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Before the
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of the File No, SLD -

Appeal of the Decision of the

Universal Service Administrator by
' the

Troup County School System

CC Docket No. 96 - 45
Federal-State Joint Board on
Universal Service
Changes to the Board of Directors of)
The National Exchange Carrier }
Association, Inc. }CC Docket No. 97 - 21

T I U R R i L N P

Motion to Dismiss Appeal

February 8, 2007

Marlene H. Dortch

Office of the Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W. Suite TW-A325
Washington, D.C. 20554




“This is Motion to Dismiss Appeal of Troup County School

System for the reasons set forth in Exhibit A.
The Appeal was filed December 15,2006 and involved the

following:

Form 471 Application Number: 527055

Funding Year: 907/01/2006-06/30/2007
Billed Entity Number for district: 127310
FRNs: 145611; 1466154; 1474093; 1474114

Enclosed are the original and four copies of the Appeal. An
extra copy is also enclosed. Please time stamp the extra
copy and return it to me in the enclosgsed self addressed-

stamped envelope.

Respectfully submitted,

Nathaniel Hawthorne
District of Columbia Bar No. : 237693

27600 Chagrin Blvd., Ste. 265

Cleveland, OH 44122

Tel. : 216.514.4798
E-mail: nhawthorne@earthlink.net

Attorney for

Troup County School System
Cc: Troup County School System
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Nathaniel Hawthorne

From:  "JANE LOGAN" <JLOGAN@froup.org>

To: <nhawthorne@earthlink.net>
Cc: <office@epicinc.org>
Sent: Wednesday, February 07, 2007 4:13 PM

Subject:  Year 9 appeal

Nathaniel,

As you know, we submitted our e-Rate applications for Priority 2 work in our
Year 8 application and duplicated it in Year 9, since we did not receive the
funding in Year 8. Epic Communications was very kind to do an appeal to the
FCC for our Year 9 application when it was rejected. The week before last
we received word that our Year 8 application was approved.

After much thought and consideration of the "2 in 5 rule", we would like to
-request that you revoke the appeal. We would prefer to have future
applications cover different work. :

Thank you for all your help and advice.

Sincerely,
Jane Logan

2/8/2007




