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By the Chief, Telecommunications Access Policy Division, Wireline Competition Bureau:

Introduction
In this Order, we address nineteen appeals regarding E-Rate reimbursements in situations where the service provider has gone out of business or otherwise did not file its required annual certification form.  Due to changes made to the applicant invoicing process in the 2014 First E-Rate Order,[footnoteRef:3] there is no longer a mechanism to reimburse E-Rate applicants’ requests for reimbursement when the service provider has not filed the required FCC Form 473, the Service Provider Annual Certification (SPAC) form.[footnoteRef:4]  In these scenarios, the applicant schools and libraries, that have paid in full for eligible equipment and services, are left without the ability to seek reimbursement for the equipment and services because the reimbursement process requires that the service provider certify annually that it has complied with E-rate program rules as a prerequisite to the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC or Administrator) processing the forms and disbursing funding.  In this order, we grant eight appeals where the service provider failed to file the FCC Form 473 and went out of business or was no longer operational when the school or library sought reimbursement,[footnoteRef:5] and four appeals where the service provider was unable to file the FCC Form 473 due to other circumstances.[footnoteRef:6]  We also deny seven appeals where the service provider was operational but did not file the required FCC Form 473 annual certification.[footnoteRef:7]  Further, we instruct USAC to implement a process, with appropriate safeguards, to reimburse applicant requests for reimbursement when the service provider has not certified the FCC Form 473 because it is out-of-business or in bankruptcy.  Under this new process, USAC will generate a unique Service Provider Identification Number (SPIN) that will be used to create the FCC Form 473 for the specific funding year required to process the applicants’ requests for reimbursement.  Akin to the former “Good Samaritan” process[footnoteRef:8], this invoicing process will be available only in instances where the service provider is defunct or otherwise incapable of filing the FCC Form 473, which is a prerequisite for a request for reimbursement to be accepted by USAC.[footnoteRef:9]  However, this process may not be used when the service provider is operational but refuses to certify the annual FCC Form 473 as required by E-Rate program rules.[footnoteRef:10] [3:  See Modernizing the E-Rate Program for Schools and Libraries, WC Docket No. 13-184, Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 29 FCC Rcd 8870, 8966, para. 240 (2014) (2014 First E-Rate Order).  The E-Rate program is formally known as the schools and libraries universal service support mechanism.]  [4:  47 CFR § 54.504(f).  ]  [5:  Request for Waiver of Aurora Public Library, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Jan. 3, 2017); Request for Waiver of Aurora Public Library, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed July 25, 2018); Request for Waiver of Aurora Public Library, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Aug. 23, 2019); Request for Waiver of Central Valley School District 356, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Oct. 11, 2016); Request for Waiver of Hayward Unified School District, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Nov. 8, 2019); Request for Waiver of LISA Academy, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Jan. 25, 2022); Request for Waiver of Nadaburg Unified School District, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Sept. 22, 2022); and Request for Waiver of School Board of Marion County, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Dec. 15, 2016).  ]  [6:  Request for Waiver of Cesar Chavez Public Charter School, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Aug. 13, 2018); Request for Waiver of Commspec, Inc. (Britton-Deerfield School District), CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Feb. 12, 2019); Request for Waiver of Philadelphia School District, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Aug. 31, 2023), Request for Waiver of Philadelphia School District Supplement, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Sept. 7, 2023) and Request for Waiver of Philadelphia School District Supplement, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Sept. 29, 2023).]  [7:  Request for Waiver of Calloway County Public Library, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Aug. 12, 2024); Request for Waiver of Education Service Central (ESC) of Central Ohio, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Aug. 17, 2021) (ESC of Central Ohio); Request for Waiver of Equality Charter School, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Mar. 13, 2017); Request for Waiver of KIPP Tulsa Academy, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Feb. 20, 2018); Request for Waiver of Memphis Street Academy Charter School, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Mar. 13, 2017); Request for Waiver of Sno-Isle Regional Library, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Mar. 1, 2017); and Request for Review of Washington County School District, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Mar. 30, 2020).  ]  [8:  The “Good  Samaritan” policy was a procedure implemented by USAC that addressed specific situations in which a funding commitment had been approved, services had been rendered and paid for by the applicant at the undiscounted rated during a particular funding year, but the applicant was unable to receive reimbursement for the discount because the service provider originally selected by the applicant had gone out of business or had filed for bankruptcy before processing the reimbursement payment(s) for the applicant.  See, e.g., Request for Immediate Relief filed by the State of Tennessee, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, Changes to the Board of Directors of the National Exchange Carrier Association, Inc., CC Docket Nos. 96-45, 97-21, Order, 18 FCC Rcd 13581, 13583, para. 6 (2003) (explaining the Good Samaritan process).]  [9:  See USAC, FCC Form 472 Filing, https://www.usac.org/e-rate/applicant-process/invoicing/fcc-form-472-filing/ (last visited Apr. 2, 2025) (requiring that the service provider submit its annual FCC Form 473 as part of the FCC Form 472 filing process).]  [10:  See 47 CFR § 54.504(f). ] 

