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In the Matter of

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

SINCERE SEVEN
Washington, D.C.

App'ication for Construction Permit
For a Low Power FM Broadcast Station

File No. BNPL-2013n14AYL
Facility ID 195472

C1Vfl. FCC

SEP I 6 2010

Peter H. Doyle, Chief, Audio Division, Media BureauTo:

SINCERE SEVEN'S PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION
OF ORDER OF AUGUST 17, 2016

1.	Sincere Seven ("S7") hereby petitions1 for reconsideration of the

Commission's letter order of August 17, 2016 ("August order"), dismissing the above-

captioned Application.

2.

	

This Petition addresses several misapprehensions of fact in the

Commission's understanding of the record that cry out for correction. Sincere Seven

respectfully submits that a clear presentation of these issues will illuminate them as has

not been done before, and should lead the Commission to reverse its dismissal and either

approve the Application or return it to pending status.

3. The August order upheld the dismissal order of May 10, 2016 ("May

order"), which was based on two grounds: (i) a conclusion about who controlled the

LPFM project at issue, and (2) a determination that S7 had not complied with the

1This is Sincere Seven's first submission in this matter through counsel. All previous submissions
were made with no such assistance.



Conunission's request on November 30, 2015 ("November letter"), for disclosure of certain

important factual details. Each of these issues will be addressed in turn.

4. As to control of the station, the central problem is William Tucker's

breach of the trust S7 placed in him to manage this project, and in particular Mr. Tucker's

unauthorized misrepresentations to the FCC on key issues beginning with the first filing

in this matter. As explained below, Mr. Tucker's presentation went from incomplete and

misleading, as in the original Application (which omitted material facts that S7 had had

every intention to disclose), to blatantly untrue, as in his unauthorized, falsehood-laden

letter of December 28, 2015, by which time he had been severed from the project for over

a year.

5. S7 initially did not know Mr. Tucker was making these

misrepresentations, because Mr. Tucker refused to show S7 any paper he filed with the

Commission on S7's behalf, either before or after he submitted it. S7 did not see the

original Application until March 2015, when the Audio Division, at S7's request, stripped

Mr. Tucker of CDBS filing privileges for S7 and granted them to Mr. Redd and the S7

board directly.

6. A proper reading of S7's 2013 fiscal sponsorship agreement with Mr.

Tucker ("FSA") shows an arrangement far different from what Mr. Tucker would have the

Commission believe.2

2The FSA is attached to the Tucker letter of December z8, 2015, and cited in the FCC's May 10,
zoi6, letter at 3. S7 would gladly have included the FSA with its original Application if it had
known the Commission required it. However, unbeknownst to S7, Mr. Tucker did not include it,
nor did he ever mention to S7 that it should have been included. Ultimately Mr. Tucker
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'7. Mr. Tucker asserted to S7 that he had relevant technology and regulatory

expertise, as well as an idea to revive one of Washington's most famous AM radio

stations, WOOK or "OK Radio DC," and update its African American-centric format for

D.C. audiences. But Mr. Tucker admitted that he had no business or organizational

affiliation, and no funding. Sincere Seven, meanwhile, had been founded in 1999 and had

a 14-year record of social change activism and community work, and 57's Mr. Redd had

long experience in audio recording and production and ran a fully equipped studio, Redd

Media, Inc. Sincere Seven and Mr. Tucker agreed to work together toward an LPFM

license application for a community radio station using the WOOK call sign, with Sincere

Seven as named nonprofit licensee and fiscal sponsor of Mr. Tucker.

8. Most importantly, S7 assumed all the assets and liabilities of Mr. Tucker's

project-in other words, became the project's owner.3

. Under the agreement, Mr. Tucker was to file the Application in S7's name

in compliance with all FCC regulations, act as general manager of the developing radio

station, and account for the project and its expenditures to S/s board of directors, which

became the radio station's defacto governing board. Nothing about this owner/manager

arrangement was unlawful or out of compliance with the ownership rules for LPFM

applicants, nor has the Commission so held or suggested in prior rulings.

egregiously and intentionally misconstrued the FSA in an effort to wrest control of the project
from S7, and/or to deceive the FCC on the issue. Tucker Opposition, December 28, 2015.

3The D.C. Superior Court, at the hearing of October 2015 in Sincere Seven v. Tucker, received
testimony and documentary evidence from both sides regarding ownership, specifically found
that S7 owned the station with all its assets and liabilities, and on that basis entered the
injunction against Mr. Tucker referred to in this Petition.
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10. The FSA made S7 much more than the LPFM project's fiscal sponsor for

Section 5o1(c)(3) purposes; it set forth an understanding of an agency relationship

between S7, the principal, and Mr. Tucker, the agent. S7 at all times had the legal and

physical control of this project that it purported to have.4 The Commission's selective

quotations of half-sentences cherry-picked by Radio One from the FSA, May letter at 3,

misconstrue the document as a whole, which made S7 the principal and the project's

owner, not merely a supporter as Mr. Tucker disingenuously contended. See FSA at 2, ¶ 3

(assumption by S7 of project assets and liabilities; obligations of Mr. Tucker to report all

	

revenue, expenditures and activities to S7 board, which retained "ultimate responsibility"

for entire project). The only "evidence" that after the original Application Mr. Tucker

acted independently of S7 came from Mr. Tucker, whose false assertions, out of S7's

hearing, that he controlled the station do not make it so.

u. S7 indeed did delegate the filing of the original Application to Mr. Tucker,

whom it made its agent for that purpose. FSA ati. S7 opened a project bank account

which it permitted Mr. Tucker to administer. And S7 allowed Mr. Tucker, in its name, to

create a CDBS electronic ffling system account in order to make FCC filings on its behalf.

These three facts do not establish that Mr. Tucker had control exclusive of S7 after

signing the project's assets and liabilities over to S7, or that Mr. Tucker would control the

resulting station when it began over-the-air broadcasting. From 57's perspective, because

station produces a 24-hour-a-day webcast at www.ok1o3.org under S7's direct, day-to-day
operational control, as it has done since S7 began studio operations in February 2015 shortly after
it severed its ties with Mr. Tucker for non-performance under the FSA. No such operations
occurred, and no community programming was created as defined by the LPFM rules, while Mr.
Tucker was general manager of the project.
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it had assumed the project's assets and liabilities and required Mr. Tucker to report to its

board, and because it, and not Mr. Tucker, was the nonprofit entity qualified to apply for

and receive an LPFM license, it had both legal and practical control. Again, the

Commission's only evidence of Mr. Tucker's "control" of the project came from Mr.

Tucker.

12. During 2014, S7 found Mr. Tucker increasingly unwilling to share financial

and other project management information with his nonprofit principal as agreed under

the FSA. After months of requests, entreaties and warnings, and with its own finances at

risk, S7 confronted Mr. Tucker regarding his performance at a tense board meeting in

December 2014. S7 has preserved unaltered its audio recording of that meeting, which

makes clear S7's reasons for severing its relationship with Mr. Tucker. The recording

itself, and/or a transcript of that recording, can be made available to the Commission

upon request.

13. Mr. Tucker's unauthorized December 2015 letter to the Commission was

written after S7 had severed its ties with him, sued him for falsely claiming the station

was his, and obtained a court injunction forbidding him from so claiming.5 Mr. Tucker's

December 2015 letter was a direct and brazen violation of that injunction. It was an

attempt to punish S7 with falsehoods concerning the Application, and at the same time a

legally defective attempt to manipulate these proceedings to give Mr. Tucker control of

the station and the Application going forward. See May letter at 1 n.i (describing Tucker's

request for waiver of C.F.R. § 73.86(d) restriction on transfer of control).

on Motion for Preliminary Injunction, Sincere Seven v. Tucker, Civil No. 2015 CA oo

	

B
(Mitchell-Ranldn, J., Oct. 14, 2015), Exhibit i to S7 Board Response.
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14. The truth of the matter, as S7 has realized only in the course of its pending

litigation against Mr. Tucker, is that Mr. Tucker wanted the FCC to believe he had

control, even as he presented himself to S7's board as its agent as the parties had agreed

in the FSA. The Commission's valiant attempt to untangle these convolutions, see May

letter at 6 ("Change in Control"), was understandably mistaken given the extremity of Mr.

