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FCC 26-41 Master Client Comment Development Questionnaire
Client input for your “Save E-Rate” FCC comment filing — answer in the space below each question.
How this works: Please answer each question below with your own facts, numbers, and examples wherever you have them. If a question doesn't apply to your organization, write “N/A.” Check any boxes that apply. Once complete, return this form to your K&S contact for review before filing your comments with the FCC.
Part A — Organization Identification & Profile
Basic information used in the comment caption, signature block, and applicant profile.
Organization name and type
 
 
Billed Entity Number (BEN)
 
Authorized representative's name, title, email, and phone number
 
 
City/county and state where you operate, and approximate number of students or patrons served
 
 
How many years has your organization participated in the E-Rate program?
 
Part B — Executive Position
☐  Preserve the E-Rate Program
☐  Modernize while preserving funding
☐  Oppose funding reductions
☐  Oppose elimination/sunset
☐  Other: ______________________________________________
Part C — Section I: Why E-Rate Should Not Be Narrowed or Sunset
Supports the argument that connectivity “on paper” is not the same as adequate, affordable, ongoing service.
What E-Rate-funded services do you currently rely on?
☐  Internet access
☐  Internal Wi-Fi
☐  WAN
☐  Internal connections/equipment
☐  Firewalls
☐  Switches
☐  Cabling
☐  Maintenance
☐  Special construction
☐  Other: ____________________
What would happen to your budget or services if E-Rate funding were reduced or eliminated?
 
 
 
 
Annual E-Rate funding received
 
Would local taxpayers absorb the cost if funding were cut? Explain.
 
 
Projects that would be delayed or canceled
 
 
Are you currently expanding or upgrading your use of technology?
 
 
 
Do you have a specific story of a student, classroom, or community member who benefited from E-Rate-funded connectivity?
 
 
 
 
How would students be affected by reduced E-Rate funding?
 
 
 
How would library patrons, job seekers, and community programs be affected?
 
 
 
Part D — Section II: Protecting Rural / Underserved Access
Supports the argument that funding changes must not disproportionately harm rural, high-poverty, or hard-to-serve communities.
Is your organization located in a rural area, a high-poverty area, or an area served by only one Internet provider?
 
 
 
Do you rely on special construction, dark fiber, or self-provisioned network arrangements?
 
 
What is your current E-Rate discount rate (%), and what NSLP/poverty data is that based on?
 
 
Do you serve any Head Start, pre-kindergarten, or early-learning classrooms through your E-Rate-funded network?
 
 
Part E — Section III: Screen-Time, CIPA & Program Policy
Supports the argument that screen-time decisions should remain local rather than be set by a federal formula, and covers related program administration topics.
Do you already have your own local policy on student screen time, device use, or Internet safety?
 
 
 
Children's Internet Protection Act (CIPA) comments
 
 
Do any of your students rely on screens/devices for IEP accommodations, assistive technology, or other special-needs instruction?
 
 
Do you support giving parents the option to opt out of screen-based instruction?
 
 
 
Program Purpose: Why should E-Rate continue even though connectivity has improved?
 
 
Consultant Oversight — support or concerns
 
 
Competitive Bidding — suggested improvements.
 
 
Program Administration — opportunities to streamline
 
 
Any other local circumstance the FCC should know about before setting a nationwide screen-time rule?
 
 
 
Part F — Supporting Evidence
Attach or reference any of the following, if available:
1. Funding history
1. Budget impacts
1. Broadband invoices
1. Speed tests
1. Fiber construction costs
1. Maps
1. Student counts
1. Success stories
Part G — Final Position Statement
We respectfully urge the Commission to preserve and strengthen the E-Rate Program because:
 
 
 
 
Is there anything else — concerns, data, or context — you'd like us to include in your comments?
 
 
 
 
Once complete, please return this form to your K&S contact for review before filing your comments with the FCC.


Internal Review Checklist
☐  Facts verified
☐  Financial data attached
☐  Technology Director reviewed
☐  Superintendent/Library Director reviewed
☐  Legal review completed
☐  Ready for FCC comment drafting
Consultant Notes (Kellogg & Sovereign Use Only)
Key themes to emphasize:
1. Public interest
1. Student equity
1. Affordability
1. Rural access
1. Fiscal stewardship
1. Operational impacts
1. Compliance considerations
Drafting Notes:
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