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SUMMARY 

This Consolidated Supplement is made to a Request for Review ("Request") filed on 

December 21, 2012 by the Wilson County School District (the "District" or "Wilson County"). 

The Request being supplemented herein involves primarily the propriety of the District's 

submission to the Schools and Libraries Division of the Universa l Services Admin istrative 

Company (collectively, "USAC") of a request to remove certain billed entities (BEN's) that were 

to receive certain eligible services supported under the Schools and Libraries Support 

Mechanism ("E-Rate Program") administered by the Schools and Libraries Division of the 

Universal Services Administrative Company (co llectively, "USAC"). USAC contends that the 

request did not meet the standard for a clerical & ministerial error. 

The District respectfully submits that the grounds on which USAC justifies their decision 

cannot be sustained. The District followed the applicable rules in requesting the removal of the 

entities and has provided supporting documentation to USAC to support its contention. 



Before the 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

In the Matter of 

Request for Review ofDecisions of the 
Universal Service Administrator 

Wilson County School District 
North Carolina 

To: Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau 

) 
) 
) CC Docket No. 02-6 
) 
) 
) FCC Fonn 471 Application#: 829164 
) 
) FRN 2372018, 2372034, 2372044, & 

2372056 (FY 2012) 

CONDSOLIDATED SUPPLEMENT TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Wilson County School District (the "Distr ict" or ''Wilson County"), acting through 

counsel and pursuant to and in accordance with Sections 54.719-54.72 1 of the Federal 

Communication Commission's ("FCC" or "Commission") rules, hereby supplements its 

previously-filed Request for Review ("Request").' Therein, the District sought review of 

USAC's denial ofthe District's appeal ("Appeal") for Funding Years ("FY") 2012. 

1 On December 21, 2012 the District filed a Request with the Commission (See Exhibit I) seeking review 
of the denial of the August 28, 2012 District appeal (See Exhibit 2 and 3) filed with the Schools and 
Libraries Division of the Universal Service Administrative Company (collectively, " USAC'') relating to 
the captioned FRNs. The District USAC Appeal contested the USAC Funding Commitment Decision 
Letter ("FCDL" and See Exhibit 4) relating to those FRNs. The Request was timely filed on December 
21,2012. Section 54.720(b) of the Commission's ru les requires the filing of an appeal with the FCC 
"within sixty (60) days of issuance" of a decision by USAC. The Decision Letter is dated October 22, 
20 I 2. and 60 days thereafter would be December 21, 20 12. Since the Request was fiJed on December 21, 
2012, which is 60 days from the dale of the Decision Letter, it was timely filed. 
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I. STATEMENT OF THE DISTRICT'S INTEREST IN THE CONSOLJDA TED 
REQUEST 

The District had standing to file its appeal because Section 54.719(c) of the 

Commission's rules provides that, "[a)ny person aggrieved by an action taken by a division of 

the Administrator . . . may seek review ·from the Federal Communications Commission."2 In this 

case, the District is directly aggrieved by USAC's Decision Letter, which seeks to deny funding 

forE-Rate Program funds for FY 2012. 

II. INTRODUCTION- BASIS FOR DENIAL 

This USAC Decision Letter affirms a decision relating to the captioned FRNs and was 

based on an exchange of information between USAC and the District. 

Based on the Decision Letter the principal reason that became the basis for the denial was 

"After review of the supporting the documentation provided, USAC has been detennined that the 

request is not an allowable correction. Your request failed to supply the documentation that was 

used at the time of filing the FCC Form 471 that supports the fact that the [three entities] were 

not intended to receive services. Therefore your appeal is denied." The District respectfully 

disagrees with the justification for the denial and requests that it be rescinded in full. The 

rationale for this disagreement is presented below. 

III. KEY BACKGROUND FACTS 

A. The District 

The District serves over 12,100 students in grades kindergarten through twelfth grade. 

Wilson County's student population has increased by 15% in the past 20 years. The District 

enjoys strong community support for its schools, partnerships with business and faith based 

2 47 C.F.R. § 54.719(c). 
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organizations, and substantial parental involvement. Student achievement ranks among the top 

tier of all North Carolina school districts. Diversity in the District is evidenced by the over 18 

languages spoken by students and their families. ln order to improve the quality of instruction in 

this poor part ofNorth CaroLina the District must update its educational services. The District's 

goal is to "empower[] all students to become successful in a g lobal society." 

8. The Underlying Denial Finding 

Based on the Decision Letter the principal reason that became the basis for the denial was 

"A fier review of the supporting the documentation provided, USAC has been determined that the 

request is not an allowable correction. Your request failed to supply the documentation that was 

used at the time of filing the FCC Form 471 that supports the fact that the [three entities] were 

not intended to receive services. Therefore your appeal is denied." 

C. SLD Guidance and Procedures Used by the District to Complete 
Form 471 'sand Make Corrections As a ResuJt of Ministerial & 
Clerical Errors 

The District each year makes a detennination of what Erate fundable services it will need 

for the next school year and completes a FCC Fonn 470 listing those services. Bids are received 

in the succeeding twenty-eight (28) day period and at the conclusion of twenty-eight days each 

bid is scored according to a decision matrix and the winning bidder is selected for the particular 

service in question. The District also determines the number of NSLP quaLified students using 

either the number ofNSLP participants or the result of an alternative income survey conducted 

according to USAC guidance. Each school and non instructional entity is listed on a District 

prepared spreadsheet which Lists each school's entity number, its enrollment, its number of 
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NSLP qualified students, and the method of ca lcu lating the school's discount (either NSLP of 

alternative survey) (Sec Exhibit 7). 

After the preparation ofthe aforementioned documents, the FCC Form 471 for Priority I 

is then completed by entering the applicable District information in Blocks I and 2. Block 4 

contains the discount information and calculation fo r each ent ity receiving service. The District 

completes this Block by transferring the discount information for the entire District from Block 4 

of the previous year's Priority I 471 application onto the current year's Priority I application and 

then updating any information needed as per the a forementioned spreadsheet. This saves the 

district the time of manually re-entering each entity into the Priority l Block 4 section of the 

applicat ion. 

The FCC Form 471 for Priority 2 is then completed by entering the applicable District 

information in Blocks I & 2. Block 4 contains the discount information and calculation for each 

entity receiving service. The Priority 2 application usually contains less entities than the Priority 

I application therefore the District completes this Block by transferring the discount information 

for the entire District from Block 4 of the current year (and just completed Priority I 471 

application) onto the Priority 2 application and then deleting ent ities until it balances with the 

infonnation from the aforement ioned spreadsheet. This saves the district the time of manually re

entering each entity into the Priority 2 Block 4 section of the application. Block 5 contains the 

information about each winning service provider including the contracted amount for which 

funding will be requested. This information is obta ined from the decision matrixes and the 

service provider quotes or contracts. Block 6 is completed by entering the appropriate 

information about the District and making the appropriate certifications. 
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In the instance of FCC Form 471 # 829164 for Priority 2 services the District made a 

clerical error in complet ing the form. Three entities were included in Block 4, Worksheet 

1399351, which should not have been included. These entities were not listed on the discount 

spreadsheet (which was prepared prior to the completion of the FCC Form 471) prepared by the 

d istrict and which was used to complete the Block 4 worksheet. Quite simply, these entities 

should have been eliminated when the Block 4 data was trans ferred from the Priority I 

application and their inclusion was the result of a clerica l erro r. 

The guidance posted to the USAC website (hup://www.univcrsalscrvicc.org/sl/applicants/stcp02/clcrical-

errors.aspx) at the time of the FY 2012 applications relative to ministeria l & clerical errors states 

that: 

"Mtmstenal and clencal (M&C) errors are defined as data entry errors or mistakes applicants made on the FCC 
Form 470 or rcc Form 471 . Such errors include onJy the kinds of errors that a typist might make when entering 
data from one list to another, such as mistyping a number. using the wrong name or phone number. failing to enter 
an item from the source list onto the application. or making an aritl1metic error." (Order FCC 11-60. released April 
14. 2012). USAC can process Requests to correct M&C errors up until the time that a Funding Commilment 
Deciston Letter (FCDL) is issued. 

Allowable Corrections 

• Spelling errors 
• Simple addition, subtraction, multiplication or di vision etTors 
• Transposed letters and/or numbers 
• Misplaced decimal points 
• Other punctuation marks (hyphens. periods. commas. etc.) included or not included or mil>'J>Iaced 
• Fai ling to enter an item from the source ust (e.g .• NSLP data, uploaded Block 4 data. FRN. etc.) 
• Incorrect citations such as: 

o FCC Form 470 number 
o Discount percent 
c Urban/rural status 
o Contract number 
o Billing Account Number/Multiple Billing Account Numbers 
o FCC Form 471 Block 4 worksheet entries 

• Updates or changes to contact person and/or consultant information 
• l:rrors m dollars figures on an FRN 
• Adding or r<.moving entities accidentally omi tted or included in FCC Form 471 Block 4 
• Accidental omission ofFRNs from the FCC Form 471 
• Changing t11e amount budgeted for ineligible services (Item 25d, "necessary resources") in FCC Fonu 471 

Block 6 
• Changing the service delivery time period (e.g .• monU1-to-month to contractual, recurring to non-recurring) 
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• Mis-keying the Service Provider Identification Number (SPIN) or Service Provider Name 
• Corrective SPIN changes 
• Correcting U1e annual charges for recurring charges 
• Incorrectly identifYi ng ineligible charges and/or services or products 

Request to correct M&C errors should be submitted to USAC as soon as the errors are detected by the applicant. 
USAC will accept and process requests unti l an FCDL is issued." 

