venders use Panasonic and we are nor about to
thange our entire system In summary, barring a visitation and positive assurances of complete
'miliarity with the equipment and the software it would be cost prohibitive to have another
rgndor attempt to maintain it ner would any vendor attempt such a thing unless it rcally paid for
thizm. 1 would like ro mention ar this point thar due to E-Rate funding limits we have not received
siading for this vital request for many years and as the Katrina crisis unfolds it appears that this
* :ar the chances to reccive funding is even dimmer. The present equipment is not commonly used
i~ office environments and proficiency in the gystem Is highly unlikcly from other vendors, FCC is
t uly interested in the proper maintenance of the schoals equipment and this was determined to be
L1 cheapest way to go.

5. Weha, ! no consulting agreements and all work is done in house.
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6 Mo - cotrespondence with service providers was by phonc. Where ever 2 second provider was invoived J

assured the vendor that their proposal will be considered as per FCC regulntions and Si.D
requirements. No logs were kept. The principal. Mrs. Bender (who researched phone scrvice for
us) and myself met personally | believe in December 04 with Mr, Feinsod a salesman from Delta
Net . amajor resellcr of phone service . They did an analysis of all our phone lines und showed us
how we could save maney on our service . We requested rates from our current provider and after
doing aur wwn research we realized that if we implemented the changes suppested we could save
even more money with the current provider. In detail , Delta Net showed us that based on the way
our phone system routed calls | the incoming lines did not warrant paying for one rate sgrvice as
very fow oulgoing ealls reached those lines. | feit very had that the people who taught us how to
save could naf get the scrvice Tor this year,

Conpre ation Beth Mikroh

YESH A BAIS MIKROH
Prcjitited Budget

Budyu:t chool Year 2005-2006

Septerier 01, 2005 —Aug. 31, 2006

Expens:; Income

Salariig [,702.000 Tuition 1.530.000

Payroil 1 1x 68,000 New York State

Utilitics 2 Phone:  40.000 Mandated Services S0.00D

Cleani econergy sales 30,400
Certilicate sales 50,000

&Mairt:: ance 50.000 DinnerJournal 210,000

Books &, oftware 14,500 Parent donations 100,000

Offic s plics 10,000 NYS software 6,000

Dentzd 114, 1,000 . Title 2D NY$ 3.n0p

Liabilty 1s. 7.000

Snow iz aval 2,500 1.979.400

|.96 1400
Mortgap: 553.000

Hardveir:

1,979.40°

& Traiing 5,400

11
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I [ ( Universal Service Administrative Company
‘ |

Schools & Libraries

80 South .Jes1n‘les- 1301 Road
Whippany. hev, Jersey 07981
Fax; 973-86K-F 315

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

To: Rabbi Horowitz

Fax: 18454251062 .

Subjert: RE E RATE SELECTIVE REVIEW CASE # SR 2005-151831
From: PlAintegrated

Date: October 10, 2005
Time: 22816 BM

YOU SHOLUIL. Y RECEIVE & PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. IF YOU DO NOT
RECEIVE Al. . THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL THE CONTACT SPECIFIED BELOW.

Rabbt Horowin .

Attached is 4 d:;ument asking for additional information in support of the Selective Raview taking place at vour
billed entity lin+:1. Please nicte that vou faye 7 days in which to provide this information. Response Due Date
s ne later thay [0/17/03.

Additional injcrmation is needed in the following areas. See attached file for information needed:

1) Professi; 1al Devejopment

2) Contraci:

Priviiege and Confidantiality Notice

The information - t* |5 tetecopy is intended iar the named reciplents only, H may contain inforrnation that is privileged. confidential ar
ctherwise protectic '-om disclosura, If you are not the intended racipient, you are hereby retified that any disclosure, capying,
distribution, ar the t:!ing of any action in refiance on the contents of this telecopied material is sttictly prohibited, I you have received
the telecopy in @13, tlease notify us by telephone immediately and mail the original to us at the above address. Thank yeu.
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3) Eigy

) Ve

It is impor tant that we receive all of the information requested within 7 calendar davs of the date of
this deconznt so that we mav complete our review of vour funding request(s). If we do not receive
the rect et ed information within seven calendar days, this Selective Review will be processed using
the infom stion currently on file. If vou need additional time to prepare vour response, please let me
know az: :0n as possible.