Tucker's misstatements of fact. The Commission's error was in accepting Mr. Tucker's

version of events surrounding the FSA and his own performance, or non-performance,

thereunder.6

15. Even after Mr. Tucker was exposed, the Commission chose to take his

December 2015 misrepresentations on the issue of control as true, even as it determined

(or to support its determination) that he had used S7 as a front for a false Application.

The Commission either misunderstood or ignored that Mr. Tucker's December 2015 letter

violated the October 2015 court injunction against his claiming control. Mr. Tucker's

incorrect statements are not transformed into correct statements merely by his making

them.

16. In fact, S7 did comply with the Commission's request for disclosures, in a

submission sent to the Commission and to Radio One on December 27 and 29, 2015. See

¶ 17 infra. The December 27 submission, in addition to a pleading, contained an amended

Form 318 with all the requested disclosures, among them a full description of Perry Redd's

criminal record-which incidentally Mr. Redd freely admits to the world, never sought to

6The Commission in one instance attributed to Mr. Tucker an assertion, made at an unspecified
time, that S7 had control of the projeet. May letter at 6 (opining that such aettion w fa1e,
when in fact it was a true statement whenever Mr. Tucker made it).
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hide from the FCC, and explained in detail to Mr. Tucker long before S7's first

Application. (See e-mail correspondence, October , 2013, Exhibit 2 to S7 Board of

Directors' Response Supplement, April i8, 2016 (response to artificially narrow question

from Mr. Tucker); P. Redd, Periy No-Name: Journaifrom a Federal Prison (Redd Media

2014) (book-length autobiography), available at www.amazon.com/Perry-NoName-

Journal-Federal-Prison-book/dp/o692263357.

17. A submission containing all this material was uploaded to the CB, as well

as sent to the FCC in hard copy via U.S. certified mail, before the December 3° deadline

in the November letter. See CDBS screenshot, Dec. 27, 2015 (Attachment A hereto); U.S.

Postal Service certified mail receipt, Dec. 29, 2015, Exhibit 1 to S7's Petition for

Reconsideration, June 8, 2016. The Commission asserted it was never formally filed, see

May letter at 3, n.o, and yet relied on Radio One's disingenuous partial "presentation" of

it, claiming to have considered it fully while pretending not to notice the pleading's

citation to its attached disclosures. S7 did not know until the May 10 order that the

Commission was considering only part of the December 29 package of materials.7

7Alexander Sanjenis, Esq., an Audio Division attorney-advisor, informed Mr. Redd later that the
FCC had never formally received S7's December 29 response, even though Mr. Redd had uploaded
all of it into the CDBS database on that date. Mr. Sanjenis said the hard copy filing had never
arrived, and that the electronic filing had not been perfected using the "File Form" button after
the upload. He admonished Mr. Redd for not sending the filing by non-U.S. Postal Service
overnight mail, and indicated that it would no longer be considered since the deadline had
passed. Yet even though the pleading cited the requested disclosures in addition to the pleading
itself, see Response at 3 ("a [criminal] record [for Mr. Redd] is provided herein"), the Commission
chose to proceed on the pretense that the copy of the pleading it received from Radio One,
without the exhibits and disclosures cited in its text, was the entire filing. See May order at n.o
and accompanying text. The May order even claimed, ostensibly in support of its ruling, that Mr.
Sanjenis had instructed Mr. Redd to file 57's response via CDBS, even if late, which contradicts
Mr. Redd's recall of being told the late pleading would not be considered. This chain of events at a
minimum was a striking elevation of form over substance, and a marked departure from the
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i8. Had the Commission reviewed all the material in S7's December

submission, it would have recognized S7's compliance with its November 30 requests and

taken a very different view of the equities.

19. When S7 asked for reconsideration in June 2016, the Commission (a) chose

to ignore S7's showing that it had fully and readily complied with the November 2015

letter's requests, and (b) chose to continue, as described above, to accept Tucker's version

of events even as it effectively denounced him as a fraud.

20. The Commission's August order took Mr. Tucker's earlier misinformation,

unexamined, as establishing S7's noncompliance with LPFM regulations and with the

November request-and then incorrectly wrote, see August order at 3, n.i6, that the May

order had not been "base[d]" on S7's noncompliance with the November request, when

that in fact was explicitly identified in the May order as one of the two grounds for the

decision. May order at 3, nna5-2o and accompanying text. In other words, the August

order ducked the issue of S7's supposed non-disclosure, and transparently failed to

address a principal ground of S7's request for reconsideration of the May order. This

apparent pretense makes the August order vulnerable to allegations not only of error, but

of bias, if not staff misconduct, in covering for the May order's mistake rather than

addressing and correcting it.

Commission's earlier showings of fairness toward an unsophisticated nonprofit LPFM applicant of
limited means, doing its best to comply with FCC requirements, in favor of a much more powerful
commercial interest bent on derailing the Application for mercenary reasons. At worst, it was a
deliberate thumb on the scales i-n Radio Ones favor. In any event, Mr. Redd has -now pressed "File
Form" and caused the December 29, 2015, response with its attachments to be filed electronically,
assuming the CDBS accepts it, and in hard copy as an attachment to this Petition.
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21. In its reasoning on operational control of the station, the August order

seems to have pulled illogically in two opposite directions at once. It credited two

scenarios that in fact are mutually exclusive: (i) that S7 controlled the station, in which

case Mr. Redd should have been listed as an interested party and his history disclosed,

and that noncompliance with a request to do so was disqualifying, and (2) that Mr.

Tucker controlled the station, in which case he used S7 as a front for a false application,

which was disqualifying. It cannot simultaneously be true that S7 controlled the station

and that Mr. Tucker did; but more importantly, the Commission mistook a key fact in

each scenario.

22. The first scenario depends on an erroneous determination that S7 never

made its submission of December 29, 2015, and never complied with the Commission's

November request for information. As to the second scenario, S7 did have control at all

relevant times, as the Commission would have recognized but for its acceptance of Mr.

Tucker's false assertions to the contrary in his December 2015 letter to the Commission.

23. The Commission's opinion that, "from a regulatory standpoint, the FSA

was effectively an agreement to cooperate in prosecuting a false FCC application

presenting S7 rather than WOOK as the applicant," is valid only if Mr. Tucker's version of

events is accepted. Therein lies the error at the heart of the Commission's May and

August orders. If S7's representations about control of the station are accepted, as they

should be on the evidence, and Mr. Tucker's post hoc assertions are recognized as

essentially those of an impostor, the supposition that Mr. Tucker ever had control

evaporates, and he is exposed for what he is, a manipulator, both of S7 and of the

9



Commission. See declarations of S7 board members Barbara Patterson and Chap!. Tim

Buffaloe, Attachments to Motion for Preliminary Injunction, Sincere Seven v. Tucker, Civil

No. 2015

	

007373 B (Attachments B and C hereto).

24. Finally, as to the composition of S7's board of directors, S7 was unaware of

the provision in 47C.F.R. § 73.871(c)(3) that a more-than-5o% turnover on the board of a

nonprofit is ordinarily deemed a major change in "ownership of the Application" by that

nonprofit for LPFM licensure. S7 did not expect that compliance with its own bylaws on

board member terms of office-bylaws which were disclosed to the FCC with the original

LPFM application-could disable that Application.

25. S7 placed its trust in Mr. Tucker's claimed expertise in LPFM regulations.

Had Mr. Tucker told S7 that under § 73.8 71(c)(3) it had to freeze 50% of its board for as

long as the Application remained pending, changing its bylaws if necessary to ensure

compliance, S7 would have taken those steps.