The District notified USAC on August 1, 2012 of the error in Block 4 of application 829 164 and 

requested that the entities in question be removed due to a ministeria l & clerica l error. USAC on 

that same day confi rmed receipt of the notice and request (See Exhibits 5). On August 13, 2012 

USAC sent a FCDL to the District denying the funding request (See Exhibit 4). As the District 

notified USAC of the error befo re the FCDL was issued, the notice requirement of the guidance 

was met. 

The District then fi led a Letter of Appeal on August 28, 201 2 with USAC (See Exhibit 

3). A USAC Program Compl iance reviewer on September 20, 2012 requested clarificat ion of the 

appeal in an email to the District's consultant which was answered via email by the consultant 

back to the reviewer on October 5, 2912 (see Exhibit 6). The District provided copies of the 

Block 4 input documents in the form of the aforementioned spreadsheets that the district used to 

complete Block 4, Worksheet 1399351. These spreadsheets clearly demonstrate that the entities 

in question were not intended to be included in Worksheet 139935 1. 

The District also provided vendor quotes or contracts and the contract fo r FRN 2372044 

details the individual ent it ies that were to receive service and they clearly show that the entities 

to receive service are identical to ones listed on the Block 4 input spreadsheets and do not 

include the entities that the RAL requested to be deleted. The contracts fo r the other three FRN 's 

do not detail the entities fo r which they will provide service, however there is no USAC 

requirement that either a quote or contract detail the entities for which service will be provided as 

most often the contract is between the service provider and the school district. 
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IV. STANDARD OF REVIEW AND GOVERNING FCC PRECEDENT 

USAC's authority to administer the E-Rate Program is limited to implementing and 

applying the Commission's rules and the Commission's interpretations ofthose rules as found in 

agency adjudications. 3 USAC is not empowered to make policy, interpret any unclear rule 

promulgated by the Commission,4 or to create the equivalent of new guidclines.5 USAC is 

responsible for "administering the universal support mechanisms in an efficient, effective, and 

competitively neutral manner."6 The Commission's review of the Decision Letter is de novo, 

without being bound by any findings of USAC. 7 

Furthermore the de novo review in this case must consider the following relevant FCC 

precedents: 

- Unti l an E-Rate Program rule is adopted, an applicant cannot be expected to comply 

with it.8 

-Compliance with ministerial and clerical error standards must be measured "as they 

existed at [the] time" ofthe alleged vio lation.9 

'47 C.F.R. § 54.702(c}. 

4 /d. 

5 Changes to the Board of Directors of the Nat 'I Exchange Carrier Ass 'n, Inc., Third Report and Order. 
13 FCC Red 25058. 25066-67 ( 1998). 

6 47 C.F.R. § 54.70 I (a). 
7 47 C.F.R. § 54.723. 
8 See Request for Review of the Decisions of the Univen;a/ Service Administrator by Aiken County Public 
Schools, Aiken. SC et a/., Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, Order, 23 FCC 
Red 8735, 8737 ~6 (2007). 

'~See In the Matter of Request for Review of Decisions of the Universal Service Administrator by Colegio 
Nuestra Senora del Carmen et a/., Schools and Libraries Universal Support Mechanism. Order, 23 FCC 
Red 15568, 15573 ,112 (Telecom. Access Pol. Div. 2008). 
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-Clarifications or changes toE-Rate Program rules and policies are normally to be 

applied prospectively by USAC. 10 

- USAC should not be denying funding "where the applicant made a good faith effort to 

comply with the funding guidelines" and should inform tbe applicants prior to denying funding 

of"any errors ... , along with a specific explanation of how the applicant can remedy such 

errors."11 

- The Commission noted that it ''has vested in USAC the responsibility of administering 

the application process for the schools and libraries universal service support mechanism;" 

pursuant to that authority, USAC developed procedures relating to the application and appeals 

process and in Bishop Peny, the Commission applied the 47 C.F.R. § 1.3 waiver rule to allow a 

limited waiver ofUSAC procedures. 12 

A review of the Request in light of these standards and precedent will reveal that the 

Decision Letter was not supported by FCC law or policies. Most fundamentally, USAC failed to 

explain why it decided to ignore the District's request to remove the entity or the explanation of 

its ministerial and clerical errors and the guidance posted to the USAC website relative to 

ministerial and clerical errors. This action flies in the face of repeated Commission admonitions 

that applicants should have the opportunity to correct their mistakes and that USAC must explain 

its actions. 

10See Request for Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by Ysieta. Independent 
School District, El Paso, Texas, Schools and Libraries Universal Support Mechanism. Order, 18 FCC 
Red 26406, 26419-23 ,,26-38 (2003); Request }or Review of the Decision of the Universal Service 
Administrator by Wi11ston Salem/Forsyth Co1111ty School District, Winston-Salem North Carolina. Schools 
and Libraries Universal Support Mechanism. Order, 18 FCC Red 26457, 26462 ,113 (2003). 
11 Request for review of the Decision of the Universal service Administrator Academia Claret, Puerto 
Rico. eta!., 21 FCC Red 10703, 10709,14 (Wircline CompeL Bur. 2006). 
12 Request for Review of Decision by the Universal Service Administrator by Bi.vhop Peny Middle School, 
Order, 21 FCC Red 5316, 561 8 ~4 (2006)("Bishop Peny Order"). 
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VI. ARGUMENT 

As previously noted, the Denial is based on the assertions that the District did not comply 

with the ministerial and clerica l error procedures, which conclusions are discussed in detail and 

refuted by Wi lson County as fo llows: 

A. The District's Response to the Denial Finding that the District Did Not 
Adhere to the Guidance Relative to Ministerial and Clerical Errors 

Denial Letter Assertion - "A Form 471 Receipt Acknowledgement Letter (RAL) was 
sent to Wilson County School District on March 27, 2012. The RAL lists allowable clerical and 
ministerial corrections to the FCC Form 471 including modifications to Block 4. Corrections 
may be submitted up to the time that funds are committed. The Funding Commitment Decision 
letter was issued on August 13 2012. On August 1, 2012, Wilson County School District 
requested to correct a ministerial or clerical error by the removal of[three entities] from Block 4 
Worksheet No: 139935 1. During the appeal review process, Wilson County School District was 
asked to confirm their request to remove the entities and provide supporting documentation to 
determine whether or not a ministerial and clerical error occurred. According to FCC Order 
(FCC 11-60) ministerial and clerical errors are defined as follows: "The applicant can amend its 
forms to correct clerical and ministerial errors on their FCC Forms 470, FCC Form 471 
applications, or associated documentations until a FCDL is issued. Such errors include only the 
kinds of errors that a typist might make when entering data from one list to another, such as 
mistyping a number, using the wrong name or phone number, fai ling to enter an item from the 
source list onto the application, or making an arithmetic error." After reviewing the 
documentation provided, USAC has determined the the [sic] request is not an allowable 
correction. Your request failed to supply the supporting documentation that used at the time of 
the 'fil ing of the FCC Form 471 that supports the fact that [the three entities] were not intended to 
receive services. Therefore, your request to remove the entity is denied." 

The District's Resp011se --As stated earlier, The District determines the number ofNSLP 

qualified students using either the number of NSLP participants or the result of an alternative 

income survey conducted according to USAC guidance. Each school and non instructional entity 

is listed, prior to preparing and completing the FCC Form 471, on a District prepared spreadsheet 

(See Exhibit 7) which lists each school's entity number, its enro llment, its number of NSLP 

qualified students, and the method of calculating the school's discount (either NSLP of 
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alternative survey). These items are the necessary elements that have to be entered into each 

entity's section ofthe Block 4. 

After the discount spreadsheet is prepared, the FCC Form 471 fo r Priority I is then 

completed by entering the applicable District information in Blocks I & 2. Block 4 contains the 

discount information and calculation for each entity receiving service. The District completes 

this Block by transferring the discount information for the entire District from Block 4 of the 

previous year's Priority I 471 app licat ion onto the current year's Priority I application and then 

updating any information needed as per the aforementioned spreadsheet. This saves the district 

the time of manually re-entering each entity into the Priority l Block 4 section of the application. 

The FCC Form 47 1 for Priority 2 is then completed by entering the applicable District 

information in Blocks I & 2. Block 4 contains the discount infonnation and ca lculation for each 

entity receiving service. The District completes this Block by transferring the discount 

information for the entire District from Block 4 of the current year and just completed Priority I 

471 application onto the Priority 2 application and then deleting entities until it balances with the 

information from the aforementioned spreadsheet. This saves the district the time of manually re

entering each entity into the Priority 2 Block 4 section of the app licat ion. Block 5 contains the 

information about each winning service provider including the contracted amount for which 

funding will be requested. This information is obtained from the decision matrixes and the 

service provider quotes or contracts. Block 6 is completed by entering the appropriate 

information about the District and making the appropriate certifications. 

[n the instance of FCC Form 47 1 # 829164 Worksheet No:l399351 for Priority 2 

services, the District made an error in completing the form. The three entities in question were 

not deleted from Block 4 of the Priority 2 application when the upload was done from the 
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Priority I applicat ion. These entities were not listed on the discount spreadsheet prepared by the 

d istrict and which was used to complete the Block 4 worksheet. Quite simply, these entities 

should have been eliminated when the Block 4 data was transferred from the Priority 1 

application and the fai lure to do so was the result of a clerical error. 

The District also provided vendor quotes or contracts and the contract for FRN 2372044 

details the individual entities that were to receive service and they clearly show that the ent ities 

to receive service are identical to ones listed on the Block 4 input spreadsheets and do not 

include the entities that the RAL requested to be deleted. The contracts for the other three FRN's 

do not detail the entities for which they wi ll provide service, however there is no USAC 

requirement that either a quote or contract detail the entities for which serv ice w ill be provided as 

most often the contract is between the service provider and the school district. 