Please cal: me at 973-560-4410 or email to the address below to confirm receipt of this fax‘email.

Carlos /% arez

Selective Laview

Schools ¢34 Libraries Division
Phone: 97'3 560 4410

FAN: 973390651

1

Email: ;al rarerddsluniversalservice.ore
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“lease provide signed and dated copies of all contracts relating to vour
“unding Year 2005 Form(sy 471, If the price on the coniract is
Atferent from the pre-discount price on vour Form(s) 471 please
xplain the difference and account for the ditference. (For example. if
- 1e dollar amount on the contract is higher than the dollar amount on
“our Form(s) 471 indicate which services have been backed out, if
114t 1s the case. If the dollar amount on the contract is lower than the
ollar amount on vour Form(s) 471, explain whyv.) If contracts are not
jrovided. please explain why vou have not provided them, If the
contract reterenced on a particular funding request is a state master

contract, please indicate that. There 1$ no need to provide us with the
cate master contract,

|'lease indicate on each contract the FRN(s) to which it applies. If the
price on the contract is different from the pre-discount price on vour
['orm(s) 471 please explain the difference and account for the
ifference. (For example, 1f the dollar amount on the contract is higher
(1an the dollar amount on vour Formy's) 471 indicate which services

b sve been backed out, if that is the case. If the dollar amount on the
smtract is lower than the dollar amount on vour Form(s) 471, eXplain
vjay.) Ifthe contract referenced on a particular funding request is a
i|ate master contract, please indicate that. There is 1o need to provide
.3 with the state master contract.

3) llids: Please indicate the # of bids received, i.e., 0, 1, 2, etc, for the
frllowing FRIN(5) 1307766, 1307827, 1307855 and indicate the FRN
. which each of the bids vou provided applies. Please provide copies
< all bids.

4) Vendor Selection: You did not provide documentation regarding
nur vendor selection process. At this tume please provide your
" indor selection documentation. Please indicate the factors used and
1. & weighting of those factors in percentages identifying which
¢ 1terion was the primaryv factor for the selection of the winning bids.
1. locwmentation created contemporaneously during the evaluation
j:ieriod, such as bid evaluation sheets, that provides evidence of how
tle selected vendor was chosen raust be provided.

It vou iave any questions, please call me atr 973-360-4410.

Thanlk + »u.

14
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et 11 )3

Dear M, Alvares

I receirs o your fax yesterday . Your inquiry reaches me at the beginning of the Jewish holiday break .As of
this Fr ¢ 1y . the day after Yom Kippur, we will be closed for the Tabernacle Succot Festival until alimost
the [z 2 iming of November . Qur regular scheduic resumes on Oct 31.During this period there are no
clasis ¢ po business is conducted during the entive holiday period.

[havi: 1:°¢ady prepared a letter on the professional development program

1wauld ke to clarify the question of the bids. The arca where we had competitive cvaluation was in the
area (| mone and celf service . We rcached out to the providers and they provided us with the rates and
plans a.:ilable. | did fax to you the rate sheets of the providers and documentation, They do not prepare
form:1 t <5 as in common in internal connections nor does the cvaluation seem to raquire any major work
othe- :hi.1 crunching numbers and minutes which was quite tedious but was the only way we could sort
things o it . Unfortunately [ do not belicve that | kept the scrap shects that showed the multiplication of
minutz:. limes per minute ratg of the non unlimited plan . Before the holidays [ am under too much
pressir: 0 oven inok if the scrap sheet is in my file not do [ believe it would be of any benefit. | believe
that r 1y previous response 1 did discuss all the issues that you requested including a detailed explanation
of our (1iteria for choosing the vender , the percentages and the reason why we chose each vendor . If you
are still - xquesting this information cither you did not receive it or | have not understood what kind of
docun €1 ation you require . | believe that [ faxed you ¢very thing that I possibly could including the
comu - [cation with the vendors. ali the rate month to month costs and we were actively engnged in
getting: e best available rate .