26. S7 as an organization has never changed. Its mission to advance social

justice and community empowerment by reflection, advocacy and peaceful activism

remains the same. S7's former and current board members have all been devoted to that

mission. As part of S7's ongoing effort to comply with applicable regulations, it gave

notice of its new board members to the Commission by amending the Application in July

2015 to name them.8

should be noted that, in preparing for its July i amended application and in order to perfect
it, S7 sought and obtained the advice and assistance of then-Audio Division attorney-advisor
Konrad Herling, Esq. It appears that the Commission's view of this matter changed with Mr.
Herling's departure. Exigencies of time have prevented S7 from locating Mr. Herling and asking

10



27. The FCC decision in US Pro Descubierta, Application for a New LPFM

Station at Seffner, Florida, FCC 16-52 (rel. Apr. 27, 2016), cited in the August order, was

based in part on a conclusion that because conflicting, mutually exclusive applications

had a key board member in common, a board composition change from the initial

application was tantamount to a deliberate evasion of Subsection 871(c)(3). In S7's case

there were no conflicting applications from overlapping entities, and there was no

deliberate attempt to evade. Quite the contrary, S7's board merely rotated in accordance

with the two-year service limit in its pre-existing bylaws, an arrangement which 57's

board itself would have taken steps to change-and could have, under its bylaws, by the

	

simple expedient of voting to retain a member or members in office beyond their terms'

end-had it known that its orderly corporate business could jeopardize the Application.

The Commission need not and should not treat the Sincere Seven and USPD cases alike.

28. The Commission still has a chance to make the matter right, as S7 has

been trying to do since it learned of Mr. Tucker's perfidy. That S7's chosen general

manager breached the trust placed in him, and attempted to deceive both the licensee

and the Commission, should not disable S7's Application or deprive a local radio audience

of otherwise unavailable program offerings that the LPFM regulations were designed to

encourage.

for his recollections in connection with the present Petition, but S7 is prepared to make that
effort.
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WHEREFORE, petitioner Sincere Seven, Inc., respectfully requests as follows:

1. That the above-captioned LPFM Application be reinstated and approved,

or at a minimum restored to pending status to permit the applicant to perfect its

application and satisfy all procedural and technical requirements for the license sought;

and

2. That any other application for a license to broadcast on the FM channel

known as 103.1 within the coverage area proposed in 57's Application, or which could in

any way have the effect of precluding 57's eventual use of that channel, be held in

abeyance until this matter is decided and all administrative and judicial appeals

exhausted.

Respectfully submitted,

Stephen B. Pershing
D.C. Bar No. 482580

1416 E Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

(202) 642-431

sbpershing@gmail.com

Counsel for petitioner

Dated: September i6, 2016
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on this 16th day of September, 2016, the foregoing was hand-delivered to:

Federal Communications Commission
1th Street, S.W.., Rm. TW-A325
Washington, D.C. 20554

and sent via electronic mail to:

Alexander Sanjenis, Esq.,
Attorney-Advisor, FCC Audio Division, Media Bureau

alexander.sanj enisafcc. gov

and sent via electronic mail and by U.S. mail, postage prepaid, to:

William Tucker
ioii Cherry Tree Court

Adeiphi, MD 20783

neon_noodleyzk@yahoo.com

Peter Tannenwald, Esq.
Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, P.L.C.

1300 N. 17th Street, th Floor
Arlington, VA 22209

tannenwa1dthh1aw.com

Stephen B. Pershing
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
CIVIL DIVISION

THE SINCERE SEVEN,

Judge ________

PLAINTIFF

	

) Civil Action No.

WILLIAM TUCKER,

DEFENDANT

	

)
)
)
)

DECLARATION OF BARBARA J. PATTERSON

Barbara 3. Patterson deposes and says:

1.

	

I am a sitting board member of The Sincere Seven ("S7") Board of Directors. I

	

make this declaration based upon personal knowledge. I am over 18 and am competent totesti'

to the statements herein.

2.

	

Due to mounting dissatisfaction among the S7 Board of Directors stemming from

the lack of progress with WOOK-LP, I agreed to speak with Mr. Tucker about moving the

project forward.

3.

	

On November 25, 2014, in my capacity as an S7 board member. I went to Mr.

Tucker's Austin Grill "mixer/music drop" to discuss obtaining documents in an effort to move

along the WOOK-LP project. Mr. Tucker agreed to pro'ide the requested documents by Friday,

November 28, 2014.

4.

	

The requested documents were:



a. Financial accounting that listed all deposits and withdrawals either from

the inception of the WOOK-LP project or beginning from the date of S7's Fiscal Sponsorship

Agreement (FSA).

b.

	

A list of programmer information that included:

i. Name of programmer

ii. Contact information

iii. Programmer Bio/Profile of approximately 75 words.

iv. Show description of approximately three sentences

v. Current programming grid

c.

	

The Programmer User Agreement ("PUA") so that I could use the PUA as

the basis to develop a Programmer Contract.

5.

	

On November 26, 2015 I followed up this discussion with a formal request by

email.

6.

	

I spoke with Mr. Tucker on November 27, 2015 and he agreed to provide a profit

and loss statement. Mr. Tucker told me that he did not want to send a grid because he was still

working on it and I asked that he send what he had thus far. Mr. Tucker was also unwilling to

send the programmer bios because he did not yet have all of the programmer bios. Mr. Tucker

refused to send programmer contact information because he did not feel the S7 Board of

Directors needed this information. Finally, Mr. Tucker disagreed with my intent to use the

Programmer User Agreement as a base for a Programmer Contract because he felt that the

Programmer User Agreement was sufficient. I asked Mr. Tucker to send all the documents he

had thus far by November 28, 2015 and Mr. Tucker agreed to send the documents he felt we

needed.



7.

	

On November 28, 2015 1 received no documents from Mr. Tucker nor did I

receive an acknowledgement of the missed deadline.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing statements are true and correct.

Date: June 24. 2015
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)Judge_______
Civil Action No.___

)

)
)
)
)

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISThICI' OF COL IA
CiVIL DIVISION

DECLARATION OJ? CHAPLAiN TIM BUFFALOE

Chaplain Buffaloc deposes and says:

1. IajntheFieldChaplainforflARMOTaskFOrGeaxldlainaprOgrafl3merwith

WOOK-LP. I make this declaration based upon personal knowledge. I am over 18 and

am competent to testify to the statements herein.

2.

	

I spoke with Mr. William Tucker regarding joining WOOK-LP as a potential

programmer in early 2014.

3.

	

In July2014, I paid Mr. Tucker $75 to secure my program slots on WOOK-LP.

4.

	

On January30, 2015, I received a mass email from Mr. Theker in which he

included approximately 85 people. This message called The Sincere Seven's ("S7")

actions 'iIIicit" and stated that Mr. Perry.Redd and S7 acted "in bad faith? Mr. Tucker

characterized the events as an "episode ofdeceit, sabotage, and theft." Mr. Tucker

instructed us all to "suspend any donations to Mr. Redd and S7 on behalf of WOOK do

not enter into any contract, participate in. any event they organize, or otherwise conduct

THE SINCERE SEVEN,

PLAINTIFF
vs.

WILLIAM TUCKER,

DEFENDANT



• any business with them involving WOOK." (See "Important Armouncement: WOOK-LP

103.1 FM" email).

S.

	

On February 2,2015, Mr. Tucker seat me a receipt for my initial $75 payment

(See "Chaplain Buffaloe Receipt").

6. On March 9, 2015, Mr. Tucker blind copied me on an email receipt to Lauren

Thompson Andrews for a $75 payment for Entrepreneur Talk Radio's time slot

ervation on WOOK. (See "WOOK Program Syndicatiort" email). Mr. Tucker sent this

email to me unsolicited.

