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December 5, 2007

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CC Docket No. 02,.06

Entity appealing:

Richland Springs ISD
Billed Entity Number: 141176
Contact: Travis Winn 700 West Highway 190 Richland Springs, Texas 76871
Phone: 325-452-3524
Fax: 325-452-3230
Email: traviswinn@rsisd.org

Decision appealed:

Administrator's Decision On Appeal- Funding Year 2004-2005
, Date of document: 10/16/2007

4'71 Application # 406735
FRN: 1124088

Richland Springs ISD is seeking a Request for Review from the'FCC.

Regarding funding year 2004-2005, FRN 1124088 was approved in full. However,
apJ?roxit:nately three year~ passed and Richland Springs ISD received a Notification of
C0mmitment Adjustment Letter dated April 24, 2007. This letter stated that Richland Springs
ISO failed to post a new FCC Form 470 before extending its existing contract and failed to
comply with the competitive bidding requirements therefore funding for FRN 112408:8 is being
~~. '

In~Tesponse to the USAC April 24, 2007 letter, we submitted a letter dated June 18,2007. This
letter clearly outlined and documented how Richland Springs posted a new FCC 470 and
complied with competitive bidding, requirements.
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USAC then requested a copy of the Internet Access contract. On October 8, 2007, we: responded
with a letter that stated Richland Springs complied with all local and state procurement laws
regarding Funding Year 2004. However, we were unable to locate a copy of the original Internet
contract signed in December 2000. The October 8, 2007 letter was attached with a document
written by the Service Provider, Central Texas Communications, stating the Internet Contract
was signed both parties in December 2000 and was not terminated and no new contract was
signed during the 2001-2006 funding years. I

On October 16, 2007, Richland Springs received an Administrator's Decision on Appeal for
Funding Year 2004-2005. The Appeal regarding Richland Springs posting a new FCC Fonn 470
before extending its existing contract was approved; however, funding was denied because
USAC said no contract was in place at the time Form 471 was submitted. '

Considering that Richland Springs ISD has shown a good faith effort to comply with all
competitiye bidding and contract requirements this is not a case of waste, fraud or abu~e but a
misplacement of a 7 year-old contract. For that reason Richland Springs ISD is respectfully
requesting the FCC to review the attached documents and direct USAC to restore full funding for
FRN 1124088. '

Questions concerning tWs request can be directed to Travis Winn at 325-452-3524.

Sincerely,

Travis Winn
Superintendent
Richland Springs ISD

Attachments:

June 18, 2007 response letter
Oc~ober 8, 2007 response letter
May 15,2007 Central Texas Communications letter

\.'



Richland Springs I.SeD.
700 W. Hwy. 190 • Richland Springs, Texas 76871

June 18.2007

Letter ofAppeal
Schools and Libraries Division
Dept. 25 - Conespondence Unit
100 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, NJ 07981

RE: Appeal

Entity appealing:
Richland Springs Independent Schoo] District
BEN: 141176
Travis Winn
700 West Highway 190
Richland Springs, Texas 76871
Phone: 325-452-3524
Fax: 325-452-3230
Email address: traviswil1n@rsisd.org

D.ecision appealed:
Notification ofCommitment Adjustment Letter
Dl:tte ofDocull1ent: April 24, 2007
F~nding Year 2004
471 Application # 406735
FRN: 1124088
SPIN: '143004099

Subject of the Appeal:

According to the Commitment Adjustment Letter, FRN 1124088 are denied because Richland
Sf>lings ISD failed to post a newFCC F01U1470 before extending its existing contract and
therefore failed to comply with the competitive bidding requirements.