C learly this error meets the standard o f the "kinds of errors that a typist might make when 

entering data from one list to another". 

B. The District's Response to the Denial Finding that the District Requested 
Additional Funds That Were Not Included in the FCC Form 471 

De11ia/ Letter As.(lertiou - ''Your appeal Request additional funds that were not included 
in the FCC Form 471 that you are appealing." 

The District's Response - The District respectfully submits that this assertion ts s imply 

incorrect. 
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VII. REQUEST FOR WAIVER 

A. The Law 

The Commission's rules allow waiver of a Commission rule " fo r good cause shown." 13 

The Commission has extended this waiver authority to limited waivers of USAC rules. For 

example, in the Bishop Peny Order, the Commission noted that it " has vested in USAC the 

responsibility of ad ministering the appl ication process for the schools and libraries universal 

service support mechanism." 14 Pursuant to that authority, USAC developed procedures relating 

to the application and appeals process. 15 Thus, i11 Bishop Pen:v, the Commission applied the 

47 C.F.R. § 1.3 waiver rule to allow a limited waiver ofUSAC proccdurcs. 16 

The FCC has established the following guidance for determining whether waiver is 

appropriate: 

A rule may be waived where the particular facts make strict 
compliance inconsistent with the public interest. In add ition, the 
Commission may take into account considerations o f hardship, 
equ ity, or more effective implementation o f overall policy on an 
individual basis. ln sum, waiver is appropriate if special 
circumstances warrant a deviation from the general rule, and such 
deviation wou ld better serve the pub I ic interest than strict 
ad herence to the general rule. 17 

n 47 C.F.R. § 1.3. 
14 Bishop Perry Order. 4. 

ts The Bishop Peny Order dea lt with USAC application procedures known as "minimum processing 
standards." /d. 

16 Jd. 

17 Request for Review hy Richmond County School District, 2 1 FCC Red 6570. 6572 ~5 (2006 (intema I 
references omitted) (citing Northeast Cellular Tel. Co. v. FCC. 897 F.2d 11 64, 1166 (D.C. Cir. 1990) and 
WAIT Radio v. FCC. 4 18 F.2d 1153, 1157 (D.C. Cir. 1969), ajJ"'d, 459 F.2d 1203 (D.C. Cir. 1972)). 
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B. Limited Request for Waiver of the Commission's Rules, Including Rules 
Relating to Ministerial and Clerica l Errors 

Strict compliance with the Commission's rules would not be in the public interest. In 

Bishop Peny, the FCC granted 196 appeals of decisions denying funding due to "clerical or 

ministerial errors in the application."18 In that case, the FCC found good cause to waive the 

minimum process ing standards established by USAC, finding that "rigid compliance with the 

application procedures does not further the purposes of section 254(h) or serve the public 

interest." 111 Many of the appeals in Bishop Perry involved staff mistakes o r mistakes made as a 

resu lt of staff not being availab le.20 The Commission granted the waivers for good cause, noting 

that: 

[T]he primary jobs of most of the people fi ll ing out these forms 
include school administrators, technology coordinators and 
teachers, as opposed to positions dedicated to pursuing federal 
grants, especially in small school districts. Even when a school 
official has learned how to correctly navigate the application 
process, unexpected illnesses or other family emergencies can 
result in the only official who knows the process being unavailable 
to complete the application on time. Given that the vio lation at 
issue is procedural, not substantive. we find that the complete 
rejection of each of these applications is not warranted. Notably, 
at this time, there is no evidence of waste, fraud or abuse, misuse 
of fund s, or a failure to adhere to core program requirements. 
Furthermore, we find that denial of funding in these cases would 
inflict undue hardship on the applicants.21 

18 Bishop Peny Order. I. 
19 /d., II. The Commission departed from prior Commission precedent, noting that the departure was, 
"warranted and in the public interest." /d.. 9. The Commission noted that many of tbe rules at issue 
were procedural. and that a waiver is consistent with the purposes of Section 254, which directs the 
Commiss ion to "enhance ... access to advanced telecommunications and information services for aU 
public and non-profit elementary and secondary school classrooms, health care providers and libraries." 
/d. 
20 ld., ~13. 
21 /d., , ]14. 
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The Commission directed USAC to allow applicants the opportunity to fix ministerial 

and clerical errors and concluded that such an opportunity would "improve the efficiency and 

effectiveness of the Fund."22 The District clearly falls into the same category. A limited waiver 

of this rule will not adversely affect any other applicant. The Commission may also taken into 

consideration "hardship, equity, or more effective implementation of overall policy on an 

individual basis."23 In this case, deviation from the Commission's rules would better serve the 

public interest than strict application ofthe appeal filing dead line. Moreover, the overwhelming 

contemporaneous evidence proves that the District took steps to attempt to properly complete 

Block 4 ofthe FCC Fonn 471 application in question. Thus, any errors in this case should not be 

considered substantive, and there is no evidence of waste, fraud or abuse, misuse of funds, or a 

failure to adhere to core program requirements.24 

Vill. CONCLUSION AND REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

First, the District requests the Commission to make a finding that USAC failed to 

properly apply its ministerial and clerical guidance rules and based on the evidence submitted, 

there has been no rule violation. The District respectfully requests that the Commission grant 

this Request and direct USAC to approve the 471 application within 30 days. 

22 !d., ~23. 
23 Request for Waiver of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by ()t.t~ensboro Public 
Schools. Owensboro, Kentucky, Order, 21 FCC Red 10047, ~5 (2006). 
24 Where there is no evidence of any intent to defraud or misuse the funds of theE-Rate program and in 
such circumstances, when combined with the other tactual circumstru1ces, there is not grounds to justify 
the harsh penalty of a denial of these funds. See generally Request for Waiver of the Decision of the 
Universal Services Administrator by Barberton City School,. Barberton, Ohio e/ a/., Schools and 
Libraries Universal Service Suppon Mechanism, Order, 23 FCC Red 15526, 15530 ~7 (Telecom. Access 
Pol. Div. 2008). Considerations of equity and hardship also support such a result. See generally Request 
.for Review of Decisions of the Universal Service Administrator by Approach Learning and Assessment 
Centers et a!. Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, Order, 23 FCC Red 15510-
15513-14 ,8 (Telecom. Access Pol. Div. 2008). See Request for Review of Decision of the Universal 
Service Administrator by Radford City Schools, Rac{ford, Virginia. Schools and Libraries Universal 
Support Mechanism, Order, 23 FCC Red 15451, 15453 ,4 (Telecom. Access Pol. Div. 2008). 
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Second, in the alternative, if necessary, the Commission should waive ministerial and 

clerical rule, because there is no evidence of waste, fraud, or abuse, or failure to comply with the 

core program requirements, and the District complied with the ministerial and clerical guidance 

requirements. The mistakes at the heart of this appeal are not substantive errors and, thus, a 

limited waiver would be in the public interest. At all times the District made a good faith effort 

to comply with the Commission's rules and there is no evidence of waste, fraud or abuse. 

In the spirit of the Bishop Perry Order, the Commission should grant the Request. The 

District has demonstrated good cause for a limited waiver of the Commission's rules: any 

mistakes that were made with respect to the Block 4 entries were not substantive and inadvertent; 

there is no evidence of waste, fraud, or abuse, and the District complied with core program 

requirements; and the public interest would be served by permitting the District to have this 

application approved. 

Dated: January 17, 2013 
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(919) 968-4332 

Contracted Consultant & Contact 
for Wilson County School District 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, John W. Hughes, certifY on this I 7th day of January, 20 I 3, a copy of the foregoing 

Consolidated Supplement to Request for Review has been served via electronic mail or first class 

mail, postage pre-paid, to the following: 

Priya Aiyar 
Legal Advisor to Chairman Genachowski 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 121

h Street, S. W. 
Wilson, D.C. 20554 
Priya. A i yar@ fcc. gov 

Randy Clarke 
Legal Counsel to the Bureau Chief 
Wireline Competition Bureau 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 121

h Street, S. W. 
Wi lson, D.C. 20554 
Randy. C larke({L. fcc. go,. 

Gina Spade 
Assistant Division Chief 
Telecommunications Access Policy Division 
Wireline Competition Bureau 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 121

h Street, S. W. 
Wilson, D.C. 20554 
Gina.SP-ade@fcc.gov 

Sharon Gillette 
Chief 
Wireline Competition Bureau 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12'11 Street, S.W. 
Wilson, D.C. 20554 
Sharon. G illette@fcc.gov 

Trent Harkrader 
Chief 
Telecommunications Access Policy Division 
Wireline Competition Bureau 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12lh Street, S. W. 
Wilson, D.C. 20554 
Trent.llarkrader@fcc.gov 

Letter of Appeal 
Schools and Libraries Division
Correspondence Unit 
I 00 S. JefTerson Road 
P.O. Box 902 
Whippany, NJ 0798 1 
appcals@sl.univcrsalservice.org 



VIA E LECTRONIC FILING 

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Commurucallons Com.nusston 
445 12th Street SW 
Waslungton, DC 20554 

New Hope Foundation 
One Valentine Lane 

Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

December 21, 2012 

Re: Appeal of USAC Decision On Appeal of Administrators Decision on Appeal in CC 
Docket No. 02-6 

Applicant Name: 
Billed Entity Number: 
Funding Year 
Form 471 App. Number: 
Funding Request Numbers: 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

Wilson County School Distnct 
126912 
2012 
829164 
2372018,2372034,2372044,&2372056 

Wilson County School District of Wilson County, North Carolina ("Wilson County" or "Distnct), 
acting through counsel and pursuant to Secllons 54.719-54.721 of the Commission's rules', hereby 
wnely files this Request for Review or Wruver ("Appeal"). The Appeal requests Commission review 
of d1e adverse decision of the Administrator of the Uruversal Service Administraove Company 
("US1\C'') denymg the funding request(s) enumerated above for Funding Year 2012.2 

More spec1fically, on October 22, 2012, USAC's Schools and Libraries Division ("SID") issued a 
d .>os1on denying an appeal filed by Wilson County with USAC. In its deos10n on appeal USAC held 
that us previously-1ssued determmaoon to deny funds' was justified based on findings that the 
l)lStnn failed ro properly provide sufficient documentaoon that the apphcant made a cleocal and 
nuni~ • <..rial error 10 the preparation of us FCC Form 471. Specifically the decision stated that the 

-l7CFR §§54.719-54721. 

