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R

adio O
ne L

icenses, L
L

C
 ("R

adio O
ne") hereby responds to the "O

pposition to

Supplem
ent to Petition for R

econsideration", dated D
ecem

ber 24, 2015, subm
itted by W

illiam

L
. T

ucker. Jr. ("T
ucker"), and the "R

esponse to P
etition for R

econsideration" served by m
ail

on D
ecem

ber 29, 2015, subm
itted by Sincere Seven ("S7").' B

oth pleadings seek reinstatem
ent

of S
incere S

even's above captioned application for construction perm
it ("A

pplication"), the

grant of w
hich w

as rescinded by the A
udio D

ivision by letter of N
ovem

ber 30,
2015,

ref.

1 800B
3-E

A
/A

T
S.

2.
B

ased on statem
ents by T

ucker and S
7 them

selves, it appears that S
7 w

as not

the real party in interest in the A
pplication at the tim

e the A
pplication w

as filed, because "S7's

'T
he procedural posture of this proceeding is unclear. T

he pleadings of both S
7 and T

ucker
w

ere received by counsel for R
adio O

ne on January 4, 2016. T
o the extent that S7 purports to

respond to R
adio O

ne's Septem
ber 11, 2014, Petition for R

econsideration of an A
udio D

ivision
letter of A

ugust 19, 2014, it is far too late to be considered as an O
pposition. B

oth pleadings
refer to the A

udio D
ivision's letter of N

ovem
ber 30, 2015, and their filings are tim

ely if deem
ed

P
etitions for R

econsideration of that action. T
he instant pleading by R

adio O
ne w

ould then be
deem

ed an O
pposition to Petitions for R

econsideration and is likew
ise tim

ely.
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role in the L
P

F
M

 station under the term
s of the F

S
A

 is strictly a fiduciary as a sponsoring

nonprofit organization; executive and operational authority over the project is the responsibility

of M
r. T

ucker and W
O

O
K

-L
P

 R
adio."2 If S

7 w
as not intended to have operational control of

the radio station, then there is no basis for the C
om

m
ission to grant it a construction perm

it.3

3.
In addition, it appears that P

erry R
edd is a principal of S7.

W
hile he states that

he is not a m
em

ber of the board of directors or an "officer" in the traditional definition, he

agrees that he is E
xecutive D

irector of S7 and functions as its chief executive, because he "has

signed official docum
ents and otherw

ise acted on behalf of S
7 as E

xecutive D
irector, again

apropros [sici of, and consistent w
ith, positions bearing the title of 'P

resident' or 'C
E

O
' w

ith a

traditional nonprofit organization."4 If he functions as P
resident/C

E
O

, his conviction w
as

relevant and should have been reported in the A
pplication.5

4.
It is not possible at this tim

e for S7 to straighten out the confusion by assigning

its construction perm
it to W

O
O

K
-L

P R
adio, the entity w

hich claim
s to be in operational control,

2
T

ucker O
pposition at p. 1.

E
xhibit 8 to S

7's R
esponse is a letter from

 S
7 to W

O
O

K
-L

P
 R

adio, term
inating the

relationship betw
een the organizations.

H
ow

ever, that letter does not refute the fact that
W

O
O

K
-L

P
 R

adio w
as in control on the date w

hen the A
pplication w

as filed; on the contrary,
the letter confirm

s that until January 23, 2015, W
O

O
K

-L
P

 R
adio w

as intended to control the
radio station.

S7 R
esponse at p. 2. T

he Fiscal Sponsorship A
greem

ent subm
itted by S7 confirm

s that S7's
role is to raise and m

anage funds for W
O

O
K

-L
P R

adio.

S7's argum
ents relating to the degree of seriousness of the conviction and the extent of M

r.
R

edd's rehabilitation m
ay go to the question of w

hether the conviction should be an absolute
disqualification for the applicant, but they do not resolve the question of failure to report the
conviction in the A

pplication.
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because the radio station is unbuilt, and S
ection

73.865(d)
of the C

om
m

ission's rules forbids

assignm
ent or transfer of control of an L

PFM
 construction perm

it at any tim
e.

5.
T

here are no extraordinary circum
stances justifying a w

aiver of S
ection

73.865(d)
in this case; but even if the C

om
m

ission w
ere w

illing to consider a w
aiver of Section

73.865(d), the A
pplication could not be granted, because there is no evidence that W

O
O

K
-L

P

R
adio at the tim

e of the A
pplication w

as, or currently is, a legal entity that is qualified to hold

an F
C

C
 authorization. S

ee C
ocoa M

inority E
ducational M

edia A
ssociation,

FC
C

 15-168, rel.

D
ec. 16, 2015.6 A

ll previously supplied inform
ation regarding unincorporated associations in

the D
istrict of C

olum
bia w

as provided w
ith respect to only S7, not W

O
O

K
-L

P R
adio.

6.
S

ince S
7 is not the real party in interest, the construction perm

it cannot be

assigned or transferred, and W
O

O
K

-L
P

 R
adio has not established its legal qualifications, the

dism
issal of the application m

ust stand.

F
letcher, H

eald &
 H

ildreth, P
.L

.C
.

1300 N
.

17th
St., 1 1

F
loor

A
rlington, V

A
 22209-3 801

T
el. 703-812-0404

Fax 703-812-0486
E

-m
ail: tannenw

ald@
thhlaw

.com

January 12, 2016

6"
'If the applicant is unincorporated, the [eligibility] exhibit m

ust include the state in w
hich it

is registered or otherw
ise recognized and the date of such registration or recognition.' [T

he
applicant] provided no such inform

ation."
C

ocoa
at par. 2.
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R
espectfully subm

itted

Peter T
annenw

ald

C
ounsel for R

adio O
ne L

icenses, L
L

C



C
E

R
T

IF
IC

A
T

E
 O

F
 SE

R
V

IC
E

I,E
velyn M

. O
jea, do hereby certify that I have, this 12th day of January, 2016, caused

copies of the foregoing "R
esponse of R

adio O
ne L

icenses, L
L

C
 to O

pposition to S
upplem

ent

to Petition for R
econsideration and R

esponse to Petition for R
econsideration" to the follow

ing:

W
illiam

 L
. T

ucker, Jr., E
sq.

W
O

O
K

 R
adio D

C
2000 H

alf St., S.W
.

W
ashington, D

C
 20024-3304

M
r. P

erry D
. R

edd
Sincere Seven
422 M

arietta Place, N
.W

.
W

ashington, D
C

 20011-2143

A
lexander Sanjenis, E

sq. (to be sent by e-m
ail on January 13, 2016)

A
lexander.sanienis@

fcc.gov
Federal C

om
m

unications C
om

m
ission

W
ashington, D

C
 20554
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