Background
E-Rate applicants may seek reimbursement for E-Rate supported equipment and services in one of two ways.[footnoteRef:11]  An applicant may either pay upfront for the full cost of equipment and services and then seek reimbursement of the discounted share of costs from USAC, or the applicant may pay the non-discounted share of costs for the equipment and services and require the service provider to invoice USAC for reimbursement of the remaining discounted share of costs.[footnoteRef:12]  If an applicant pays upfront, it must submit an FCC Form 472, known as the Billed Entity Application for Reimbursement (BEAR) form, to request reimbursement from USAC.[footnoteRef:13]  If the applicant only pays the non-discounted share of costs to the service provider, the service provider must submit an FCC Form 474, known as the Service Provider Invoice (SPI) form to receive reimbursement from USAC.  For both BEAR and SPI invoicing, service providers must annually file an FCC Form 473, the SPAC form, before USAC may process the request for reimbursement.[footnoteRef:14]  A service provider must certify on the FCC Form 473 that the service provider has complied with the E-Rate invoicing rules and regulations.[footnoteRef:15]  Specifically, the service provider is required to certify that the bills or invoices that it provides to applicants are accurate, and that the equipment and services it provides are eligible for E-Rate support.[footnoteRef:16] [11:  See, e.g., 2014 First E-Rate Order, 29 FCC Rcd at 8964, para. 235; USAC, Step 5: Invoicing, https://www.usac.org/e-rate/service-providers/step-5-invoicing/ (last visited Apr. 2, 2025).]  [12:  USAC, Step 5: Invoicing, https://www.usac.org/e-rate/service-providers/step-5-invoicing/ (last visited Apr. 2, 2025).]  [13:  Universal Service for Schools and Libraries Billed Entity Applicant Reimbursement (BEAR) Form, FCC Form 472, OMB Approval No. 3060-0856 (FCC Form 472).]  [14:  47 CFR § 54.504(f); Universal Service for Schools and Libraries Service Provider Annual Certification Form, FCC Form 473, OMB Approval No. 3060-0856(FCC Form 473); see USAC, FCC Form 473 https://www.usac.org/e-rate/service-providers/step-3-winning-the-bid/fcc-form-473-filing/ (last visited Apr. 2, 2025).]  [15:  See 47 CFR § 54.504(f).]  [16:  See id.  ] 

Prior to July 1, 2016, an applicant who used the BEAR process and paid its service provider in full for the eligible service or equipment, received the eligible funding from USAC through its service provider, who acted as a conduit for the funding.  The service provider was required to certify that the invoices submitted were accurate, represented the payments from the applicant to the service provider, and that the equipment or services were eligible for universal service support.[footnoteRef:17]  If the service provider failed to provide the FCC Form 473, the applicant could request that USAC use the Good Samaritan process to access the funding through another service provider.  USAC implemented this process to address specific situations in which the services or equipment had been rendered and paid for by the applicant at the undiscounted rate and the original service provider was out of business or in bankruptcy.[footnoteRef:18]  The role of the Good Samaritan service provider was simply to receive the BEAR payment from USAC and to pass through the reimbursement to the applicant.[footnoteRef:19]  The Good Samaritan service provider did not receive any other payment for its services.[footnoteRef:20] [17:  Id.  ]  [18:  Request for Immediate Relief Filed by The State of Tennessee, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket No. 96-45, Order, 18 FCC Rcd 13581, 13583, para. 6 (2003).]  [19:  Id.]  [20:  See BellSouth Corporation Petition for Clarification of Request for Immediate Relief Filed by The State of Tennessee, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket No. 96-45, Order, 18 FCC Rcd 24688, 24689, para. 16 & n.7 (2003); Comprehensive Review of Universal Service Fund Management, Administration, And Oversight, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, WC Docket No. 05-195, CC Dockets No. 96-45, 02-6, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 20 FCC Rcd 11308, 11325, para. 40, n.94 (2005).] 