2 .\dmuustmtor's Dectston on Appeal - Fundmg Year 2012- 2013, Wilson County School District (October 22, 2012), 
attached as Exlubtt I. 

1Fundmg Commitment DeclSlon Lerrer, August 13, 2012 ("FCDL"). 



1\fs. Marlene H. Dortch 
December 21, 2012 
Page 2 

Dtstrtcr "failed ro supply the documentation char was used at the rime of filing the FCC Fonn 471 
that supports the fact that [three] entities were not .intended to receive services". 

We respectively disagree with this decision. We responded upon the request of USAC reviewers on 
October 5, 2012 and 10cluded the documenraoon that was used to 10put the list of entities in Block 
4 of FCC Form 471 at the rime that Form was prepared, submitted, and certified. The documents 
offer positive proof that .indeed a clencal and IDlOlstenal error was made at the rime of the 
preparation of the form. Further we submitted to USAC a RAL correction form on August 1, 2012 
nocifymg USAC of the error and requesting that the error be corrected. Such notification was made 
pnor co the tssu:tnce of the FCDL. 

Wilson County is aggrieved by USAC's October 22, 2012 decision and submits that for vanous 
reasons outlined in Its ongtnal August 28, 2012 appeal to USAC and others that the decision is 
unjustified and 10 error. Specifically, the decision regarding the fact of whether a clencal and 
ministenal error was made 10 the preparation of the applicant's FCC Form 471 is unwarranted and 
unjustified under the rules, polictes and requirements governing the correction of clerical and 
ministerial errors. 

Wilson County will supplement thts Appeal wtth a full discussion of the facts, the Dtstrict's postti.on 
and supporting arguments. 

n W. Hughes III 
(onJIIIIanl lo ll?i!J·on Co11n~y School Dislricl 
New /lope f'(umdatiotl 
One Valcnlinc Lane 
Chvpd l-It!/, NC 27 I 6 

2 



USA Universal Service Administrative Company 
Schools & Libraries Division 

Administrator's Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2012-2013 

October 22, 2012 

John Hughes 
Wilson County School District 
1 Valentine Lane 
Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

Re: Applicant Name: 
Billed Entity Number: 

WILSON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
126912 

Form 471 Application Number: 829164 
2372018,2372034,2372044,2372056 
August 29, 2012 

Funding Request Number(s): 
Your Correspondence Dated: 

After thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries 
Division (SLD) of the Universal Service Administrative Company (USA C) has made its 
decision in regard to your appeal ofUSAC's Funding Year 2012 Funding Commitment 
Decision Letter for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the 
basis ofUSAC's decision. The date ofthis letter begins the 60 day time period for 
appealing this decision to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If your 
Letter of Appeal included more than one Application Number, please note that you will 
receive a separate letter for each application. 

Funding Request Number(s): 
Decision on Appeal: 
Explanation: 

2372018,2372034,2372044,2372056 
Denied 

• A Fonn 471 Receipt Acknowledgment Letter (RAL) was sent to Wilson County 
School District on March 27, 2012. The RAL lists allowable clerical and 
ministerial error corrections to the FCC Form 471 including modifications to 
Block 4. Corrections may be submitted up to the time that funds are committed. 
The Funding Commitment Decision Letter was issued on August 13,2012. On 
August 1, 2012, Wilson County School District requested to correct a ministerial 
or clerical error by the removal ofElm City Middle School, BEN: 28610; Fike 
High School, BEN: 28748 and Vinson-Bynum Elem School, Ben: 28751 from 
Block 4 Worksheet No.: 1399351. During the appeal review process, Wilson 
County School District was asked to confirm their request to remove the entities 
and provide supporting documentation to determine whether or not a ministerial 
and clerical error occurred. According to FCC Order (FCC 11-60), ministerial 

100 South Jefferson Road, P.O. Box 902, Whippany, New Jersey 07981 
Visit us online at: www.usac.org/sV 



and clerical errors are defined as follows: "The applicant can amend its forms to 
correct clerical and ministerial errors on their FCC Forms 470, FCC Form 471 
applications, or associated documentation until an FCDL is issued. Such errors 
include only the kinds of errors that a typist might make when entering data from 
one list to another, such as mistyping a number, using the wrong name or phone 
number, failing to enter an item from the source list onto the application, or 
making an arithmetic error." After reviewing the documentation provided, USAC 
has determined the the request is not an allowable correction. Your request failed 
to supply the documentation that was used at the time of filing the FCC Form 471 
that supports the fact that the entities Elm City Middle School, Fike High School, 
and Vinson-Bynum Elem School, were not intended to receive services. 
Therefore, your appeal request is denied. 

• The FCC's Bishop Perry Order directed USAC ''to provide all E-rate applicants 
with an opportunity to correct ministerial and clerical errors on their FCC Form 
470 or FCC Form 471, and an additional opportunity to file the required 
certifications" without posting new FCC Forms 470 and 471. See Request for 
Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by Bishop Perry 
Middle School, et al., Schools and Libraries Universal Service Mechanism, File 
Nos. SLD-487170, et al. , CC Docket No. 02-6, Order, 21 FCC Red 5316-5317, 
FCC 06-54 para. 23 (May 19, 2006) (Bishop Perry Order). As a result, USAC 
sends an applicant a Receipt Acknowledgement Letter (RAL) when the FCC 
Form 471 has been successfully data entered and provides the applicant with an 
opportunity to make allowable corrections to its FCC Form 471. See 
www. usac.org/sl. 

• FCC rules require that where demand for funding exceeds available support, first 
priority be given to requests for Telecommunications Services and Internet 
Access. See 47 C.F.R. sec. 54.507(g)(l)(i). FCC rules further require that 
requests for Internal Connections be given second priority and be funded only if 
funds remain after support has been reserved for Telecommunications and 
Internet Access through all discount levels in a funding year. See 47 C.F.R. sec. 
54.507(g)(l)(ii). For schools and libraries that create consortia for the purposes of 
making funding requests and sharing products and/or services, the discount level 
is calculated by averaging the applicable discounts of the schools and libraries 
that are members of the consortia. See 47 C.F.R sec. 54.505(b)(4). Because 
discount levels for consortia are determined in this manner, the discount levels for 
shared products and/or services requests are single discount level percentages 
rather than the broad discount level percentages for individual schools and 
libraries as determined by the matrix. See Federal-State Joint Board on Universal 
Service, CC Docket Nos. 97-21 and 96-45, Fifth Order on Reconsideration in CC 
Docket No. 97-21, Eleventh Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96-45 
and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 14 FCC Red 6033, FCC 99-49 (rel. 
May 28, 1999). Where demand for discounts for Internal Connections exceeds 
available support, FCC Rules require that funding be allocated to the most 
economically disadvantaged schools and libraries as determined by the matrix. 
See 47 C.F.R. sees. 54.505(c), 54.507(g)(l)(ii). Consequently, where demand for 
discounts for Internal Connections exceeds available support, FCC rules require 
that funding be awarded first to applicants eligible for a 90 percent discount level 

100 South Jefferson Road, P.O. Box 902, Whippany, New Jersey 07981 
Visit us online at: www.usac.org/sV 



and then at each descending single discount percentage until funds are depleted. 
See 47 C.P.R. sec. 54.507(g)(l)(iii). 

• Your appeal requests additional funds that were not included in the FCC Form 
471 that you are appealing. FCC rules require that funding requests must be 
submitted via an FCC Form 471. See 47 C.P.R. sec. 54.504(a). Considerations 
for funding requests depend on the date the FCC Form 471 is received and the 
amount of funds available if it is received after the close of the filing window. 
See 47 C.P.R. sec. 54.507(g)(1)(i)-(v). The FCC directed USAC to allow 
applicants to amend their forms to correct clerical and ministerial errors on their 
FCC Forms 470, FCC Form 471 applications, or associated documentation until 
an FCDL is issued. Such errors include only the kinds of errors that a typist 
might make when entering data from one list to another, such as mistyping a 
number, using the wrong name or phone number, failing to enter an item from the 
source list onto the application, or making an arithmetic error. See In the Matter 
of Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, CC Docket No. 
02-6, Order, FCC 11-60 para. 5 (rei. April14, 2011). 

If your appeal has been approved, but funding has been reduced or denied, you may 
appeal these decisions to either USAC or the FCC. For appeals that have been denied in 
full, partially approved, dismissed, or canceled, you may file an appeal with the FCC. 
You should refer to CC Docket No. 02-6 on the first page of your appeal to the FCC. 
Your appeal must be received or postmarked within 60 days of the date on this letter. 
Failure to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal. If you 
are submitting your appeal via United States Postal Service, send to: FCC, Office of the 
Secretary, 445 12th Street SW, Washington, DC 20554. Further information and options 
for filing an appeal directly with the FCC can be found in the "Appeals Procedure" 
posted in the Reference Area of the SLD section of the USAC website or by contacting 
the Client Service Bureau. We strongly recommend that you use the electronic filing 
options. 