"'M~king Tna.$ks for Excellence"
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executed pursuant to posting ofnew a Form 470 and an existing contract was
in place and is to be renewed alillually. I

I
I

o Specifically, The contract extension was not repOlted on Block 2 Item #7
because a signed, written contract executed pursuant to posting of a FOlTI1 470
in a previous program year (specifically Funding Year 2001) was in place
AND the Funding Year 2004 Fom1470 did NOT list multi-yeal' or voltmtary
extensions as all option for the appliCallt to check (,r). As a result, Richland
Springs was not able to cite voluntal'y contract extensions for FundiIig Year
2004 on Form 470. ' ,

FonTI 470 Block 2 Item #9:

• The establishing contract as cited on F0I111 470 Application #
913740000296602 was extended each year for a11 additional year with the
extension being indicated on the cited Funding Year 2004 Form 470 Block 2
Item #9 as the E-rate consultant checked (,,) that Internet services Were being
sought. Richland Springs then waited 28 days to comply with comp~titive
bidding requirements before they submitted FOl1n 471. :

,
Fom1471 Application Number 406735 was submitted and cited the establishing FO~'m 470
Application Number: 913740000296602 for Internet access on the following ,
Block 5.

~ Block 5, FRN: 1124088
• Category of Service: Intemet Access
• 470 Application Number: 913740000296602
• Contract Award,Date: 12/20/2000
• Service State Date: 07/0112004
• Contract Expiration Date: 06/3012005

H: is inlportant to note that Richland Springs ISD established a pattem of referencing the
establishing'FonTI 470 Application number for.Intemet Access on F0I111471 Block 5 for these
consecutive Ftmding Years: 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005 and 2006.

The following forms aloe attached are attached to support the above-mentioned statements.

e Copy ofthe Funding Year 2001 Fon11470 (Application Number ,
913740000296602), which clearly documents this f0I111 as the establishing
FonTI 470 for the Illtemet Access contract.

• Copy ofFOlTI1470 & Form 471 for Funding Yeal" 2004 to SUppOlt and
document

1

the intent and good faith effort ofRichland Springs ISD to post a new Form
470 allcl cite the request for Intemet access on Form 470 before extending the
existing contract; comply with bidding requirements; and to reference the
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Explanation:

The explanations and documents presented below clearly show the intent and goo,d faith effort
of Richland Springs ISD and their E-rate consultant to comply with all rules and guidelines
for Funding Year 2004. '

It is the opinion ofRichlal1d Springs ISD that they clearly:
(1) Established an Intemet Access contract in FlU1ding Year 2001 that would be l'e~lewed

annually; :
(2) Cited their intent for Internet Access services by posting a new Fonll 470 for Fhnding
Year 2004 before extending the existing contract;
(3) Complied with competitive bidding requirements; and :
(4) Cited their intent to renew the existing Intemet Contract by referencing the esta~lishing
FOlm 470 Application Number 913740000296602 on Fonn471 Block 5 for Fundin~g Year
2004 FRN 1124088. '

The above":'111entioned explanations are suppOlted by the following Fom1470 & Fonn 471
facts: :,

Fundirig Year 2001

For Funding Year 2001 the E-rate consultant on behalfofRichland Springs ISD posted a
Fonn 470 (Application # 913740000296602) on 0912612000 on the USAC website and, after
waiting 28 days, Richland Springs ISD entered into a contract for Internet Access with
Central Texas Communications (SPIN 143004099). According to the contract, "the telm will
be from July 1,2001 and continue through Jtme 30, 2002 and will be renewed annually."
Specifically, the contract will be renewed for another year and does 110'1 convelt to a n10nth-to
month contract. Furthelmore, according to the Richland Springs E-rate consultant, this is the
establishing F0l111470 for Intemet Access and is to be referenced 011 future Fornls 471 until a
new contract is signed. It is important to note that no new contract was signed during the
2001-2006 E-rate Funding Years.

Funding Year 2004

For Funding Year 2004 the E-rate consultant on behalf ofRichland Springs ISD posted a new
F01111470 Application Number 134520000462159 on 10/20/2003. .

Form 470 Block 2) Item #7:

o The Richland Springs E-rate consultant read this statement: "Note: Services
that are covered by a signed, written contract executedpursuant to posting of
a Form 470 in a previous program year OR a contract signed onlbefore
7/10197 and reported on a Form 470 in a preVious year as an existing contract
do NOT require filing ofa Form 470" and interpreted it to mean that no new
contract was needed because a contract for Internet Access was previously



establishing Fonn 470.Applicatioll Number on Form 471 Block 5 for
FRNl124088.