i wil, 3. irs the offica for 2 sltort while this Friday but unfortunately if you do require additional information
T will no De able,due to the holiday. to respond before the week af Nov 1.1 am faxing the shaeis | jprepared
for yix 1t best answer your questions in good faith before the holiday. If any further response is required |
will agk -nu to please postpone any réquests until [ return on the week of Nov |

Rahbi Yaakov M Horowitz
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Cong r:ation Beth Mikroh selective review sr #2005-15183 1

Oct 11,135

Dew Vir, Alverez

Thaul: you for your inquiry about our Professional Development.

Tran g for our phone system is on an as need basis as the system has been in use here
for nuiy years with basically the same staff . New staff members are instructed by vours
truly 1o usc the features of the system including voice mail and messaging . Any other
issucs neyond my training are called in 1o our provider who instructs me in solving the
issué 1 hand .

We ¢1: very proud of the computer technology which is in use by our resource room
depatinent . Our technology funding from the state mandates spending 25% on

Pro:is: onal Development . We use several different computer programs to enhance the
reacing skills of the students . They are as follows

Lexiil- phonics software

Slingetland  “Lips™ , “VV™ (Verbalizing and Visualizing ) and Wordspring

Kurzavil scan and read software.,

The rz:hurce room teachers have been trained in the usage of these programs and are
know ] lgeable enough to train any new staffers who will use the software . The Bast
Rami i Central School District which services the non-public schools . ulso provides
traini1; in some of the above software , as many of the private schools in the district,
follcwv. @ our lead, have also acquired the software . The district offers numerous
worliilips throughout the year in vatious topics. We plan to update the Kurzweil
softwa:: and will ask a representative of the company to visit and train on the updates .
Thesc 1:ssions are either given as part of the software or pro-bono to encourage the
schocl; 0 use it. To summarize . Professional Development training is provided either by
in howe: pre trained personnel , representatives of the Software company or provided by
throuy)r the school district.
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The « aft'is trained on 4 laptop computers which. can be used in mobile locations of
cona:ited to the school network in addition to the desktop which sctvices as the resourcc
roon; internet port . research and program development.

We arr: currently wotking on plans to train the resource room staff to enhance thair

genes il computer skills |

The: Inllowing FRNs 1307766 Xchange telecom, 1307827 nextel cellulaar . 1307855
Veriz 1 wireless and 1307889 AOL internet are all billed as month to month services
Cell'viir plans include limited minutes and excess minutes are billed separately .In the
Fhory: service plans some line are billed as unlimited plans and where this is not cost
effect. e calls are billed on a per minute basis . Online services are hilled monthly no
conl: ¢t is required although we did provide a copy of a contract with optimum online .
Beer e is billed monthly

Bids “RN 1307766-2 bids

We z2:thed out to two brokers of phone service who deal with major phone service
prov:ciurs . They faxed the rate sheets for the plan that fit our needs based on an analysis
of our - hone usage . If you cxamine the sheets from the two agents you will see that the
per z1. charge on the limited plans werce considerably cheaper on Exchange Telco plans.
As we iecided thal it was not cost cffective to have all our lines on uniimited service the
per i1 vte charge made it much more cost effective to chose x-change telecormn as our
providt * . I do not believe that T kept 4 copy of the actyal multiplication ol minutes times
per 11t Jte charges .

FRN 1..07766.1307855 for cellular service 2 bids for cellular service

We ni| uzsted rate sheets from both providers .