We thank you for your continued support, patience and cooperation during the appeal 
process. 

Schools and Libraries Division 
Universal Service Administrative Company 

100 South Jefferson Road, P.O. Box 902, Whippany, New Jersey 07981 
Visit us online at: www.usac.org/sV 



August28,2012 

Letter of Appeal 
Schools and Libraries Division - Correspondence Unit 

30 Lanidex Plaza West 

PO Box 685 
Parsippany, NJ 07054-0685 

This letter of appeal is filed on behalf of: 

by: 

Wilson County School District 
BEN 126912 

John W. Hughes 
Contracted Consultant for Alexander County School District 
New Hope Foundation 
One Valentine Lane 
Chapel Hill, NC 27516 
jhughes@newhopetech.org 
(919)968-4332 

and is an appeal of a FCDL for 471 Application 829164 dated August 13, 2012 for: 

FRN 2372018 
Tiber Creek Consulting, Inc. 
SPIN 143031784 
$98,560.00 Pre Discount Amount 

and: 

FRN 2372034 
Dell Marketing LP 
SPIN 143004340 
$40,834.05 Pre Discount Amount 

and: 

FRN 2372044 
Centurylink Carolina Telephone and Telegraph Co. 

SPIN 143001484 
$693,549.18 Pre Discount Amount 

and: 



FRN 2372056 
Tiber Creek Consulting, Inc. 
SPIN 143031784 
$216,139.93 Pre Discount Amount 

On August 1, 2012 we fi led a RAL for this application (attached) and received a receipt confirmation 
email (attached) from the SLD on August 1, 2012. USAC guidance on the submission of RAL's found 
on the SLD website at http://www.universalservice.org/sl/applicants/step02/clerical-errors.aspx 
states that an example of a correctable mistake is "Adding or removing entities accidentally omitted 
or included in FCC Form 471 Block 4". Such was the case in this application. On August 13, 2012 we 
received a FCDL (attached) for this application stating that the FRN's had been denied as "the funding 
cap will not provide for Internal Connections at your approved discount level to be funded". The 
guidance found at http:ijwww.universalservice.org/sl/applicants/step02/clerical-errors.aspx further 
states that "USAC will accept and process (M&C) requests until an FCDL is issued". Our request of 
August 1, 2012 was submitted and received by USAC prior to the issuance of the FCDL but never 
processed. We respectively ask that the FCDL denial be withdrawn and our request be processed 
according to USAC guidance. 

?1~ ~nW.Hu~ 
For Wilson County School District 



Sharie Montgomery 

From: 

Sent 

To: 

Subject: 

Sharie Montgomery 

Wednesday, August 29, 2012 4:44 PM 

'sldcaseattachments@sl.universalservice.org' 

RE: SLD Inquiry#: 22-407593 Received 

Attachments: 2012 Wilson Co. appeal. pdf 
Please see attached appeal. 

5h::me Montgomer!J 

New Hope F ound.otoun 

'! ? ~66 '!Y;l. offoc.e 

91 '!-~zq 9074 r.. .... 

From: sldcaseattachments@sl.universalservice.org [mailto:sldcaseattachments@sl.universalservice.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2012 4:34 PM 
To: Sharie Montgomery 
Subject: SLD Inquiry #: 22-407593 Received 

Thank you for using Submit a Question. This message serves as a receipt conftrmation of your 
submission. 

The case number for your submission is 22-407593. 

Please refer to this case number in subsequent contacts regarding this issue. Note that we may 
need to ask you for additional infonnalion to completely answer your question or fulfill your 
request. 

You indicated in your submission that you wish to send us an attachment. To submit an 
attachment, please reply to this message and attach your attachment to the reply. Any additional 
mformation you wish to provide should be included in the attachment, not added to the text of 
this email. 

If you still have questions about this issue after you review our response, please call us at 1-888-
203-8100. Please do not reply to this message or to our response, as replies go to an unattended 
mailbox. 

If you have a new question or issue, please submit another question and we will create a new 
case number to address it. 

If you need program infonnation, you can visit the SLD web site at www.usac.or!!lsl. 

Thank you. 

Here is the infonnation you submitted: 

[FirstName] =Sharie [LastName}=Montgomery [JobTitle] =Consultant [Emai/Address} 
=smontgomety@newhopetech.org [WorkPhone]=9199684332 [FaxPhone} =9199299074 
[PreviousCaseNumber}=O [FormType} =Appeal [Owner}=APPEALS [DateSubmitted} 
=812912012 4:33:38 PM [AttachmentF/ag]=Y[FRN}=2372018 [FormType] =FCDL 
[ ApplicationNumber]=829164 [Question2 } =We are appealing the denial of all FRN's in the 
above application. Please see attachments for details. 

8/29/2012 

t"ag~ I UL I 



'- Universal $ervj~Administrative Company s 
.. .:: ... - - Schools and Libraries Division 

)"' ... c 
August 13~· 2012 

ruJfDIRG COIVIIT!fDT DECISIOR LET.rER 
(Funding Year ·201:Z·! 07/01/2012- - 06f30/2013) 

John Hughes ~ 
WILSON COUNTY SCHOOL-DISTRICT 
1 Valentine Lane 
Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

Re: Foi'II 4 71 Application Ruaber: 82~164 
Billed Entit,y Rwaber (BER): 1269121 

Billed Entity FCC RR: 0011811783 
Applicant's Foi'II Identifier: 2012 P2 

--
' f;. 

Thank you for your Funding Year 2012 application for Universal:: Service Support and for 
any assistance you~P.r.c)vided-tliroughout our review. The current status of the funding 
request~ts) J;U~ ~t;""'Fo~ 471 ,.~pp~ic~_t..ion cited abo\!'e· <UJ.d . .featured :iJ! the Funding Commitment 
Report·(s~ ~eeort) at ):.he e~d~of thi~ letter is as follows: - .... ... 

- The amo1p1t, $923 ~193.18 is "Denied." 
~ 

Please refer to the Report followin~tthis letter for specific funding request 
decisions and explanations. The Universal Service ~d.Jlinistrativ..e Company (USAC) is ~also 
sending this information to your service provider(s) so preparati:oris can begin for 
i.mpl~~t;~YO!,$ ~aQRI:9X~d <l~~CQWtJ.~(~). a_fter Y9':1_ ~i!~ .. Fcg F~pa 48?.~)~eceipt o~ S~eFVic.e 
ConfJ.rmatfon ~grm. :_A ,.:gyl:a~ ~!;:1er2-yl.des .a de~J.!fJ..tion for ea§h -lme of the Report 
is available J.n the ·Re'ference Are-a of our websl. te. -

NEXT STEPS 
... . -

- Worktwifh"'"your.s'erVic'e~p:rJvider·£o..?cletermine u:.:rou will receiVe discounted bills or 
if you will requestr"Ed.Jab\irsem""en"t:from USAC afte£~Pciying your -bills in full 

- Revi~-.techr.!ologj.,El~ng;ippr?Vai requirements ~ ~ 
- Review ·eiPA -requirements 
- File Form 486 
- Invoice USAC using the Form 474 (service provider)~ or Form 472_,,Billed Enti.ty 

applicant) - as products and services are being de·livered·and billed .. 
TO APPEAfr THIS E>ECISJON: ,...-;-ro---w - -
You~~-~e-opt;i_;on_of.-:f:iling ~n appeal with the SLD or diz:.ect~y with the Federal 
Co~un:u:~tfgns Colllll.~S}-OIJ. (FCG). 

If tXau wish to appeai.'""a' decision in this letter to USAC, your-apP.eal'-must be received 
by-tJ~A~i~l?.Q~,tm·arke~\~,i~h!ii:r6~ ·gi~s.._ o~ .~e date of t!?-j..s letb~r-: - Failure to meet> this 
recng;_~m~rtt:~J.ll r~~ui"t,.~n·automatJ.:c dis_!ll.ssal of your app·eal". In your letter of appeal: 

- - .;> 

1. Ip.c!~ ~~ ~e, cid~ess, te'!epf.l~ne ~WDI?er, fax n~er, and_ (i£ available) email 
address for- th~,.. per§fl!t,Wh<? can- most readily diseuss t.h;s appeal }'lith us. ,. . 

2. State outright that your letter is an appeal. 
letter and the decision you are appealing: 

Include the following to identify the 

- Appellant name, 
- Applicant name and service provider name, if different f'rom appellant, 
- Applicant BEN and Service Provider IdentificationNWiber (SPIN), 
- Form 471 Application Number 829164 as assigned by USAC, 

"Funding Collllitment Decision Letter for Funding Year 2012," AND 
- The exact text or the decision that you are appealing. 

Schools and Libraries Division - Correspondence Unit 
30 Lanidex Plaza West, PO Box 685, Parsippany, NJ 07054-0685 

Visit us online at: www.usac.org/sl 



3. Please keep your letter to the point, and provide documentation to support your 
appeal. Be sure to keep a copy of your entire appeal, including any correspondence 
and documentation . 

4. If you are the applicant, please provide a copy of your appeal to the service 
provider(s) affected by USAC's decision. If you are the service provider, please 
provide a copy of your appeal to the applicant(s) affected by USAC's decision. 

5. Provide an authorized signature on your letter of appeal. 

To submit your appeal to USAC by email, email your appeal to 
appeals@sl. universalservice. org. USAC will automatically reply to incoming emails 
to confirm receipt. 