7. In April 2015 I posted a promotion for my WOOK-LP radio show on Facebook

and on April 10, 2015, Mr. Tucker sent me a direct message that said:

You're a true idiot, Tim. It's bad enough that you literally ruined a

promising project I handed you on a silver platter. Now, you're

complicit in a scheme to defraud me of my business. You didn't

even have the decency. or sense to question whatever bulishit Perry

has told you. Remove your counnent at once.

8. Mr. Tucker also called me and left the following message:

Tim this is William Tucker. You remove that tag from that post you

put up on Facebook. Right away. Its bad enough that you ruined

something that I put right in your hands. Now you're participating

in somebody trying to rob me. I don't appreciate it one bit. You are

a disloyal jack-legged punk motherfireker. I expect you to do it right

away and comply.

2



I declare under penalty of peijuxy that the foregoing statements are true and correct.

Date: June 24, 2015
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Before the
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

In re:

Sincere Seven

Application for a Construction Permit for
a new Low Power FM station
at Washington, DC

Electronically filed through CDBS

To: Chief, Audio Division, Media Bureau

RESPONSE TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

Sincere Seven ('S7') hereby responds the petition for reconsideration, released

November 30, 2015 regarding petition filed by Radio One Licenses, L.LC. ("Petitioner")

on September 11, 2014. of the letter ruling ("Ruling") by the Audio Division of the

Media Bureau ("Bureau"). reference 1 800B3-EAJATS, released August 19, 2014

granting the above captioned application ("Application") by S7 ("Applicant") for a new

construction permit for a new Low Power FM station in Washington, DC. The Petitioner

maintains, contrary to the repeated assertion asserted in multiple exhibits provided by

S7L2 and previously accepted by the Commission's Ruling3. Radio One now accuses that

S7 "... may have misrepresented its officers and character qualifications to the

Commission. because a person who has held himself out more than once to governmental

authorities as a corporate officer was not listed in the application, and his conviction of

l Sincere Seven LPFM Application,. Exhibit 2, Attachments 1-3: Exhibit 1O.Attachments 1-2, 11/14/13
art of the previous record).

2 Sincere Seven Opposition to Petition to Deny, Exhibit 1, Attachments 3-5, 4/16/14.
F.C.C. Audio Division of the Media Bureau letter ruling, 8/19/2014.

File no: BNPL-20131114AYL
Facility ID 195772



multiple felonies was not disclosed"4. S7 maintains the position Radio One continues to

misrepresent select regulations and aspects of the Application for its latest petition to lack

merit, and that insufficient cause exists for the Commission to reconsider its granting the

Applicant a construction permit for a low power FM station.

Perry D. Redd is an officer of S7 and is not a member of its board of directors

Mr. Redd has served as S7's Executive Director since its founding in 1999. At no

point in time has Mr. Redd held a position as an "officer" with the non-profit corporation

(in the traditional definition) nor a seat on its board of directors. As stated in previous

petitions. Sincere Seven's Executive Director position is voluntary (with Board

authorized stipends), and its responsibilities are that of a manager serving at the pleasure

of its board of directors -- a relationship commonplace in nonprofit organizations. Mr.

Redd has signed official documents and otherwise acted on behalf of S7 as its Executive

Director, again apropos of, and consistent with, positions bearing the title 'President' or

'CEO' with a traditional nonprofit organization.

S7 concedes to Radio One's assertion herein that. if in the semantics of defining a

corporation's "officerS" as one who serves as its chief manager, overseer or executive,

then Mr. Redd is indeed an "officer"; and though consistently informed-in ALL

filings-that Redd was indeed that individual, thus is, has been S7's authorized officer,

then this point is moot. S7 has never called its Executive Director an officer, but

understands Radio One's motive here (alongside the underlying motive of one, William

Tucker, the former authorized contact). S7, without fail, wholly agrees with the

Radio One Petition for Reconsideration, 9/11/14.



seriousness with which The Commission herein applies to this allegation of

misrepresentation. S7 also argues here, that ignoring the defectiveness in application of

Section 1.106(c) of the Rules would equally prove detrimental to the integrity of this

reconsideration process. Radio One's failure to adequately address this issue previously.

only further obstructs S7 in carrying out this "public interest" trust; everyday that S7 is

consumed in re-litigation is another day that S7 is not providing community volunteer

radio opportunities, training radio industry personnel or mentoring radio interns.

The initial application with the signature of an "authorized" agent, operative or

contact representative was approved by Sincere Seven without prior knowledge of the

strict language applied to the title. It is acknowledged that ignorance is no excuse. but

misleading The Commission was never a motive on S7's part.

Full Disclosure of Perry D. Redd's Criminal Convictions

In compliance with the Commission's request for full disclosure of all of Perry

Redd's criminal convictions, a record is herein provided. The respondent here questions

the underlying intent-and source-of such demand.

In all appearances, compliance with Section 632 of the "Local Community Radio

Act of 2010," convictions irrelevant to the operation, management and ownership of an

LPFM station are moot at best, and should not even be entered into the record of the

application. Convictions having a bearing of said radio operation and ownership should

be rightly entered-and scrutinized. Barriers to community organizations seeking to

promote the public interest have historically and duly documented undue obstacles placed

upon groups, organizations and people of color to participate in American industrial

pursuits. Such barriers are, of recent, being addressed by the current federal executive



administration, particularly at the US Justice Department regarding the prosecution,

legislations, conviction and sentencing of low-level drug offenders in this country.

Nonetheless, full disclosure and transparency is a policy embraced by S7 since its

inception and partly an element in its founding, and thus complies fully herein.

Moreover, as a matter of public record, Peny Redd has publicly documented and

published the germane aspects of his criminal history, most notably in the release of his

2010 full-length CD Trial By Fire" (see

rJn) and

subsequent recordings) and his books "As A Condition of Your Freedom: A Guide to Self-

Redemption From Societal Oppression" (© 2014, http:Y\\ \\ _u CO 111

Your-Freedom-SeIf-Redemption-Oppression/dp/061 59031 2(s) and "Periy NoName: A

Journal From A Federal Prison" (© 2014, iinazo1om1errv-o\am-

iou:

	

'i

	

:

	

T ). The assertion of misrepresentation on

S7's part made by Radio One is absurd at least, disingenuous at best.

Furthermore, to underscore S7's response here, Section 632. (a) is clear:

The Federal Communications Commission shall modfj the rules authorizing the

operation of low-power FM radio stations, as proposed in MM Docket No. 99-25,

to-

(2) prohibit any applicant from obtaining a low-power FM license if the

applicant has engaged in any manner in the unlicensed operation of any

siation in violation of section 301 of the Communications Act of 1934 (47

uS.c. 301.

It appears that Section 632 is not the authority governing this demand from The

Commission, but rather, provisions within the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 which

prompt The Commission to include questions 6 and 7 in the application process:



6. Character Issues. The applicant certifies that neither the applicant nor any party to the
application has or has had any interest in. or connection with:
a. any broadcast application in any proceeding where character issues were left unresolved or

were resolved adversely against the applicant or party to the application; or
b.any pending broadcast application in which character issues have been raised.

7. Adverse Findings. The applicant certifies that no adverse finding has been made and no
adverse final action has been taken by any court or administrative body as to the applicant, any
party to this application, or any non-party equity owner in the applicant, in a civil or criminal
proceeding brought under the provisions of any law related to the following: any felony; mass
media related antitrust or unfair competition; fraudulent statements to another governmental
unit; or discrimination?
If the answer is "No," attach as an Exhibit a full disclosure concerning the persons and matters
involved, including an identification of the court or administrative body and the proceeding (by
dates and file numbers), and a description of the disposition of the matter. Where the requisite
information has been earlier disclosed in connection with another application or as required by
47 C.F.R. Section 1.65, the applicant need only provide: (i) an identification of that previous
submission by reference to the file number in the case of an application, the call letters of the
station regarding which the application or Section 1.65 information was filed, and the date of
filing; and (ii) the disposition of the previously reported matter.