For an: of our cellular users we selected Nextel as being the cheaper solution as his
calling nattern as his call are mostly incoming and by Nextel these calls are frce . He
there:t: » was able to take advantage of a special Nextel rate . Our other users did more
outgei:ys calls and using Verizon™ s family plan we were ablc to maximize minutes in a
muct te.xre cost etfective way than Nextel . We did not reach out to providers whom we
felt - ¢ service did not provide adequate coverage in this geographic area . ‘There is
nothingy l=ss cost effective than losing calls or not getting them altogether . In addition in
netwerk calls for Verizon uscrs is free and most of our staff even non Erate users with
whort. o ur users must be in touch are Verizon users and therefore calls w them would Taee
free
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The tictors we used in selecting our vendors are
I effectivencss 60%
2: [uiliability 30%
3. Cuitomer Services 10%

In ceirmining our vendor we first determined our needs and budgeting and looked fora
pro v er who could provide equivalent service at the best price . In all cases where
mu.t:le vendors were involved owr decision was based on what we understood as a real
savir;is. During the process of investigating the providers once we had determined to stay
witli 12 ones we had , we immediately made the changes in the plan which would give us
meyir um savings . The other factors were basically the same . We did not prepare bid
eviiti ion sheets as the only significant factor was the fact that the cost was cheaper .
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FORM 486 NOTIFICATION LETT
EUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT
(Bunding Year 2004)

Funding Rt gjuest Number: 1173433

Form 471 | Iplication Number: 423995

Service Piivider Name: Verizon Wireless

Service Pt iwider Idemtification Number: 143000697
Billing \: :ount Number: N/a

Service 3iart Date. 07/01/2004

Funding it:uest Number: 1174277

Form 47! ,\pplication Number: 423995

Service 2 ider Name: xchange Telecon

Service ' wider Identification Number: 143026854
Billing iu;ount Number: 845~425-4880

Service lifirt Date: 07/01/2004

Funding fiv:juest Number: 1175202

Form 471 I plication Number: 423965

Service Ir vider Name: America Online -
Service It !vider Identification Number: 14300432
Billing 2¢ :ount Number: eralsl

Service ftirt Date: 07/01/2004

Funding Reijuest Number: 1175428

Form 471 A|plication Number: 423995

Service Frivider Name: Cablevision Systens Corporation (Rducation Dept.)
Service Pr¢ sider Identification Number: 143007248

Billing Ast sunt Number: 07873-198403=-01

Service 3tirt Date: 07/01/2004

Applicant k¢ n 486/Schools and Libraries Division/usac Page 4 of 4 07/20/2008




g1/83/2087 12:29 8454251862 YESHIVABAISMIKROH PAGE 28

Elllﬁd Etltltg Name : Cﬂllg:‘e ation BEtll Mlkroll IHC

Funding Year: 2005

Form 471 i\iplication Number: 460775
Funding Iiwiitest Number: 1307766

Fupding §:ius: Not Funded ) . i

Categorg 5} Service: Telacommunications Service

Form 47 Aurllcation Numpber: 578000000

SPIN: 143):1:854

Service #c:rider Name: Xchange Telecom

contract ¥.nber: MTH

Billing i :z:ount Numbey: 845-425-4880

Service 5tist Date: 07é01/2005

Contract £yiration Date: 06/30/2006

Site Identifier: 151831 i ) ‘

Number of ' jnths Recurrmng Service Provided in Funding Yeary 12 ,
Annual Pre: Jiscount Amount for Eligible Recurring Charges: $5,700.00

annual Pre- jiscount Amount for Eligible Non-recufring Charges: %.00

Pre-discour.t Amount: $5,700.00

Disgount Firgentage Approved by the SLD: N/A . )

Funding Cenmitment Decision: 5000 - Bidding Violatign, .
Funding Copmitment Decision Einanat10n= Applicant failed to provide vendor Bid
Score shee!. or other vendor selection documentation.