Beginning July 1, 2016, after a rule change by the Commission, an applicant can receive direct payment from USAC after it has paid its service provider in full and filed a BEAR form.[footnoteRef:21]  The current process also requires the service provider to annually certify using the FCC Form 473 that it has complied with E-Rate invoicing rules and regulations.[footnoteRef:22]  Because applicants may receive direct payments from USAC, the Commission removed the need for a Good Samaritan process.[footnoteRef:23] [21:  2014 First E-Rate Order, 29 FCC Rcd at 8963, para. 233.]  [22:  Id. at 8965, para. 237; see also 47 CFR § 54.504(f)(4), (5).]  [23:  2014 First E-Rate Order, 29 FCC Rcd at 8964, para. 234.] 

Discussion
Based on the records of the appeals before us, we grant twelve appeals and deny seven appeals.  As discussed below, we grant appeals when the service provider did not submit the FCC Form 473 because it was out of business or in bankruptcy proceedings, or was otherwise unable to submit the certification, and direct USAC to implement a process to reimburse applicants in this situation.  We deny the requests when the service provider was operational but was unwilling, refused, or failed to submit the required FCC Form 473.
The Commission changed how BEAR reimbursements are processed in the 2014 First E-Rate Order.[footnoteRef:24]  BEAR reimbursements are made directly to the applicant bypassing the service provider altogether.[footnoteRef:25]  Because of this change, there is no longer a Good Samaritan process through which USAC could process payments when the original service provider is unable to certify the FCC Form 473.[footnoteRef:26]  This change affects any funding year with open invoices.  We recognize the need for a process under the rules established by the 2014 First E-Rate Order to allow applicants to receive funding when their respective service providers are unable to submit the required FCC Form 473.  We therefore direct USAC to implement a process, with appropriate safeguards to protect the integrity of the program, to disburse funding directly to an applicant when its service provider is unable to certify the FCC Form 473 because it went out of business or is in bankruptcy proceedings.[footnoteRef:27]  We first direct USAC to generate a SPIN that can be used to create a FCC Form 473 for the specific funding year at issue.  This USAC-created FCC Form 473 will then be used to process BEAR reimbursement requests for applicants who are unable to receive reimbursement because their service provider was unable to file the required FCC Form 473.  We also direct USAC to conduct service checks to confirm the approved, eligible equipment and services were delivered to the applicant[footnoteRef:28] and to conduct payment verifications to confirm that the applicant paid their service provider for the full cost of the eligible services and equipment prior to using the USAC-generated FCC Form 473 to process the requested BEAR payment.[footnoteRef:29]  We believe that these safeguards will better ensure that the applicant has complied with the E-Rate rules prior to USAC using this new procedure to process the BEAR reimbursement request. [24:  Id. at 8963-65, paras. 233-237. ]  [25:  Id. at 8963, para. 233.]  [26:  Id. at 8964, para. 234. ]  [27:  Id. at 8965, para. 237.]  [28:  See, e.g., USAC, E-Rate Fall Training 2024: Invoicing Webinar, at 42-43 (Nov. 7, 2024),  https://www.usac.org/wp-content/uploads/e-rate/documents/Webinars/2024/Fall-Training-E-Rate-Invoicing.pdf (explaining the service certification process and information requested).  ]  [29:  See, e.g., USAC, E-Rate Program List of Documents for Audits and to Show Compliance with Program Rules, at 5 (June 2022), https://www.usac.org/wp-content/uploads/e-rate/documents/resources/e-rate-program-list-of-documents-to-retain.pdf (requiring retention of proof of payment for the E-Rate funded eligible services/equipment). ] 