Sincere Seven here points out that "all convictions" requested for full disclosure

would be related to communications broadcasting and the communications industry and

commerce. Anything other may be construed as a veiled attempt to create undue barriers

(for whatever reason) for an organization (of whatever persuasion) to participate in a

governmental public service.

Moreover, an acute look at the governing authority, are the sentencing provisions

which specifically outline the bars. The sentencing provisions of the Anti-Drug Abuse

Act of 1988 are as follows:

Drug trafficker.
Any individual convicted ofa federal or state offense consisting of the distribution
of a controlled substance, as defined by the Controlled Substances Act (21 US. C.
80] et seq.):

• On the first conviction, is ineligible for any or all federal benefits for
up to 5 years, at the discretion of the court.



Drug possessor.
Any individual convicted of a federal or state offense involving the possession qf a
controlled substance:

• On the first conviction, receives one or a combination of the following
three sentences, at the discretion of the court: (1) is ineligible for any or
allfèderal benefits for up to 1 year

The intent of the Congress of 1988 was to create punishments so harsh as to serve as a

deterrent to the commission of said crimes; history has proven racial disparities and

unequal application of the law are what resulted. This law and its provisions created

"denials" to participate in the American society such as:

Business Administration loans or the right to contract with the Federal

Government: and as researchers, they can lose medical, engineering, scientific,

and academic grants.

Some benefits are excluded from the denial process. These exclusions include

public housing, welfare, and drug treatment benefits, as well as benefits earned

through financial contributions or services to the Federal Government, such as

Social Security; health disability, and veterans ' benefits. Also, the courts may

choose to restore benefIts for speJic reasons...

Thus. S7 finds it imperative to clearly unearth where this inquiry appears to be going;

here lies the definition in section (d) of the statute as used in this section-

(1) the term "Federal benefit"-

(A)means the issuance of any grant, contract, loan, professional license,

or commercial license provided by an agency of the United States or by

appropriated funds of the United States; and

(B) does not include any retirement, welfare, Social Security, health,

disability, veterans benefit, public housing, or other similar benefit, or any

other benefit for which payments or services are required for eligibility;

and



(2) the term "veterans benefit" means all benefits provided to veterans, their

families, or survivors by virtue of the service qf a veteran in the Armed Forces of

the United States.

Herein, the question posed to The Commission, is, in entertaining Radio One's re-

litigation of a previously disclosed fact-Redd' s previous convictions-it appears to be

intended to deny a license to a duly qualified, community-based applicant. In that, S7

opposes not full disclosure, but the malicious intent in Radio One's Petition for

Reconsideration.

It appears that Radio One's complaint is based in an unintentional omission, as

opposed to a deliberate misleading by S7 on its application with the FCC. Mr. Redd's

name and title should have been the authorized signatory from day one, but as was

accepted by The Commission, with William Tucker-the authorized "Contact

Representative" as assigned by Sincere Seven-as the name listed on the application. In

retrospect, The Commission did nothing untoward in placing that designation on their

application, and in turn, S7 did nothing untoward in providing the requested information

on the application. That error was at most, a misunderstanding on Sincere Seven's part.

Every party with a vested interest in this assignment of Sincere Seven's license

unequivocally knows who the over-arching authority concerning Sincere Seven's license

is: Perry Redd, Sincere Seven's Executive Director.

Through Sincere Seven's evolutionary and diligent oversight, Mr. Tucker had

been removed as executor of Sincere Seven's authorized representative on this

community radio project as of January 23, 2015 (see exhibit 8) for several reasons. which

are being currently adjudicated in DC Superior Court and remedied through an IRS

intervention. His stated knowledge, passionate fervor and proficient navigation of the



FCC-sanctioned process (to success) demonstrated to Sincere Seven and its Board of

Directors that he was both a proficient. if not sincere, actor and knowledgeable as to

FCC's prescribed guidelines. He was listed on the initial application as S7's "Chief

Operation Officer." For all intents and purposes, Mr. Tucker was an officer with S7, yet

we now realize he was unlisted in the 'parties" section of the application. Wikipedia

defines the COO as "a position that can be one of the highest-ranking executive positions

in an organization on par with the Chief Services Officer, comprising part of the "C-

Suite " The COO is responsil?le for the daily operation qf the company, and routinely

reports to the highest ranking executive, usually the chief executive officer (CEO). The

COO may also cart)' the title of President which makes that person the second in

command at the firm and enjoying an equal privilege with Chief Services Officei

especially f the highest ranking executive is the Chairman and CEO." As "COO" Mr.

Tucker was charged with carrying out S7's community radio project, WOOK-LP;

nothing less, nothing more.

Sincere Seven came to realize and remedy the inefficiencies of Mr. Tucker's

management and has for the past 11 months successfully and methodically moved toward

fulfilling the FCC and Congress' intent in affording FM community radio to our local

neighborhoods, by offering a full complement of community-based radio programming

(24-hours-a-day; log on at k103. 'u), training station show hosts, programmers,

engineers and mentoring radio industry interns, along with sponsoring neighborhood

activities in the name of the station.

With that said, S7 has consequently come to learn that Mr. William Tucker

understood this, and with self-serving motives, failed to list Mr. Redd's name on the



application as the charge administering the application process. while omitting this to the

Sincere Seven Board of Directors, any adverse consequences of such action. As the

evolution of Sincere Seven's efforts to execute this community radio project, Mr.

Tucker's self-serving interests were extricated from the carrying out this mission on

January 23, 2015 (see exhibit 8). In turn, Mr. Tucker recently revealed this omission to

Radio One and thus, we herein have this "fourth bite of the apple" in denying our

community-based organization the opportunity to serve the public interest through FM

low-power radio.

Also be duly reminded that S7 has amended its application Form 318 several times

since Radio One's initial Opposition Petition. Our response is to rapidly and succinctly

remedy the most recent complaint by Radio One by one:

1. Placing the "Contact Representative" as selected by Sincere Seven and updating

S7's Board of Director and "all parties" information on the application and,

2. Make all disclosures regarding Mr. Redd's previous convictions (see exhibit #9)

Conclusion

In light of the Petitioner's repeated Petitions for Reconsideration, Sincere Seven, in

providing the mandated amendments to its Form 318 Application and duly submitting

them via CDBS. requests the Commission move to immediately dismiss Radio One's

latest petition for reconsideration.

Respectfu1ly,Submitted,

Perry Redd
Sincere Seven, Executive Director



Certificate of Service

I. Perry D. Redd, do hereby certify that I have, on this 29th day of December

2015, caused a copy of the foregoing opposition to petition for reconsideration to be sent

by first class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, to the following:

Peter Tannenwald
Fletcher Heath & Hildreth, PLC
1300 North 17th Street
11th Floor
Arlington, VA 22309-3801

Perry D. Redd,
S7 Executive Director
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Court Cases Page 1 of 1

I soicso
Find Client
Change Password
Client Profile
Logoff
Diagnostic
Lockup Ust (Diagnostic)

Client
Name

Employment

Addresses

identifiers

Charactáristics

Birth/Death

Citizenship

Languages

Communications

Case Fllin

Criminal History

Supervision
Release Orders

Warrants

Name: MCCREARY, PERRY DAWHAYPIE DOB: 8/25/1964 PDIO: 376-083 BAlD: 85032974

It, FIND CLIEN1

Internal Criminal History

File Date Case!