To submit your appeal to USAC by fax, fax your appeal to (973) 599-6542. 

To submit your appeal to USAC on paper, send your appeal to: 

Letter of Appeal 
Schools and Libraries Division- Correspondence Unit 
30 Lanidex Plaza West 
PO Box 685 
Parsippany, NJ 07054-0685 

If you wish to appeal a decision in this letter to the FCC, you should refer to 
CC Docket No. 02-6 on the first page of your appeal to the FCC. Your appeal must 
be received by the FCC or postmarked within 60 days of the date of this letter. 
Failure to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal. 
We strongly recommend that :you use the electronic filing options described in the 
"Appeals Procedure" posted J.n the Reference A.rea of our website. If you are 
submittingyour appeal via United States Postal Service, send to: FCC, Office of 
the Secretary, 445 12th Street SW,. Washington, DC 20554. 

OBLIGATION TO PAY NON-DISCOUNT .P.ORTION 

Applicants are required to pay the non-discount portion of the cost of the products 
and{or services to their service p.rovider(s). Service providers are required to 
bil applicants for the non-discount portion. The FCC stated that requiring 
applicants to pay their share ensures efficiency and accountability in the program. 
If USAC is being billed via the FCC Form 4 74, the service provider must bill the 
applicant at the same time it bills USAC. If USAC is being billed via the FCC Form 
472, the applicant pays the service provider in full (the non-discount plus 
discount portion) and then seeks reimbursement from USAC. If you are using a 
trade-in as part of your non-discount portion, please refer to our website for more 
information . 

NOTICE ON RULES AND FUNDS AVAILABILITY 

Applicants' receipt of funding commitments is contingent on their compliance with all 
statutory, regulatory, and procedural requirements of the Schools and Libraries Program. 
Applicants who have .received funding coDURi.tments continue to be subject to audits and 
other reviews that USAC andjor tl:ie FCC may undertake periodically to assure that funds 
that have been committed are being used in accordance with all such requirements. USAC 
may be required to reduce or cancel funding commitments-that were not issued in 
accordance with such requirements, whether due to action or inaction, including but not 
limited to that by USAC, the applicant, or the service provider. USAC, and other 
appropriate authorities (including but not limited to the FCC), may pursue enforcement 
actions and other means of recourse to collect improperly disbursed funds. The timing 
of payment of invoices may also be affected by the availability of funds based on the 
amount of funds · collected from contributing telecommunications companies . 

Schools and Libraries Division 
Universal Service Administrative Company 

FCDLjSchools and Libraries DivisionjUSAC 
nn1oo 
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FUNI5J:NG COMMimENT REPORT 
Billed?Eiiti t;y,;,Name-: ··WU.S0N ~0UNT¥ SCHOOt:DISTRICT 

BEN: 12651i2 . 
Funding Year: 2012 

.._ Collllent on RAL" corrections ·:;-The-applicant did -not sublli t =any RAL corrections . 

Foi11 471 ApplicationNumber: 829164 
Funding Request Number: 2372018 
Funding Status: Not Funded 
Category of Service: Internal Connections 
Fo:m 4 70 Application Number: 3114500009855 75 
SPIN: 143031784 
Service Provider Name : Tiber Creek Consulting, Inc . 
Contract Number: N/A 
Billing Accowtt Number: 252-399-7870 
Multiple Billing Accowtt Numbers : N 
Service Start Date: 07/01/2012 
Service End Date: N/A 
Contract Award Date: 03/16/2012 
Contract Expiration Date: 09/30/2013 
Shared Worksheet Number : 1399351 . 
NWiber of Months Recurring·Serv:i:ce Provided' in Funding Year: 12 
Annual Pre-discqwtt AmotmtCfor Eligible Recurring Charges-: $. 00 
Annual Pre-discount 9owt€ for Eli'gihle Non-recurring Charges: $98,560.00 
Pre-discotmt Alllount: $98,560.00 
Discount Percentage Approved by the USAC: 88% 
Funding Commitment·Deci"s:ion~. $0:. 00~~ Srvc/Discnt will NO!! oe f.unded
Furiding':Comiili•filent De<cisian· EXplanatian: DR: Given Progr.ali::,demand; t:he funding· cap 
will not pro~~de.for-Inter-na~ coniiect.ions andjor Basic Maiiitenance~of~Interna1 
Connections at your appr,oved disceun·t level to.:be funded·. Please see 
http:jjwww.universalservice.orgj~ltor further details. 

FCDL Date: 08/13/2012 
Wav~ NWiber: 006 
L-a~Ail.~oW'ab1~Dat:e""for.."!-DeT:i·veey~nd· .J:n:stallat1:on-f or Non-R'ecur.rizig ... services : 09 j30 /2013-
Consultant NaJRe: New Hope Technology Fowtdat-ion ,.. · -
Consultant..NWiber (CRN): 1605469.9. 
Consultant Employer: New Hope Technology Foundation 

FCDJ.;:js~chools·and Libraries-Di visionjUSAC 
nn1aa 
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FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT 
Billed Entity Name: WILSON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

BEN: 126912 
Funding Year: 2012 

Comment on RAL corrections: The applicant did not submit any RAL corrections. 

Form 471 ApplicationNumber: 829164 
Funding Request Number : 2372034 
Funding Status: Not Funded 
Category of Service: Internal Connections 
Form 4 70 Application Number: 3114S000098SS 7S 
SPIN: 143004340 
Service Provider Name: Dell Marketing LP 
Contract Number: N/A 
Billing Account Number: 2S2-399-7870 
Multiple Billing Account Numbers: N 
Service Start Date: 07/ 01/2012 
Service End Date: N/ A 
Contract Award Date: 03/16/2012 
Contract Expiration Date: 09/30/2013 
Shared Worksheet Number: 13993Sl 
Number of Months Recurring Service Provided in Funding Year: 12 
Annual Pre-discount Amount for Eligible Recurring Charges : $. 00 
Annual Pre-discount Allount for Eligible Non-recurring Charges: $40 , 834. OS 
Pre-discount Amount: $40 , 834. OS 
Discount Percentage Approved by the USAC: 88% 
Funding Commitment Decision: $0 . 00 .- Srvc /Discnt will NOT be funded 
Funding Commitment Decision Explanation: DR: Given Program demand, the funding cap 
will not provide for ·Inte:rnal eonne.ctions and/or Basic- Maintenance of Internal 
Connections at your approved .discount level to be funded . Please see 
http: f Jwww. universalservice . orgjsl~or further details . 

FCDL Date: 08 / 13/ 2012 
Wave Number: 006 
Last- Allowable Date £or Delivery and Installation for Non-Recurring Services: 09/ 30/2013 
Consultant Name: New ffope Technology Foundation 
Consultant Number (CRN): 160S4699 
Consultant Employer: New Hope Technology Foundation 

FCDLJSchools and Libraries DivisionjUSAC Page 4 of 6 08Jl3J2012 
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~iN~e@MM~~MENT~REP0RT 
Billed!Eiifl'£~'Nam~L"S0N:"C"OUNT-Y -'SCH09Et DIS!XR.l!CT- ' 

BEN: 126912 " 
Flirldin«r·Y<ear: 2012 

Comment on RA:r.!:!eo~e'i::t:i:ons : f..Tffe~"'appl§fcantl:did 'not subm:i:'t-"any RAL correcti·ons . 

Form 4 71 Application Number: 829164 
Funding Request Number: 2372044 
Fuil~g ·~tatus: Not Funded . 
Ga·t ·egory··of Service: Internal Connections 
Form 470 Application Number: 311450000985575 
SPIN: 143001484 
Service Provider Name: CenturyLink Carolina Telephone and Telegraph Co ·fKA- Embarq 
Contract Number: N/A 
Billing Account Number: 252-399-7870 
Multiple Billing Account Numbers : N 
Ser.vice ·Start Date: 07/01/2012 
Service .. End Date: N/A 
Contract Award Date: 03/16/2012 
Contract Expiration Date: 09/30/2013 
Shared Work·sheet Number: 1399351 
Number of· Months Recurring~SerW:ce Px;d\Tided;•:itn:.·Fimding ·Year..:f. 1:2_ 
Annual Pre-discount AmountO£-b~ E:l!!i!g£blte ReelU',ring efiarges?: $ .-OO:t ·· 
Annual :ere-discount~oiliifi f or~J:ii!(j~bl~:Non-:t'ecur:rcing.cruirqes : $693 -, 549 ~ 18 
Pre-discount Amount: $693, 549 . 18 · ' · 
DiscoUnt Percentage. Approyed by the USAC : 88% · · - . ., · · 
~~ng., c~~i~~nt- D_e~=!l's}.r~~~ ~o; .. ~o::- ~~-~~J·~:i[sc;ti:t w~ll -NOf' be f.un~e~ ,., _ _ : 
fl:mclin.g-:.€aiiiJ!l~~~~tp~eil_~&'<?~~~j);~~~~m :d!>R~) ~~v~n P.~.ogr~.~d~?-'nd .; ;~~ -~~ng ·cap 
Willi not pre.v-l!ae~f."er ~Int;ema;l'-'Cenn-ect-J!ons..ana¥ox::• Bas·1 CtlMal!n:teaance of I:nternal 
Connections· at your appff9yed!!di[sd)t:llit;:J.lfevel--t:~'c!.:be .t:u(ld:ed:-: aPJ:e"'ase · s·ee 
http: 1 j www. universalserv1ce. orqj-s-lfj.or: further- det.a1.l!s. · · 

FCDL Date: 08/13/2012 
Wave Number: 006 

- . 

tl. 

