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MAY 2? 2012 
Federal Communications Commission 

Offic:\' of the Secretary 

Federal Communications Commissio-A 
Ofi:tee of the Sc:crewy 
445 12111 Street, SW 
Room 1W-A32S 
Washington. DC 20554 

Re: Appeal ofUSAC (Schools & lil7.rar.ies Division) Decisions 

1 Fuui..ing Year 1998-1999 Appe~ 

On behalf of Iowa school districts ;:.Cecled by the 1999 denial of \lllivmal service 
suppor.t for telecommunications ser\t:.ccs provided to them by lhe Iowa Communications 
Network (lCN) sad the subsequent negative Administrator's Decision on Appeal dared 
11128/01 [Exhibit 1], !hereby subr~t this new appeal This appeal addresses tbe 
impediments tc our tiling the origical appeal in a timely manner, that is, wilbin the 30 
day time period. 

This agency hac! re~ted contacts with SLD and FCC staff members to ensure that 
appeals for Iowa schools regarding lCN teleCOl!Wlunications services were properly and 
timely filed. Advice from SLD and ::-cc staff, while not rect:ivcd by us ill a. timely 
manner, was followed by this a.gen.:~y,. apparently to our detriment. Spcc:i:fic:ally. we Wl:l'l: 

advised to file a consolidated appc1Jl on behalf of Iowa schools to minimi2e paperwork 
for SLD staff. We were at aU tim~ awate of the 30 day ftling nJie and had concerns 
about this vis-A-vis our appeaL Tt e: coUtSe of eVen~ th&rled to this appeal is as 
follows: 

1. On 2/1199. Pam Pfitzenmaier, wis agency•s clirector of educational 
telecommunications, telepb.oDt·c·. Debra Kriete of SLC (nlk/a SLD), leaving a 
voicemail asking Kriete how :i1 )Wa scbools shollld go about appealing the FCC's 
declaratory flllillg (CC Docket No. 96-45) dated 11.29/99. She received a rcmm call 
from Kate Moore on behalf o1' Krlc:tc on 214/99. Moore said that Kriete would be 
caWng Pfitzenmaier. PfitzeJWJC ier expressed concern about filing one consolidated 
appeal because of the 30 day ru) c~ and because this agency did not have any FRNs for 
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2. Not having hearing yet from KriJ-:C or myone else ar. SIJ), on 2/24199 at the 
con~usion of the regular CCSSO e-tate confcRnce eall. PfitZeDmaier asked again 
how the Iowa ICN appeal woutc. be handled. Kate Moore stated that she would 
·'facilitate" the cOilVc:niation witiliu SLD. 

·. 

3. The week prior to 3/11199. Krlett did call Pt'itZeDmaiei and offered to obtain FRNs 
for Iowa schools. On 3111/99, Ptirzenmaier sent an e-uiail to Kriete [Exlu"bit 2] to 
remind her of this. NOTE: -nu;FRNs have a.ever beep seat to tJda agency. 

4. Hearing of Kliet=•s impeJUling resignilrl~ on 3/19/99 Piitzemnaienalked to Moore 
about a new cont.aJ:t for Iowa's appeal and abOUl the fact tha:t 1he promised. FRNs had 
not been sent. Moore confumeli nt that.timc that Iowa should. proceed with one 
consolidated appeal. 

s_ On 3124/99, P6tZeDJJ:~aier calleli ivuclcey Revenaugh m finri out how to get rhe FRNs 
for the consolidated appeaL This was followed up by an e-mail on 4f7/9fJ [F.¥bibit 
3] to both Kriete:: and Revenaugli. to inform· them that the UJldersigned would be 
proceeding with rhe consolidaU:i:l appeal, minus the FRNs. which had yet to be sent 
to Iowa. -·----·---~ -~-. ----~~ ___ ____...... 

6. At the Fall of 1999 c-ram trai:D.iag conference in Cbit=a&Q. 'PfiaellJDiier spoke with 
Ellen Woltbagen and explained !owa.•s sitllaticm. "·olthagen told Pfi12enma:ier that 
she undc:rstood why Kriete ""otl!i have prescn"bed a consolidated appeal for all Iowa 
Schools bm expressed concem mout the 30 day rule::. Walfllagcn suggested that 
Pfirzenmaic:r contaCt Irene Flam.t·U"Y to gain waiver of the 30 day rule. Accordingly. 
on 9123199 PfitzcnmaiCI' sent au. ~:-mall to flam1ery asking for permission lot Iowa to 

file a consolidated appeal for Y .a 1r 2. [Exhibit 4.] No response was received from 
Flawlery. ---I. 

''. 
7. On 10121199, PfifZ!:mllaier sent~ follow.:.up e-mail [Ezhibit S] to Flannery. No 

resp~. ' 

8. On 11/12199. Pfitunmaier advis ~d w olthagen via e-mau [Exldbn 6] that she had 
hear\! nothing from Flaxulcry. ~ 'ol:fhagen volunteeted to contact FCC. Ptitzeumaier 
also adVised Woltbagen t:ba.t the;under&i~d -would file a consolidated appeal ou 
bebalf of all Iowa schools for Yt.ar 2. 

The above chronology amply demam.mares that tbis agcacy tried in good faith to comply 
with the 30 day rule, but was thwaE1~d in iu a.tumlpts to be in compliance by ei'Ebet· poor 
advice or, worse, no responses, from staff for SID and/or FCC. Accordingly. I would 
ask that tbe FCC now a.greo that the 30 day rule should. be waived for our original appeal 
referc:nccd in Exhibit 1 and tllrthe~ f:lat The FCC inSllUc:t USAc to grant the appeal.for 
funding yean; 1998-1999. ·.j . 
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n. F~i Year 2000-2001 Appeal 

On behalf of Iowa school diStrictS a1~c:cted by the Year 3 denial of universal service 
support for telecommunications $et'Vil:es provided to them by the Iowa Camnnmicati.ons 
Network (ICN) and the ~S~qu@ n.f,galive Adminisl:rator' s Decision on Appeal da:l:s:d 
11/28/01 [Exbibit 71~ I hereby subn:li~ ti;Us new appeal. This appeal addresses the 
impediments to our :filing the origin11 appeal in a timely ma:aner, that is, witbin tl1e 30 
day time period. 

This portion of the appeal iucorpar-o1W:S by reference the abave cbronology ancl relevant 
exhibits because tbe same issue of ilris agency• s failure to eomply with the 30 day rule is 
involved in the Year 3 decision. Funher relevant eventS are smnmarized as follows: 

1. On the merits, the lCN has been found by the U.S. Coun of Appeals for tbe District 
of Columbia to be a bona fide fl~~'vids of telecommunications services for e-rate 
pw;poses, as recognized by the FCC 12.126/00 Ordet .:m Kemaw:l. 

2. One 615/01 Pfitzenmaier telepbf?~-.cd Cmi.ona Ayer about the Yc:ill.t' 3 consolidated 
appeal for Iowa schools, and w~ infoaned by Ayer that l1er staff could not find the 
appeal, which had beeu sent fro:ni this agency on S!l5100. These: Were later located, 
and the deoial due to the nonconipliancc: with tbe 30 day rule followed. 

' 

I believe that this is all of the inf~uarion you req,uite for tbese appealS; however. jf you 
have futther questions. please do n-c~hc:sitare to contact me. 

R.especlf'ully submitted. . 

~~~ TedSril~ · 
Iowa Dcpanment of Education 

Encl. 
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