ECDL Date: 1262712005
Kave Numke:': 026

Funding e uest Number: 1307827

Funding it:tus: Not Funded . X )

Categorg ¢! Service: Telecommupications Service

Form 47U 2 plication Number: 578000000

SPIN: 1410108677 . )

Service f1:vider Neme: Verizon Wireless

Contract I} .mber: MTM

Billing }.c¢ :ount Number: 104794389,104319198,&168

Service i1 Irt Pate: 07/0 ]

Contract B|F;ration Date: 06/30/2006

Site Iderd |fier: 151831 , , , .
Number i’ ronths Recurring Service Provided in Funding Year:; 12
Annual Fve discount Amount for Eligible Recurring Charges: $4,212.00
Annual F1vdiscount Amount for Eiigible Non-recurring Charges: $.00

Pra-discour i Amount: s4,212.00

Discount. P&rcentage Approved bg the SLD: N/A

Funding tiuimitment Dacision: $0.00 - Bidding Violation,

Funding Copmitment Decision Explanation: Appiicant failed to provide vendor Bid

Score Bhunl. ay other vendor selection documentation.
ECDL Date 12727/2005 :
Wave Numimi': 026

FCDL/8cho: Is and Libraries Division/USAC Page 5 of 7 1272772005
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FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT
Billed Entity Name: Bgﬁng{e tion Beth Mikroh Inc¢
Funding Year: 2005

Form 471 diplication Number: 460775
Funding Re!yest Number: 1307855
Eunding at.tus Not Fundad
Catego Service: Telecommynications Service
Form 47 A Flicatxan Number: 5780 00 0
PIN: 1430l
Servxce P:uwzder MName: Nextal
Contract Nimber: MTM
Billing A¢inunt Numbeg: 80971 728
Service Start Date: 07 01/
Contract E:; ?Lratlon Da 06/30/2006
Site Xdert fier: 151631
Number of iignths Recurrlng Service Provided in Funding Year:
Annual Pre iscount Amounf for Ei;gxhie Recurring Charges; $540 00
Annual Pre dliscount Amnunt fnr Eligible Non-recurring Charges: .00
Pre-disccyi:t Amount: $540.0
Discount tlrcentage App rcved b the SLD: N/A
Funding (¢:imitmen Decxsion §0.00 - Biddihg Violation
Funding (¢ mitment Decision Explanation: Applicant failed to prov;de vendor Bid
Score she¢ | or other vendor selection documentation.

ECDL Date:: 12627/2005
Wave Nunbw | : '

Funding i ,uest Number: 1307878
Funding u‘ILUSt Funded
Category ! Service: Internet Acces
53?5 414 i plzgahion Numbex: 57BOOOODO
I

Service P: v;der Name: Cablevision Systems Corporation (Education Dept)
Contyact, Il mber: MTIM

illing iv:ount Number: 273735198403

Service {if.irc Date: 07 /29

Contract L'?lratlon Da e: 06/3072008

Site Idmi.|fier:

Nunbey o)’ lanths Recurr:ng SerVLce Pruvided in Funding Year: 12
Annual Jirediscount Amoun

for Eligible Recurring Charges- 8948,00
Annual ¥i'-discount Amgunt for Ellglble Non-recurrzng
Pra-discmit Amount: 5948 019

Disgount Pwrcentage Approved by thes SLD:

harges : $ Q0

Funding ¢nimitment Decision: $758.40 ~ FRN Eppruved as submitted
FCDL Datl.: 627[2005
Wave Numli‘:

1/%/# 93) 35§

M(w 195
oot 7-363-905

FCDL}SchSQLS and Libraries Divieion/USAC Page & of 7 127272008
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Qotl. ' 4
Dear v, Alvarcz

1recesi 1 your fax yesterday . Your inquiry reaches me at the beginning of the Jewish holiday break .As of
this F4: 11y, the day after Yom Kippur, we will be closed for the Tabemacle Succot Festival until almest
the be gi :ning of November , Our regular schedule resumes on Oct 31.During this peried there are no
classes 1. 1d no business is conducted during the cntire holiday peried.