	

Suppress Judge/Officer CaSe

	

Sealed

	

Seated
Docket

	

Status

	

Date
Number

2/27/1985 85058889 /

	

TIGNOR,

	

Closed

	

No
1985-CMD-

	

ROBERTS

	

Complete
003362

	Ciant

	

re

	

Disoosition

	

Diso. Date Sentence

	

El 1

	

SImple Assault ConfInement: 60 Days / Suspend: 60

	

6/18/1985
Days / Probation: 1 Years Supervised

211/1985 85032924 /

	

TIGNOR,

	

Closed

	

No
1985-CMD-

	

ROBERT S

	

Complete
001605

	

QMnt

	

c1iar

	

Diseotion Diso. Date Sentence

	

1

	

Burglary I

	

No Paper

	

2/1/1985

	

2

	

Attempt

	

Nolle Prosequl

	

5/6/1985
Burglary

	

3

	

Unlawfiji Entry Probation: 1 Years Supervised

	

6/18/1985

	

4

	

Destruction of Probation: 1 Years Supervised

	

6/18/1985
Property
(Misdemeanor)

	

S

	

Simple Assault Nolie Prosequl

	

5/6/1985

External Criminal History

File Date Docket

	

Suppress Judge/Officer Case

	

City/County/State of
Number

	

Status

	

Offense

Criminal History Record Check

	

Review

	

Reviewer

	

Status

	

Reason

	

Comments

https://prismportaLcsosa.govfPrismScriptsfFrameHolder.asp

	

5/11/2010



UJN1ItL) SIA1

	

IJISI KILl LUUKI
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

PROBATION OFFICE

	

E.BARRnTPRETTYM,N U.S.COU?.T
GENNiE A. HAGAR

	

333 CONS11TUTIUN AVENUE,N.\V., SU;T
UNITED SATES PRORATION OFER

	

WAsnGTcN, D.C 2C00i-2SH

TELEcN (202) 565-1300

From:

	

Lisa Wright
United States Probation Office

Re:

	

Perry ft McCrearv-Redd

This memorandum represents a report of Mr. McCreary-Redd' s status since his release to
supervised release on August 13, 2009.

On July 10, 2008, Mr. -McCreary-Redd was found guilty of Conspiracy to Possess Cocaine Base;
Felon in Possession of a Firearm; and Criminal Contempt. He was sentenced to 70 months
incarceration followed by three years supervised release. He was ordered to pay a $300 special
assessment and participate in substance abuse treatment. Supervision commenced April 13,
2009, and expires August 12, 2012.

Mr. McCreary-Redd's adjustment to supervision is viewed as satisfactory. He responds well to
the directives of the probation officer, he submits monthly supervision reports as scheduled, and
he is compliant with his special conditions.

Mr. McCreary-Redd resides with his fiancé at, 422 Marietta Pace, NW, Washington, D.C., and
he is actively seeking employed.

Should you have any questions, please contact this officer at the above listed telephone.

Sincerely,

UNITED STATES PROBATION OFFICE

.ji q
Lis Wright
United States Proba:ion Officer

MEMORANDUM

May 18, 2010

To:

	

,. -Richard Mattiello
Compliance Review Manager

EXHBITG
2O1OCBXOO7ZS(DCS)

September 2010
Agency Position Statement

Letter from Probation Officer



1 of 7

Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Perry D

Criminal Court Records

District Of Columbia, Washington Dc County Criminal History Report
Order/Item: 18708988-5

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Applicant Data Provided:
Name:

	

Redd,PerryD
DOB:

	

08/25/1 964
SSN:

	

XXX-XX-651 9
Search Summary:

Product Coverage:

	

Consolidated information from the courts of Washington Dc County.
Source Records Reviewed: From 08/02 to 08/09
Source:

	

WASHINGTON DC COUNTY COURTS

Record Summary:

	

No Record found based on the Applicant Data Provided

Fair Credit Reporting Act Notice:

	

-
Your acceptance and use of this repot is certiflcation that you are in full compliance with the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 USC. Section 1681 Ct seq.) and all
applicable state and federal laws. Although every effort has been made to assure accuracy, ADP Screening and Selection Services cannot act as guarantor of the
accuracy or completeness of the information as ADP Screening and Selection Services is not the source of the information. The depth of information varies from
product source to product source. Firal verification of an individual's identity and proper use of the report is the user's responsibility. We require the requestor of
these reports to have signed a User Areement certifying that users are familiar with, will abide by, and will use the report in compliance with all applicable laws,
including, but not limited to, the Fair Credit Reporting Act.
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Perry D

First Check

First Check
Order/Item: 18708988-4

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Product Coverage: Social Security Number matched against Social Security Administration databases. Provides
state and issue date associated with the SSN.

This social security number was validly issued in the state of DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA between 1974 and
1975.

Validation of an SSN does not confirm a match to the name provided.
*** No matching SSN was found in the death master database

	

_______

Name:

	

Redd, Perry D
Date of Birth:

	

08/25/1964
SSN:

	

XXX-XX-6519

Fair Credit Reportins Act Notice:
Your acceptance and use of this report is certification that you are in full compliance with the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. Section 1681 et seq.) and all
applicable state and federal laws. Although every effort has been made to assure accuracy, ADP Screening and Selection Services cannot act as guarantor of the
accuracy or completeness of the information as ADP Screening and Selection Services is not the source of the information. The depth of information varies from
product source to product source. Final verification of an individual's identity and proper use of the report is the user's responsibility. \Ve require the requestor of:
these reports to have signed a User Aereement certifying that users are familiar with. will abide by, and will use the report in compliance with all applicable laws.
including, but not limited to, the Fair Credit Reporting Act.



3 of 7

Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Perry D

Locator Products
Fair Credit Reporting Act Notice:
Your acceptance and use of this report is certification that you are in full compliance with the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. Section 1681 et seq.) and all
applicable state and federal laws. A1tough every effort has been made to assure accuracy. ADP Screening and Selection Services cannot act as guarantor of the;
accuracy or completeness of the information as ADP Screening and Selection Services is not the source of the information. The depth of information varies from
product source to product source. Final verification of an individual's identity and proper use of the report is the user's responsibility. We require the requestor of
these reports to have signed a User Arreernent certit\ing that users are familiar with, will abide by, and vi1l use the report in compliance with all applicable laws,
including. but not limited to. the Faii Credit Reporting Act.
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORIUNG AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Peny D

ID Link

C rimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009

Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Product Coverage: Crimlink is a multi-jurisdictional criminal history database which contains more than 300
million records. Jurisdictions searched include Traffic Courts, Superior and Circuit Courts,
Adminstrative Office of the Court (AOC), Department of Corrections (DOC) and Terrorist
Watch List (OFAC) records. Inclusion of these national, state and county level jurisdictions in
the database vary by state and county.

Based upon the name and/or DOB supplied by you, we have searched our CrimLink
database for all poss:ble matches to your inquiry. The following information
is provided as summary information only and should be verified for accuracy by
ordering a complete criminal background check.

Applicant information provided:

Applicant Dame:

	

REDO, PERRY
DOB:

	

08/2511964
SSN:

	

XXXXX6S19

Information returned from Crimlink database:

JURISDICTION: TN DOC

Personal Identifiers
Full Name:
DOB:
SSN:
Known Aliases:

Physical Description
Eyes:
Hair:
Weight (in pounds)
Height (in inches)
Gender:
Race:

Record details
Record Tyne:
County or Jurisdiction:
Court:
Custodial agency:
Comment:
Other cormientS:
Case Number:
Statute Nn,nber:
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date:
File Date:
Final Plea:
Disposition:
Disposition Date:

RRDD, PERRY
08/25/1964
NOT PROVIDED

REDDKCCREARY. PERRY; !4CCREARYREDD, PERRY;
MCCREARY, PERRY

BROWN
NOT PROVIDED
000
068

MALE

BLACK

OFFENSE
TDOC. TN
NOT PROVIDED
TDOC
DOC #: 00244485
Felony Statute: 39-14-103
NOT PROVIDED
39-14-103
THEFT OF PROPERTY - $S00-$1,000
FELONY
NOT PROVIDED
10/31/1994
NOT PROVIDED
CONVICTION
NOT PROVIDED
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Peny D

ID Link

Crimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Sentence Date:

	

10/28/2003
Probation Sentence:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Sentence Length:

	

9 YEAR(S)
Confinement Type:

	

NOT PROVIDED

JURISDICTION: TN DOC

Personal Identifiers
Full Name

	

REDO, PERRY
DOS:

	