Service Provider Unable to Submit FCC Form 473.  We grant and remand the requests of Aurora Public Library (three separate appeals), Central Valley School District, Hayward Unified School District, LISA Academy, and School Board of Marion County (Marion County) and instruct USAC to confirm that the service providers are no longer operational and that applicants’ invoices submitted for reimbursement are accurate and represent payments for eligible equipment and services provided pursuant to E-Rate program rules.[footnoteRef:30]  Based on this review, we also direct USAC to process, as appropriate, these entities’ invoices despite the lack of a certified FCC Form 473 on file for the applicants’ service providers.  In each of these appeals, the Petitioners assert that they paid their service provider in full and that the service provider then went out of business or was no longer operational before submitting the required FCC Form 473 to USAC, and USAC denied the Petitioners’ BEAR requests for reimbursement because of the lack of the required form.[footnoteRef:31] [30:  See 47 CFR § 54.504(f)(4).  In remanding these appeals to USAC, we make no finding as to the ultimate eligibility of the equipment/services or the Petitioners’ applications.]  [31:  See Aurora Public Library 2017 Request for Waiver at 1; Aurora Public Library 2018 Request for Waiver at 1; Aurora Public Library 2019 Request for Waiver at 1; Central Valley School District Request for Waiver at Attachment 7 (explaining that Fatbeam, LLC purchased EMAN Networks, the school’s service provider, on May 28, 2015, in the middle of funding year 2014); Hayward Request for Waiver at 10; LISA Academy Request for Waiver at 2; Marion County Request for Waiver at 1.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk160525508]Further, we grant and remand an appeal filed by Nadaburg Unified School District (NUSD).[footnoteRef:32] NUSD alleges that the service provider refused to certify the FCC Form 473 “because they were upset that they didn’t win the contract” for the subsequent funding year and that USAC has “no leverage to make [the service provider] comply” because NUSD was the service provider’s only E-Rate customer.[footnoteRef:33]  NUSD explains that it filed a complaint with USAC.  Although the service provider appears to still be operating, we grant this appeal to allow USAC to investigate the complaint.  Allegations of retaliatory conduct by a service provider that lost the competitive bidding process for future services should be thoroughly investigated.[footnoteRef:34]  An applicant should not be denied funding due to the failure of a disgruntled service provider who refuses to complete the required FCC Form 473. [32:  Request for Waiver of Nadaburg Unified School District, CC Docket No. 02-6 (filed Sept. 22, 2022).  Nadaburg Unified School District (NUSD) also explains that it filed its Request for Waiver late because it relied on USAC’s representation that USAC would be facilitating the Good Samaritan process and would contact NUSD once a decision was made.  Id. at 2.  NUSD filed this Request for Waiver immediately upon learning from USAC that USAC no longer had a Good Samaritan process and USAC would not be taking action on its request.  Id. at 2.  We also waive the Commission’s appeal filing deadline, section 54.720(a) of the Commission’s rules.  See, e.g., Requests for Review and/or Requests for Waiver of Decisions of the Universal Service Administrator by Animas School District 6 et al., Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, CC Docket No. 02-6, Order, 26 FCC Rcd 16903, 16905, para. 4 (WCB 2011).]  [33:  NUSD Request for Waiver  at 1.]  [34:  Complaints may be made directly to USAC; USAC, Submit a Whistleblower Alert, https://www.usac.org/about/contact-usac/submit-a-whistleblower-alert/ (last visited Apr. 2, 2025).  If appropriate or required by law, USAC will turn over information related to complaints and results of the investigation to the FCC or law enforcement.  Alternatively, complaints may be filed directly with the FCC Enforcement Bureau; FCC, Consumer Inquiry and Complaint Center, https://consumercomplaints.fcc.gov/hc/en-us (last visited Apr. 2, 2025).] 