[ hax: 1 -eady prepared a letter on the professional development program

I weuldl like to clarify the question of the bids, The arca where wa had competitive ¢valuntion was in the
area ¢f | ihone and cell service . We reached out to the providers and they provided us with the rates and
plans ai 1ilable. I did fax to yon the rate sheets of the providers and documentation. They do not prepare
form:11 ds as in common in internal connestions nor does the evaluation scom to require any major work
other th1o cranching numbers and minutes which was quite tedious but was the only way we could sort
thing: ;¢ . Unfortunately I do not believe that [ kept the scrap sheets that showed the multiplication of
mitry ei Smes per minute rate of the non unlimited plan . Before the holidays I am under too much
press u to even look if the scrap sheet is in my file nor do T belicve it would be of any benefit. 1 belicve
that iy 1 :y previous response T did discuss all the issucs that you requested including a detailed explanation
of ou* :lierja for choosing the vender , thie percentages and the reason why we chose each vendor . If you
are #ill. yequesting this information either you did not receive it or I have not understood what kind of
decyin; ntation you require . T believe that I faxed you every thing that I possibly could including the

comx i iication with the vendors, all the ratc month 10 month cosis and we were actively engaged in
gettir g (1€ best available ratc .

T will t1in the office for a short while this Friday but unfortunately if you do require additional information
Iwil] 1.1t be able,duc to the holiday, to respond before the week of Nov 1 .] am faxing the sheets I prepared
for . |0 best answer your questions in good faith before the holiday. If any further response is required 1
will 3+ you to ploase postpone any requests unti] I return on the week of Novl

Rabbi Yaakov M Horowitz
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Telecom, Inc.

’ o ' e L SRS
iMetTel:Phone Service vs. Exchange Phohe Service Analysis: Congregation Bath Mikroh . - -
Magvodk o

- - “Excliange Phone Service:
# of Lines Cost/Line Totat # of Lines cest/Line 'TQE
Line Charges 3%
Line Charge 8 $15.25 $122.00 8 $15.25 $1225
Freedom Plan B $28.70 223760 4 ¥ $16.65 5663
Picc Charge B %295 $2360 8 $295  §23°
FCC Charge 8 $7.00 $56.00 a $7.13  $87
Plcc Charge  Colln v o 1w 8 $2.95 $23.60 8
iLine Charge Subtolal ' ST oo o $462.80 o
Minufes Gost/Minuie Total Minutes Cost/Minute Td
Usage Charges 4
Local 6007 $0.000 $0.00 149
Regional 1386 $0.00 $0.00 . 136
LD 376 $0.00 £0.00 . 376 . &
Canada 835 $0.06 $4.93 B3.5 $0.10 8
Walional Direclory Assistance 8 $0.80 36.40 _
Usage Subtotal L T
‘Projecled Total
i

51 1 Analysis prehared by: Sauf Feinsed
Autherized Agent 866-243-8148

£z 3ovd



ADeltaNet

Telecom, Inc. | | g‘
7\ tis 8

fsta Local Phone Service vs. Verizon Local Phone Service Analysié for: Yeshiva Bais Mikroh __1'_______._...
v Yark : _ ' L
Verizon Local Phone Service Covista Local wémlc'

# of Linos CostiLine Totat #.af Lines Coatline

T Charge B -81824 §mM892 0 8
sdom Plan 8 $38.00 $304.00 8
' Surcharge 8 $0.23 $ip4 8
ar 1D B - $8.50  $68.00 B

AR TR = L R R

Analysis prepared by Shaul Fainsed
Aothorized Verkzon, Covista & MetTel Agent 866-249-8148
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America’s Choice Family SharePlan