Because these documents show that Richland Springs ISD posted a new FCC FOlTI1470
before extending the existing contract; they referenced the establishing Form 470 for the
Internet Access and complied with the competitive bidding requirements, Richland Springs
ISD is respectfully" requesting USAC to dismiss the Funding Commitment Adjustments for
FRN 1124088.

Sincerely, r

ct(ftk~~J~~
Travis Winn
Supelintendent
Richland Springs ISD
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/I Your Telecommunications Link to the H10rld" :

?vIay 15, 2007

Richland Springs ISD
Travis Winn, Superintendent
700 W. Coyote Trail
Richland Springs. Tx 76871

RE: USAC Notification of Conunitment Adjustment Letters for Funding Years 2902, 2003,

2004. & 2005.

Iryou have fillther questions regarding the Internet Access contracts please feel (ree to

contact us.

!

I
!

A contract for Internet Access was signed in December 2000 for the 2001 funding year. The
language in the contract states "the telm of this contract shall be from July I, 2001 and
continue through June 30, 2002 and will be renewed annually." The automatic renewal of
the contracts begins July 1st and continues through June 30

lh
in order to correspOlld with the

E-rate funding cycle. This contract continues to renew annually each July 1sl and continue
tlu.ough June 30lh until a new contract is signed or unless the contract is terminated. It is
impOltant to note the contract signed in December of2000 has not been termil1at~dand no
new contract has been signed during the 2001-2006 funding years.

As your Internet Access provider, we received copies of the Notification ofComn~itment
Adjustment letters for Funding Years 2002-2005. From our careful review of the :letters, \ve
detel111ined an explanation regarding the renewal ofthe Internet Access contracts ;Was in

order. ,.

"

i

Sincerely.

CENTRAL TEXAS COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

J? a. 1·;1 /"'I /1>.tt ···nCL<. L.&V~

Brandi Coronado
Staff Accountant

\012 Reilly - P.O. Bo,.; 627
Gol<J,thwaite, Texas 76844

Phone: {.')2,)) 648-2237 - (800) ~~l:j.Rc)04 - F"...: ('n'n c)~R-%c)l
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October 8, 2007

Jose Diaz 973..599-6525
Associate Manager
Program CoJXlpliance Unit

-
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326-938-5788 p.5

RE: Richland Springs ISO, Application Number: 406735, FRN 1124088

Richland Springs ISD complied with alllocaJ. and stateprocurement laws xegarding Funding
Yeat 2004. However~ Richland Springs is unable to locate a copy ofthe original Internet
contract signed in December 2000. The contraet was signed by the previous Superintendent,
Ray Matthews, who is no longer at Richland Springs and signedby Centml Texas
Communiea1ioDS~ Mr. Matthews' files were searched but the contract was not located. This
is clearly a misplacement ofpaperwork and therefore the district should notbe financially
penalized because a contractwas misplace<l. This is not a case ofa waste. fraud or misuse of
funds.

Central Texas CommunicatiODG has written a letter stating the 2000 Contract was signed both
parties and was not terminated and 110 new contract was signed during the 2001-2006 funding
years. This lettem supports that Rlcbland Springs had some :ftmnofan agreement with
Central Texas Communieatio~ the Internet Service Provider before submitting their FCC
Fonn 471. In Adams County Smlol Distriet 14, Commeree City, Colorado, et 81.: the
FCC granted a limited waiver ofrule 54.504(c) for citcumstanccs similar to Richland ~prings.

!

Furthermo~ these mistakes do not wammt the complete rejection oftbis application for E
xate tunding. Importantly~ this appeal does not involve a misuse offunds. The Commission
recently found in Bishop PerryMiddle School that" under certain circumstanges, rigid .
adherence to certain E-Tate roles and requiresnents that are "procedural'" in nature does not
promote the goals ofsection 254 ofthe Act - ensuring access to discounted '
telecommunications and infoMlation services to schools and libraries - and therefore does not

1 serve the public interest.

Richland Springs respectfu~lY requests USAC to review the attached letter from Central Texas .
Communicati.QlJs.-and the FCC Appeal regammg Adaans County School Distriet 14,
Commeree City, Colorado, etal. as these documents wiU support the Richland Springs
appeal to be approved..

Sincerely~

e~ t.-J---
TravisWinn
Superintendent
Richland Springs ISD