La'~.ml"f!to.wah¥~!)ci~e~e~Er~Jr.:~rv-e~y. and l'I·ristaa.::.)t~;~~on-fO,r-'.JNc::ii):-Ir~·e~-r.in:g!ServJ..ce-s :: 0 9-f 30if.20l-3 · 
Consultant Name: New Hope Technology Founda't~on:' · • · 1.0--:::;::>r.< "" · ••• !!: -

Consultant-Number (CRN-) : 16054&9-9-
Consultant Employer: New Hope Technology Foundation 

FCDD/S~nooi~and Librarie~-Division{USAC 08/13/2012 
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' . 
F!JNQ1NG COMMITMENT REP0RT 

Billed Entity Name: ·WILSON COUNTY SCH00L DISTRICT 
BEN: 126912 

Funding Year: 2012 

Comment on RAL .corrections: The applicant did not submit any RAL corrections. 

Form 471 ApplicationNumber: 829164 
Funding Request Number : 2372056 
Funding Status: Not Funded 
Category of Service: Internal Connections 
Form 470 Application Number: 311450000985575 
SPIN: 143031784 
Service Provider Name: Tiber Creek Consulting 1 Inc. 
Contract NUIIber: N/A 
Billing Account Number: 252-399-7870 
Multiple Billing Account Numbers : N 
Service Start Date: 07/01/2012 
Service End Date: N/A 
Contract Award Date: 03/16/2012 
Contract Expiration Date: 09/30/2013 
Shared Worksheet Number: 1399351 
Number of Months Recurring Servi<::e ·Proyided in Funding Year: 12 
Annual Pre-discountAIIount fo~ E:liqibl.e Recurring Charges : $.00 
Annual Pre- disc.ount Allount for ~Eligibl:e Non-recurring Charges: $216 1 139.93 
Pre-discount Amount: $216 1 139. 93 
Discount Percentage Approved by the USAC: 88% 
Funding C01mit.Dent Decision: $0.00 - Srvc/Discnt will NOT be funded 
Funding Collllit.Dent Decision Explanation: DR: Given Program demand, the funding cap 
will not provi~e for Internal Connections andfor Basic Maintenance of Internal 
Connections at your approved discount l.evel to be funded. Please see 
http://www.universalservice.orgfsljor further details. 

FCDL Date: 08/13/2012 
Wave Number: 006 
Last Allowable Date for Delivery. and~ Instal-lation for Non- Recurring Services: 09f30j2013 
Consultant Name: New Ffope Technology Foundation 
Consultant Number (CRN): 16054699 
Consultant Employer: New Hope Technology Foundation 

FCDL/Schools and Libraries DivisionfUSAC 
nn1aa 
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Jehn Hughes 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

John Hughes 

Wednesday, August 01, 2012 4:37PM 

'sldcaseattachments@sl.universalservice.org' 

RE: SLD Inquiry#: 22-397887 Received 

Attachments: RAL for App 829164 Wilson.pdf 

John Hughes 
0- (919)968-4332 
M- (919)593-2841 
F- (919)929-9074 

Go Heels' 

From: sldcaseattachments@sl.universalservice.org [mailto:sldcaseattachments@sl.universalservice.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 4:34 PM 
To: John Hughes 
S ubject: SLD Inquiry#: 22-397887 Received 

Thank you for using Submit a Question. This message serves as a receipt confirmation of your 
submission. 

The case number for your submission is 22-397887. 

Please refer to this case number in subsequent contacts regarding this issue. Note that we may 
need to ask you for additional information to completely answer your question or fulfill your 
request. 

You indicated in your submission that you wish to send us an attaclunent. To submit an 
attaclunent, please reply to this message and attach your attachment to the reply. Any adctitional 
information you wish to provide should be included in the attaclunent, not added to the text of 
this email. 

If you sti II have questions about this issue after you review our response, please call us at 1-888-
203-8100. Please do not reply to this message or to our response, as replies go to an unattended 
mailbox. 
'. 

If you have a new question or issue, please submit another question and we will create a new 
case number to address 1t. 

If you need program mformation, you can visit the SLD web site at www.usac.org/sl. 

Thank you. 

Here is the information you submitted: 

{Firs£Name}=John [LastName}=Hughes [JobTitle}=Consultant [EmailAddress} 
=jhuglzes@vistatm.com [Work.Phone}=9199684332 [FaxPhone}=9199299074 
[PreviousCaseNumber]=O [FormType]=Other [Owner}=TCSB [DateSubmitted}=B/112012 
4:33:01 PM {AttachmentFlag]=Y[Question2]=Pls see attached RALfor 471 # 829164 Wilson 

12/2112012 
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Form 471 829164 RAL Funding Requests Report 

THIS REPORT DOES NOT CONTAIN ANY DECISIONS CONCERNING YOUR REQUESTS FOR DISCOUNTS. 

USE THIS REPORT TO LIST OR HlDICATE CORRECTIONS YOU WISH TO MAKE TO YOUR FOR.r-1 4 71 . 

Folf6w t.he guidance posted on the Form 471 RAL page on our webs~te to make allowable 
correct.~ons. All correct~ons - l.ncluding corrections to new fields - are subject to 
rev .:..e'~ for Program compliance and approval. 

·:o::;- rections Subml. t ted by: 

O>gnatur., \~, .~~ 
"'U -

Pnnted Name: ~ 0 ~ ftugfv-5 
Title: (I ,;OV\SUJ+an+-

Date: 7/zo/z.o;z_ 

Eman, Fa" Number or Phone Number• J {A~.$~ N.LJJ hope.fec.YJ 6 rt7\ 
q !tt . qtpg L.f.?QZ (o) q 1'1, _ q D7tf CP) ::::; 

Item Data Entered on FCC Form 471 Make Corrections Here 

la. Name of Billed Entity 
WILSON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT Corrections not allowed 

3. B~lled Entity Number 126912 Corrections not allowed 
6. ~ontact Person's Name John Hughes 
6. Preferred mode of contact Email 
6c :ontact Phone 919-968-4332 
6d. ConLact Fax 919- 929-9074 
6e. Email jhughes@newhopetech.org 
6f. Hclidayjvacat~onjsummercontact information - if provided 

6g. Consultant Name 
Consultant Number 
Consultant Employer 

New Hope Technology Foundation 
16054699 
New Hope Technology Foundation 

The Billed Ent.~ty name, address, phone and fax numbers cannot be changed via the RAL 
correctl.on process. 

471 RAL Page 3 of 8 
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Please remove t he following Entities t hat we accidentally included in our 
application due to a clerical error. 

Application # 829164 

Worksheet 1t 1399351 

Entity Name & # Elm City MS 
Fike HS 
Vinson-Bynum ES 

Applicant Name Wilson County Schools 

Applicant BEN tt 126912 

Respectively Submitted by 

onsultant 
New Hope Foundation 

1, Jughes@ newnor..::: tech.org 
(919)968-4334 

28619 
28748 
28751 



Schools and Libraries Universal Service Program 
Services Ordered and Certification Form 471 

Application Display 

471 Applicatron No· 829164 Funding Year: 7/1/2012-6/30/2013 Cert. Postmark Date· 03/19i2012 
Form Status. CERTIFIED -In Window RAL Date. 03/27/2012 
Out of Window Letter Date· Not applicable 

Block 4: Worksheets 

11\/orksrr:et A No· 1'1993tl1 Student Count· 9238 
WerghtE:d Product (Sum. Column 8). 8106 Shared Discount; o8'1c 

j _________________ ,., __ , ___ ,_, ___ _ 
Name of School: B 0 BARNES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

2. Entity Number· 2fi7''9 NCES 17 05020 OHJ02 
New School Construction: N Administrative Entity N 

3. Urban or Rural· t":ur:,. 
4 Total# ot Students : 485 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP: 426 

6. %Students Eligible for NSLP (#5 I #4): 87 835% 

7 Discount 'Yo from Discount Matrix: 90% 
9. Entity Sub-Type· 

8 Weighted Product for Calculating Sllare Discount (#4 .. t:7): 43b.5 

10 Alt. Disc. Mech N 

-----------------------
/ ~ame of School· 0;\RDEN MIDDLE SCHOOL 

2 Entrty Number: 2fll52 NCES <7 05020 02061 
N<?>~~~ School Construction: N Admrnistrative Entity N 

3. I roan or Rural· Rural 

4 'otal #of Students· 3to'i 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP: 34:1 

6 '..Students Eligible for NSLP {#5 I #4): 93 460% 
i Oisc;,.,ut1t %from Discount Matrix· •:10% 8 Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7)· J30 3 

9. Er:.t•: Sub-Type. 10. Alt Disc Mech· Y 

j · Name o; Sc~:ol· l::~ BEDDINGFIEL~-~-~~:-;CHO~L --------
2. Entity Number: 28156 NCES. 17 05020 01994 

New School Construction: N Administrative Entity N 

3. Urban or Rural: Rural 

4. Total# of Students . 880 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP 717 
6. %Students Eligible for rolSLP (#5/ #4): 81 477% 

7 D1scount % irom Discount Matrix: 90% 8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7): 792 

Ent1ty Sub-Type. 10 Alt. Disc Mech. Y I fame of Sc~ool. CL;;;;T~ ELEMtN~ARY SCHO) 
2 Ent1ty Number . .t8609 NCES. :;7 05020 01995 

··-·--------

New School Construction: 1'11 Administrative Entity N 
3. '.'rban or Rural: R~1r<11 

4 ·,oral# of Students: 34;.; 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP: 297 

6 ioStu·:.:nts EligiblE: for I>JSLP (#5/ #4)· 8'i 838% 

Dihc.;unt %from Discount Matrix: 90% 
S E=r .otv .:)uo-Type 

8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 #7): 311 4 

10 Alt Disc Mech: Y 

------------ ·----------
, Name or School: t:~ 

3 
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l'l"pla\ ·• I H lock l 

-4 Total #of Student.-; . 468 5. #of Students E · 

6 %Students Eligible r NSLP I #4): 54 914% 

7 Discount % fr Discount Matri · 80'!·il 
9 Entity Sub-Type: 

1. Name of School: F·KE HIGH SCHOOL 

2. Entity Number. 28/-18 
New School ~struction: 

3. Urban or Rural: ~ 
4. Tota #of Students · '151 5. #of Students 

LP (#5/ #4): 56.907% 
D;".count c¥om Discount atrix : 80% 
• r tlty suf). Type. 