PAGE 26

' Page 1of4

_Illllw

" verizonwieless

"o ngver stop working for you™

Amerizi's ChoiceS™ Family SharePlan®

Sign up w11 ; Family SharePlan® starting at $59.99 for 2 lines
and gat additle ul lines for just $9.99 manthly access per line*

Plus Get Uniini ed in Cailing On All Lines

Talk with anv 31 ur 40 mitlion customers anytime from within the America's
Choice Home: 4. :ime Rate and Coverage Area, without using any of your
allowanca miric i

Plus Unlintitex! [Hight & Weekend Minutes

Talk to anyone «| iring night and weekend hours without using any of your
allowance mintr 13

*with 1- or 2.y ¢: ' Customer Agreement per line

Back to il ;lling plans

Included Fe: t.ies: Rate area map:

3-Way Callirgg Caller ID America's Choice Map

411 Cohnectd New Every Two® Natienal Enhanced Services
Basic Voice ') . Mo Answer/Busy Transfer Map

Call Forwardn; - TXT Messaging

Call Wiaiting ‘

bl

To add his plan to your wireless package complete these steps:

Selec: ; lan minutes

Belect Ncithly Promotions Monthly  Additional
Al ime Access  Minutes
Wi iles

o 5y First Two Lines - Unlimited IN Caliing | $58.98  §0.45

PLUS Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

Additional Lines - Unlimited IN Calling PLUS $5.99 $0.45

Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

o - 1am First Two Lines - Unlimitect IN Calling $79.99 $0.40

PLUS Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

Additional Lines - Unlimited IN Calling PLUS €9.99 $0.40
Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes
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America's (21: ce Family SharePlan Page 2 of 4
O 1501 First Twao Lines - Unlimited IN Calling £$99.99 ,50.35

PLUS Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes

, Additional Lings - Unlimited IN Caliing PLUS $9.29 30.38
Uniimited Night & Weekand Minutes

2:¢0  First Two Lines - Uniimited IN Cafling s14898 $025 4G FFKD [ines
PLUS Unlimited Night & Weskend Minctes ' '5_
197

Additional Lines - Uniimited N Calling PLUS $0.08 éo.;s : ~—
Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes L DIScoenT
o 3 First Two Lines - Uniimited IN Galling $199.99 5020

PLUS Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes :

Additienal Lines - Unlimited IN Calling PLUS 59.99 $0.20 1
Unlimited Niglt & YWeegkend Home Airime Minutes

O DT First Two Lines - Unlimited {N Calling $299.98  50.20
PLUS Unfimited Night & Weekend Minutes

Additionai Lines - Unfimited IN Calling PLUS $3.99 50.20 :
Unlimited Night & Weekend Minutes ;

i « Donie: ic long distance is included from the America's Choice Home Airime Rate and
Cava:i7e Area (airtime charges apply). B
» Doni: ric reaming is 69¢/minute (includes long distance charges). :
s Nigtt | rs (M=F): 8:01 pm.=5:59 a.m. ‘ i

Whr e dra: 12:00 a.m, Sat-11:58 p.m. Sun. :

Selert z :ontract tarm !

| Phone rrotig may be different by contract term (usually lower phone pricing on 2-year

contracts .
' Duration ¢: your plan \ 1-time activation fee
@ &year tontract £15.00
. 1-ysar ;ontract $35.00 :
By clicking ™. antinue To Select Lines" { acknowledge ]_C'Oﬂﬂﬂm :

* that | haviz n: | d the plan terms & canditions below.

Additicr a| Zalling Plan Information :

Hamea At 1z Per-Minute Rate are for use from within the America's Choice Home Airtime Rate

I

1

! .

‘ Menthly 4; 71 Airtimg Allgwancs Minutes, National IN Galling, Night & Weekend Minutes and
I and Cou 21} 1 Area,

| Domestec llnndmii!g‘Pei;-Minwe.the.' O o