08/25/1964
SSN:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Known Aliases:

Physical Description
Eyes:
Hair:
Weight (in pounds)
Height (in inches)
Gender:
Race:

Record details

REDDMCCREARY, PERRY; MCCREARYREDD, PERRY;
MCCREARY, PERRY

BROWN
NOT PROVIDED
000
068

MALE

BLACK

Record Tyoe:

	

OFFENSE
County or Jurisdiction: TDOCTN
Court:
Custodial agency:
Comment:
Other comnents:
Case Number:
Statute Number:
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date:
File Date:
Final Plea:
Disposition:
Disposition Date:
Sentence Date:
Probation Sentence:
Sentence length:
Confinemeflt Type:

JURISDICTION: TN DOC

NOT PROVIDED
TDOC
DOC #: 00244485
Felony Statute: 39-14-103
NOT PROVIDED
39-14-103
THEFT OF PROPERTY - $l,000-$l0,000
FELONY
NOT PROVIDED
10/31/1994
NOT PROVIDED
CONVICTION
NOT PROVIDED
10/28/2003
NOT PROVIDED
9 YEAR(S)
NOT PROVIDED

Personal Iden:ifiers
Full Name:

	

REDD.PERRY
DOS:

	

08/25/1964
NOT PROVIDED

Known Alisses:
REDDMCCREARY. PERRY; MCCREARYREDD, PERRY;
MCCREARY, PERRY

Physical Description
Eyes:

	

BROWN
Hair:

	

NOT PROVIDED
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Perry D

ID Link

Crimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGiNIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Weight (in pounds> :

	

000
Height (in inches) :

	

068
Gender:

	

MALE
Race:

	

BLACK
Record details

Record Type:

	

OFFENSE
County or Jurisdiction: TDOC,TN
Court:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Custodial agency:
Comment:
Other comments:
Case Number:
Statute Number:
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date:
File Date:
Final Plea:
Disposition:
Disposition Date:
Sentence Date:
Probation Sentence:
Sentence Length:
Confinement Tvoe:

TDOC
DOC >: 00244485
Felony Statute: 39-13-401
NOT PROVIDED
39-13-401
ROBBERY
FELONY
NOT PROVIDED
10/31/1994
NOT PROVIDED
CONVICTION
NOT PROVIDED
10/28 /2 003
NOT PROVIDED
9 YEAR(S)
NOT PROVIDED

JURISDICTION: VA General District

Personal Identifiers
Full Name:

	

REDD,PERRY DANHAYNE
DOB:

	

08/25/1964
SSN:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Known Aliases:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Physical Description

Eyes:

	

UNKNOWN
Hair:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Weight (in pounds) :

	

000
Height (in inches) :

	

000
Gender:

	

MALE
Race:

	

BLACK
Record details

Record Type:

	

OFFENSE
County or Jurisdiction: FAIRFAX COUNTY,VA
Court:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Custodial agency:
Comment:
Other comments:
Case Number:
Statute Number:
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date:
File Date:
Final Plea:
Disposition:
Disposition Date:
Sentence Date:

NOT PROVIDED
Case: 059GT03207819
Case Type: Misdemeanor
Os 9GT 03207819
NOT PROVIDED
089/60 RECKLESS
MI SDEMEANOR
NOT PROVIDED
12 /3 0/2 003
NOT PROVIDED
GUILTY IN ABSENTIA
02/OS/2 004
NOT PROVIDED
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WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Perry D

ID Link

Crimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Probation Sentence:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Sentence Length:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Confinement Type:

	

NOT PROVIDED

Jurisdictions Searched;
Crimlink is a multi-jtrisdictional criminal history database which serves to
identify potential criminal history records based upon a name (first, middle
and last) and date of birth match. If a date of birth is not available in the
record contained in the database, a record will be matched by name only. Sex
Offender Registries (SOR) records are only matched by name.

Jurisdictions that are searched in Crimlink consist of Traffic Courts, Superior
and Circuit Courts, Administrative Office of the Court (AOC), Department of
Corrections (DOC) , Sex Offender Registry (SOR) and Office of Foreign Asset
Control (OFAC) records. Inclusion of these national, state and county level
jurisdictions vary by state and county. Please see the most current list of
included juriscfictions for complete details in the Resource Library, Geheral
ADP Information, Product Information section.

It is the recommendation of ADP Screening and Selection Services that all
records that are returned by searching the Crimlink database be verified for
completeness and accuracy with county court level searches, particularly before
taking any adverse action.

Fair Credit Reporting Act Notice:
Your acceptance and use of this repor. is certification that you are in full compliance with the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.s.c. Section 1681 et seq.) and all
applicable state and federal laws. Although every effort has been made to assure accuracy, ADP Screening and Selection Services cannot act as guarantor of the
accuracy or completeness of the information as ADP Screening and Selection Services is not the source of the information. The depth of information varies from
product source to product source. Final verification of an individual's identity and proper use of the report is the user's responsibility. We require the requestor of
these reports to have signed a User Agreement certifying that users are familiar with, will abide by. and will use the report in compliance with all applicable laws.:
including, but not limited to. the Fair Credit Reporting Ad.



UINIItL) S IA! tS L)ISIRIUi (ULKI

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
PROBATION OFFICE

GENNINEA. HAG.AR

UNTEn Sis P:.oATIoN OF:cER

E.BARRETTPRiTTYMAN U.S. COURTJ

333 CONs11TUnCJN AVENUE, N.W. Su;

\\ASiNGTc.N,D.C2uOOt-2S6

TELECNE (202) 56-1300

MEMORANDUM

May 18, 2010

To:

	

.Richard Mattiello
Compiance Review Manager

EXHIBITG
2010CBX00723(DCS)

September 2010
Agency Position Statement

Letter from Probation Officer

From:

	

Lisa Wright
United States Probation Office

Re:

	

Perry D. McCrearv-Redd

This memorandum repfesents a report of Mr. McCreary-Redd' s status since his release to
supervised release on August 13, 2009.

On July 10, 2008, Mr. .McCreaiyRedd was found guilty of Conspiracy to Possess Cocaine Base;
Felon in Possession of a Fiream; and Criminal Contempt. He was sentenced to 70 months
incarceration followed by three years supervised release. He was ordered to pay a $300 special
assessment and participate in substance abuse treatment. Supervision commenced April 13,
2009, and expires August 12, 2012.

	

-

Mr. McCreary-Redd's adjustment to supervision is viewed as satisfactory. He responds well to
the directives of the probation officer, he submits monthly supervision reports as scheduled, and
he is compliant with his special conditions.

Mr. McCrearyRe& resides with his fiancé at, 422 Marietta Pace, NW, Washington, D.C., and
he is actively seeking employed.

Should you have any questions, please contact this officer at the above listed telephone.

Sincerely,

UNITED STATES PROBATION OFFICE

q
Lis Wright
United States Probation Officer



Court Cases Page 1 of 1

El soicso
Find Client
Change Password
Client Profile
Logoff

El DIagnostic
Lociwp List (Diagnostic)

El Client
Name
Employment
Addresses
Identifiers
CharactrisUcs
Birth/Death
Citizenship
Languages
Communications
Case FIllnq
Criminal History
Supervision
Release Orders
Warrants

Name: MCCREARY, PERRY DAWHAYNE DOB: 8/25/1964 POID: 376-083 BAlD: 85032974
FIND CIIENr

Internal Olminal History

Flia Date Case!