!'ageL of 4 

J >lame of School: t-OREST HILLS MID~LE SCHOOl. -- -- -

J.. Entity Number: :,;et6:> NCES: 37 05020 02191 

j 

j 

I 

New School Construction· f'J Adm.nistrative Entity N 

1. Urban or Rural· Rural 

4 Total# of Students · 640 5 #of Students Eligible for NSLP: 488 
6 %Students Eligible for NSLP (#5/ #4): 16 250% 
7. Discount "'o from Discount Matrix: 90% 
~ Ent1ty Sub-Type 

8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share D1scount (#d • #7) 576 
10. Alt. Disc. Mech: )' 

Name of School· GARDNE'RS ELEMENTARY SCI·IOOL 

2 Entity Number. 28608 NCES: 37 05020 0 199!c1 

New School Construction: i J Administrative Entity N 

3. Urban or Rural: Rur<.ll 
4. Total# of Students: 314 5. #of Students Eligibl e for NSLP: 252 
6. 'l-l>Students Eligible for NSLP (#5 I #4): 80 254% 
7 Drscount %from Discount Matrix: 90% 8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7): 282 6 

9 Entity Sub-Type: 10. Alt Disc Mech: Y 

Name of Scnool: EE WOODARD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Entity Numoer: 28601 NCES: 31 050?.0 02001 

N«!w School Construction: N Administrative Entity N 

•• Urllan or Rural: Rurnl 

4 Total# of Students '>4t- 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP· 185 

G. o/..Students Eligible for NSLP (#5/ #4): 15 203% 
7 Discount % from Discount Matnx: 90% 8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4,. ::7): 221 4 

9 Entity Sub-Type 10. All Disc. Mech· Y 

"lame of School: UCAMA·ELEMENT ARY SCHOOL 
E'ntity Number .1ooSt1 

New School Construction: N 

3 Urban or Rural: Rum' 

4 Total# of Students · 406 

NCES: 37 05020 0220 

Administrative Entity N 

5. # of Students Eligible for NSLP: 3?0 

6 •;,s,udents Eligible for NSLP (#5 I #4)· 'i8 817% 

7 D1<>count :o from Discount Matnx: 90%, 8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • :!7)· 365.4 

E:ntity Sub-Type. 10. Alt. Disc. Mech Y 

"'a me nf School MARGARET HEARNF HEM SCHOOL 

2 E11t1ty NumDer· 28746 NCES: 37 05020 02003 

N .w School Construction. N Administrative Entity N 

hllp \\ ~ \\. ..,Jinml'> unt\ cJ-:aJ.;c!\'ICe.orglFonn471 E.xpcrt/FY 14 DisplayExt471 BI('Ck4 . .t..; .. , "' J q 2012 



!1. Urban or Rural. Rural 

4. Total# of Students : 531) 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP: 479 
6 %Students Eligible for NSLP {#51 #4): 89 365%, 

7. Discount% from Discount Matrix: 9Q% 8. Weighted Product for calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7}: 482 4 

9. Entity Sub-Type. 10. Alt Disc. Mech: N 

J 1 ~arne of School· MIL TON DA~IELS ~~VANC~MEN.., CENTE_R _____ -----·-· . 

2. Entity Number: 22:+02b NCES .1..,. 05020 02423 

New School Construction· N Admimstrative Entity N 

? 0rban or Rural· Rural 

4 Total# of Students · 84 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP· 76 
6 %Students Eligible for NSLP (#5/ #4): 90 476% 

7. Discount %from Discount Matrix: 90'i'o 
9 Entity Sub-Type: 

8. We1ghted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7}: 75 o 
10 Alt Disc Mech: Y 

j 1 Name of School: ROCK ~;D~~ ~~·~MEf'.JTARY SCHOOL 

J 

J 

J 

2 Entity Number: 28757 NCES. <? 05020 02005 

New School Construction: N Administrative Entity N 

3. Urban or Rural: f\ur;;JI 
4 Total# ot Studems: '·8 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP· 3/2 
6. %Stuctents Eligible for NSLP (#5 I #4): 97 637% 

7. Dio.;count " :row Discount Matnx: 90% 

9 Entity Sub-Type· 

8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 #7): 342.~ 

10. Alt. Disc. Mech: Y 

Name of School: SP!:.IGHT MIDDLE SCHOOL 

2 Entfty Number 28758 NCES ·. 7 05020 02007 

Ne.-, Scnool Construction· N Adm nistrative Entity N 

;. Llrban or Rural· Ktir<'tl 

.! Total #.of Students 42:! 5. #of Students Eligtble for NSLP: 34 i 

6. %Students Eligible for NSLP (#5 I #4): 80 805% 

7. Discount % from Discount Matrix CJ0°'o 

9. Entity Sub-Type: 

8. Weignted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 #7): J79.8 

10. Alt Disc Mech· Y 

I. Name of School: SPRINGFIELD MIDDLE SCI·IOOI. 

2. Entity Number: Ltlt)55 NCES .i 7 05020 02008 

New School Construction: N Admimstrative Entity N 
3 Urban or Rural. {ural 

4. Total #of Students . •IHO 5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP· 363 

6. %Stucents EligiblE: for NSLP (#5/ #4): 75 625%. 

7. Discount% from Discount Matrix: 90C}'o 8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7): 432 

9. Entity Sub-Type: 10. Alt. Disc. Mech: Y 

Name of School· STANTONSBURG ELEMENTAf~Y SCHOOL 

2 Entity Numoer: 28/ 1.:'1 NCES: 3i 05020 02009 

""~w Scl1oot Constructton: N Admtmstrative Enttty N 

3. Urban or Rural. ·~ur?.l 

4. Total# of Students · /.87 5 #of Students Eligible for NSLP 226 

6 ,;,students Eligible for NSLP (#5 I #4}' 78.745% 

7 Discount % from Discount Matrix· ~0% 

S Entny Sub-Tyoe· 

Name of School: rr:ASNCF MIDDLE: SCHOOL 

8 Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7): 258.3 
10. Alt Disc Mech: Y 

2. Entity Number: 2H74~ NCES: 3l 05020 02200 

http . 1.\ W\.1. ..;I j(lfllh Ulli\ t:l.'ialserYI(;C.org1Fonn47 i rxpeniFY 14 D1splayExt<171 Blt"~t:k4 a~. -: JtJ·2ol2 



• New School Construction: N 

3 l!roan or Rural: Ru•a1 

4 Total# of Students 508 

Admrnistrative Entity N 

5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP: 386 
6. %Students Eligible for NSLP (#5/ #4): 75.98.<1% 

7. Discount% from Discount Matrix 8:;% 8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Oiscoum (~ • #7)· 457 2 
9. Entity Sub-Type· 10. Alt. Disc. Mech: Y 

1. Name of School· V CK E:U::ME:N fARY SCHOOL 

2. Entity Number lb0L.j148 NCES . .s7 05020 02564 

New School Construction· N Administrative Entity N 

3. Urban or Rural· Rurc;l 

4 Total# of Stuaents · 376 5. # ot Students Eligible for NSLP 310 
6 %Students Eligible for NSLP (#5/ #4): 98.404% 

7. D1scount% from Dis-count Matnx: 90°:!, 
9 Entity Sub-Type: 

8. Weighted Product for Calculating Share Discount (#4 • #7): 338 4 

10. Alt. Disc. Mech: N 

1 Name of School : VINSON·BYNUM E!...EM SCHOOL 

7 Discount o from Discount 

9. Entity ub-Type 

NCES: 37 

hted Product for Ca 

10. ~lt. Disc. Mech: Y 

1 Name of School . WILSON COUNTY OPERATIONS 

2. Entity Number. ib02J640 NCES 37 05020 000 
New School Construction: N 

3. Urban or Rural. Rural 

4 Total * of Students : 
6 :.OStudents Elfg1ble for NSLP (#5/ #4): 

7. Discount % from Discount Matrix: 84% 

a ~='ntity Sub-Type. 

Administrative Entity N 

5. #of Students Eligible for NSLP: 0 

8. We1ghted Product for Calculating Share Discount (;;.4 • #7): 0 

10. Alt Disc. Mech: N 

j Jame of School: WINSTE~D-;~-;~;;~-;ARY.;CHOOL 
l Entity Number: 2t!753 NCES: :F 05020 020·12 

New School Construction: N Administrative Entity N 

't Urban or Rural: Rural 

4 Total #of Students · J98 5. # ol Students Eligible for ,.,.SLP 344 

6. %Student5 Eligible for NSLP (#5/ #4). 86 432% 

7 D1scount %from D1scount Matrix· go% 8 Weighted Product for Calculat.ng Share Discount (;;.4 • ::7)· ~58 2 

9 Ent1ty Sub-Type· 10 Alt. Disc Mech: N 

r'revm .... o; Display Entire Applici:ltlon 

1<397 - 2012 Universal Service Administrative Company, All Rights Reserved 
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