To the extent necessary for these Petitioners, we waive the requirement that an FCC Form 473 be on file with USAC before these BEAR forms can be processed.[footnoteRef:35]  We find that a waiver is warranted because, in each instance, the applicants complied with E-Rate rules and regulations but were denied funding because of circumstances beyond their control – namely, a service provider that went out of business or was otherwise incapable of filing an FCC Form 473 certification.  For the appeals in Appendix A, we also waive the invoice filing deadline in section 54.514(a) of the Commission’s rules and direct USAC to waive any other procedural deadlines.[footnoteRef:36]  Absent a waiver of section 54.514(a) of the Commission’s rules, future applicants that use this new process must comply with the invoice filing deadline. [35:  See 47 CFR § 54.504(f).  Generally, the Commission’s rules may be waived for good cause shown. 47 CFR § 1.3.  The Commission may exercise its discretion to waive a rule where the particular facts make strict compliance inconsistent with the public interest. Northeast Cellular Telephone Co. v. FCC, 897 F.2d 1164, 1166 (D.C. Cir. 1990) (Northeast Cellular).  In addition, the Commission may take into account considerations of hardship, equity, or more effective implementation of overall policy on an individual basis.  WAIT Radio v. FCC, 418 F.2d 1153, 1159 (D.C. Cir. 1969); Northeast Cellular, 897 F.2d at 1166.  Waiver of the Commission’s rules is therefore appropriate only if special circumstances warrant a deviation from the general rule, and such deviation will serve the public interest.  Northeast Cellular, 897 F.2d at 1166.]  [36:  See, e.g., 47 CFR §§ 54.507(d) (requiring non-recurring services to be implemented by September 30 following the close of the funding year); 54.514(a) (codifying the invoice filing deadline).] 

Further, we grant and remand four additional appeals where the service provider was unable to timely file the FCC Form 473 due to technical issues[footnoteRef:37] or severe weather.[footnoteRef:38]  In these appeals, the service provider attempted to timely file the form but encountered technical issues with the USAC IT system or was prohibited from filing due to a declared state of weather emergency.  Based on this review, we grant an additional 120 days from the release date of this Order for the service provider to file the required FCC Form 473 with USAC, if the form is still outstanding.  Additionally, for the appeals in Appendix B, we waive invoice filing deadline pursuant to section 54.514(a) of the Commission’s rules, and direct USAC to waive any other procedural deadline(s).  We further direct USAC to process these BEAR forms as appropriate. [37:  Cesar Chavez Public Charter School Request for Waiver, Appendix E-mail Chain (providing email chain discussion where service provider attempts to file the FCC Form 473 but notes technical issues that prohibited the filing); Philadelphia School District Request for Waiver, Appendix A (providing email chain where service provider intended to complete the form to certify the FCC Form 473 when in fact it had not completed all necessary steps), Supplement, Appendix A (providing copy of certified FCC Form 473); Los Angeles Public Library System Request for Waiver at 3-4 (providing FCC Form 473 certification confirmation noting it was late filed and email chain explaining technical issue).]  [38:  Commspec, Inc. (Britton-Deerfield School District) Request for Waiver at 1-2 (explaining that the service provider filed its FCC Form 473 one day late due to a declared state of emergency caused by a severe snowstorm).] 

Service Provider Fails or Refuses to Submit the FCC Form 473.  We next deny seven appeals where the service provider did not certify compliance with E-Rate rules and regulations but was operational and not subject to bankruptcy proceedings.  The purpose of the FCC Form 473 is to have the service provider attest to its compliance with the E-Rate invoicing rules and regulations to protect the integrity of the E-Rate program.[footnoteRef:39]  The Petitioners all asserted similar cursory reasons for why the service provider did not comply with their respective requests – that is, the service provider did not participate in the E-Rate program at the time of the filing of the application or no longer participated at the time of invoicing,[footnoteRef:40] the service provider was “unable or unwilling” to certify,[footnoteRef:41] or the service provider simply did not respond to requests from the applicant to certify.[footnoteRef:42]  In these circumstances, it is unclear whether the service provider did not certify the FCC Form 473 because it was unable to make the required attestations in good faith because it had failed to comply with our rules or for some other reason.  The service provider annual certifications are an integral part of the E-Rate program’s integrity,[footnoteRef:43] and responsible governance of the program requires that we deny these requests.  We further direct USAC to refer these service providers to the Commission’s Enforcement Bureau for violating section 54.504(f) of the Commission’s rules, and to refer service providers on a going forward-basis who refuse or fail to submit the annual FCC Form 473 and prevent applicants from receiving reimbursement through the BEAR invoicing process through the service providers’ refusal to file the required annual FCC Form 473. [39:  2014 First E-Rate Order, 29 FCC Rcd at 8965, para. 237.]  [40:  KIPP Tulsa Academy Request for Waiver at 3 (explaining that the service provider no longer participates in the program and failed to file the required FCC Form 473 despite urging from school); Sno-Isle Regional Library Request for Waiver at 1 (stating that new personnel at service provider refused to participate in program or sign the FCC Form 473); Memphis Street Academy Charter School Request for Waiver at 1 (explaining that the service provider’s former employee did not have authority to participate in the E-Rate program).]  [41:  Washington County School District Request for Waiver at 2 (stating that the service provider certified its FCC Form 473 for funding year 2020 but not the funding year at issue, 2018, and stopped responding to applicant’s requests to submit the FCC Form 473).]  [42:  Calloway County Public Library Request for Waiver at Attachments C and D (stating that the service provider did not respond to repeated requests to file the FCC Form 473); ESC of Central Ohio Request for Waiver at 1-2 (same); Equality Charter School Request for Waiver at 1 (same).]  [43:  2014 First E-Rate Order, 29 FCC Rcd at 8965, para. 237.] 

Ordering Clauses
IT IS ORDERED, pursuant to the authority contained in sections 1-4 and 254 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. §§ 151-154 and 254, and sections 0.91, 0.291, and 1.3 of the Commission’s rules, 47 CFR §§ 0.91, 0.291, and 1.3, that sections 54.504(a), 54.504(f), 54.507(c)-(d), 54.514(a) and 54.720(a) of the Commission’s rules, 47 CFR §§ 54.504(a), 54.504(f), 54.507(c)-(d), 54.514(a) and 54.720(a) ARE WAIVED for the Petitioners listed in Appendices A and B and the applications at issue are REMANDED to USAC as provided herein.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Requests for Review and/or Waiver are DENIED for Petitioners listed in Appendix C.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, pursuant to section 1.102(b)(1) of the Commission’s rules, 47 CFR § 1.102(b)(1), that this Order SHALL BE EFFECTIVE upon release.

						FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION



Nicholas E. Page
Chief
Telecommunication Access Policy Division
						Wireline Competition Bureau


Appendix A – Granted: FCC Form 473 Requirement Waived
	Applicant/Service Provider Name
	Application
Number
	Funding
Year
	Date Filed

	Aurora Public Library, NY 
	171025520
	2017
	Aug. 23, 2019

	Aurora Public Library, NY
	161018485
	2016
	Aug. 25, 2018

	Aurora Public Library, NY
	1049458
	2015
	Jan. 3, 2017

	Central Valley School District 356, WA
	937602
	2014
	Oct. 11, 2016

	Hayward Unified School District, CA
	161042584
	2016
	Nov. 8, 2019

	LISA Academy, AR
	201023276
	2020
	Jan. 25, 2022

	Nadaburg Unified School District, AZ
	191011147
	2019
	Sept. 22, 2022

	School Board of Marion County, FL
	1026667
	2015
	Dec. 14, 2016




Appendix B – Granted: FCC Form 473 Required to be Filed
	Applicant/Service Provider Name
	Application
Number
	Funding
Year
	Date Filed

	CommSpec, Inc. (Britton-Deerfield School District), MI
	161052433
	2016
	Feb. 12, 2019

	Cesar Chavez Public Charter School, DC
	161050453
	2016
	Aug. 13, 2018

	Los Angeles Public Library System, CA
	201022234
	2020
	Sept. 10, 2024

	Philadelphia School District, PA
	191025372
	2019
	Aug. 31, 2023
Sept. 7, 2023
Sept. 29, 2023





Appendix C – Denied
	[bookmark: _Hlk60661553]Applicant/Service Provider Name
	Application
Number
	Funding
Year
	Date Filed

	Calloway County Library, KY
	231029907
	2023
	Aug. 12, 2024

	Educational Service Center (ESC) of Central Ohio, OH
	191000517
	2019
	Aug. 17, 2021

	Equality Charter School, NY
	997455
161031362
	2015
2016
	Mar. 13, 2017

	KIPP Tulsa Academy, OK
	1043369
	2015
	Feb. 20, 2018

	Memphis Street Academy Charter School, PA
	9988138
	2015
	Mar. 13, 2017

	Sno-Isle Regional Library, WA
	1014849
	2015
	Mar. 1, 2017

	Washington County School District, UT
	181022681
	2018
	Mar. 30, 2020
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