	

Suppress judge/Officer Cage

	

Sealed

	

Sealed
I)Ocket

	

Status

	

Date
Number

2/27/1985 85058889 /

	

TIGNOR,

	

Closed

	

No
1985-CMD-

	

ROBERT S

	

Complete
003362

	

Quflt

	

Q]ag

	

Disoosition

	

Diso. Date Sentence
IYQfl

	

1

	

Simple Aault Confinement: 60 Days / Suspend: 60

	

6/18/1985
Days / ProbatIon: 1 Years Supervised

2/111985 85032924/

	

TIGNOR,

	

Closed

	

No
1985-CMD-

	

ROBERT S

	

Complete
001605

	

iint

	

bar.g

	

Disoosition Diso. Date Sentence

	El 1

	

Burglaty I

	

No Paper

	

2/1/1985

	

El 2

	

Attempt

	

Nolte Prosequi

	

5/6/1985
Burglary

	

El 3

	

Unlawful Entry Probation: 1 Years Supervised

	

6/18/1985

	

4

	

Destruction of Probation: 1 Years Supervised

	

6/18/1985
Property
(Misdemeanor)

	

5

	

Simple Assault Nolle Prosequl

	

5/6/1985

External Criminal History

File Date Docket

	

Suppress ludge/Officer Case

	

City/County/State of
Number

	

Status

	

Offense

Criminal History Record Check

	

RevieW

	

Reviewer

	

Status

	

Reason

	

Comments

https://prismportal.csosa.govfPrismScriptslFrameHolder.asp

	

5/11/2010



Sincere Seven ) "Fighting For Justice & Equality In Our Workplace"

0 422 Marietta Place, NW, Washington. DC 20011 0
(202) 241-3294 0(202)239-6565 0 e-mail: ,,:

ivwu'. sincer eseven. org
Iwe fain! no!.'

	

Gal. 6:9

December 28, 2015

Exhibit #9
(9 pages total plus cover page)
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Peny D

First Check

First Check
Order/Item: 18708988-4

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Product Coverage: Social Security Number matched against Social Security Administration databases. Provides
state and issue date associated with the SSN.

This social security number was validly issued in the state of DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA between 1974 and
1975.

Validation of an SSN does not confirm a match to the name provided.
No matching SSN was found in the death master database

Name:

	

Redd, Perry D
Date of Birth:

	

08/25/1964
SSN:

	

XXX-XX-6519

Fair Credit Reporting Act Notice:
Your acceptance and use of this repor: is certification that you are in full compliance with the Fair Credit Reporting Act (IS U.S.C. Section 1681 et seq.) and all
applicable state and federal laws. Although every effort has been made to assure accuracy, ADP Screening and Selection Services cannot act as guarantor of the
accuracy or completeness of the information as ADP Screening and Selection Services is not the source of the information. The depth of information varies from
product source to product source. Final verification of an individual's identity and proper use of the report is the user's responsibility. We require the requestor of
these reports to have signed a User Agreement certifying that users are familiar with. will abide by, and will use the report in compliance with all applicable laws.
including, but not limited to. the Fair Credit Reporting Act.

	

-

	

---
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Peny D

Locator Products
I Fair Credit Reporting Act Notice:

Your acceptance and use of this report is certification that you are in full compliance with the Fair Credtt Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. Section 1681 et seq.) and all
applicable state and federal laws. Although every effort has been made to assure accuracy. AD? Screening and Selection Services cannot act as guarantor of the
accuracy or completeness of the infornation as ADP Screening and Selection Services is not the source of the information. The depth of information varies from
product source to product source. Final verification of an individuals identity and proper use of the report is the user's responsibtlity. We require the requestor of I
these reports to have signed a User Ageernent certifying that users are familiar with, will abide by, and vill use the report in compliance with all applicable laws,
including. but not limited to. the Fair Credit Reporting Act.

	

_________________________
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORIUNG AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Peny D

ID Link

C rimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009

Requester: NORTHERN VIRGiNIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Product Coverage: Crimlink is a multi-jurisdictional criminal history database which contains more than 300
million records. Jurisdictions searched include Traffic Courts, Superior and Circuit Courts,
Administrative Office of the Court (AOC), Department of Corrections (DOC) and Terrorist
Watch List (OFAC) records. Inclusion of these national, state and county level jurisdictions in
the database vary by state and county.

Based upon the name ard/or DOB supplied by you, we
database for all possible matches to your inquiry.
is provided as summary information only and should
ordering a complete criminal background check.

Applicant information provided:

have searched our CrimLink
The following information

be verified for accuracy by

Applicant Name:
DOB;
SSN:

REDO, PERRY
08/25/1964
XXXXX6519

Information returned from Crimlink database:

JURISDICTION: TN DOC

Personal Identifiers
Full Name:
DOB:
SEN;
Known Aliases:

Physical Description
Eyes;
Hair:
Weight (in pounds):
Height (in inches)
Gender:
Race;

Record details
Record Type:
County or Jurisdiction:
Court;
Custodial agency
Comment;
Other comments;
Case Number:
Statute Number;
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date;
File Date
Final Plea;
Disposition:
Disposition Date:

REDO, PERRY
08/25/1964
NOT PROVIDED

REDDMCCREARY, PERRY; NCCREARYREDD, PERRY;
MCCREARY, PERRY

BROWN
NOT PROVIDED
000
068
MALE
BLACK

OFFENSE
TDOC, TN
NOT PROVIDED
TDOC
DOC #: 00244485
Felony Statute: 39-14-103
NOT PROVIDED
39-14-103
THEFT OF PROPERTY - $500-$1,000
FELONY
NOT PROVIDED
10/31/1994
NOT PROVIDED
CONVICTION
NOT PROVIDED
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Screening and
Selection Services

WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Perry D

ID Link

Crimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009

Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Sentence Date:

	

10/28/2003
Probation Sentence:

	

NT PROvIDED
Sentence Length:

	

9 YEAR(S)
Confinement Type:

	

NOT PROVIDED

JURISDICTION: TM DOC

Personal Identifiers
Full Name:

	

REDD, PERRY
DOD:

	

08/25/1964
SSN:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Known Aliases:

Physical Description
Eyes:
Hair:
Weight (in pounds):
Height (in inches)
Gender:
Race:

Record details

REDDHCCREARY, PERRY; MCCREARYREDD, PERRY;
MCCREARY, PERRY -

BROWN
NOT PROVIDED
000
068
MALE
BLACK

Record Type:

	

OFFENSE
County or Jurisdiction: TDOC.TN
Court:
Custodial agency:
Comment:
Other comments:
Case Number:
Statute Number:
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date:
File Date:
Final Plea:
Dispositicn:
Dispositicn Date:
Sentence tate:
Probation Sentence:
Sentence Length:
Confinement Type:

JURISDICTION: TN DOC

NOT PROVIDED
TDOC
DOC #: 00244485
Felony Statute: 39-14-103
NOT PROVIDED
39-14-103
THEFT OF PROPERTY - $l,000-$lO,000
FELONY
NOT PROVIDED
10/31/1994
NOT PROVIDED
CONVICTION
NOT PROVIDED
10/28/2003
NOT PROVIDED
9 YEAR(S)
NOT PROVIDED

Personal Identifiers
Full Name:

	

REDD PERRY
DOE:

	

08/25/1964
SSN:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Known Aliases:

REDDMCCREARY, PERRY; MCCREARYREDD, PERRY;
MCCREARY, PERRY

Physical Description
Eyes:

	

BROWN
Hair:

	

NOT PROVIDED
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WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Periy D

ID Link

C rimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Weight (in pounds)
Height (in inches)
Gender:
Race

Record details
Record Tyre:

	

OFFENSE
County or Jurisdiction: TDOC,TN

000
068
MALE
BLACK

Court:
Custodial agency:
Comment:
Other comsents:
Case Number:
Statute Number:
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date:
File Date:
Final Plea:

Disposition:
Disposition Date:
Sentence Late:
Probation Sentence:
Sentence Length:
Confinement Type:

NOT PROVIDED
TDOC
DOC #: 00244485
Felony Statute: 39-13-401
NOT PROVIDED
39-13-401
ROBBERY
FELONY
NOT PROVIDED
10/31/1994
NOT PROVIDED
CONVICTION
NOT PROVIDED
10/28/2003
NOT PROVIDED
9 YEAR(S)
NOT PROVIDED

JURISDICTION: VA General District

Personal Identifiers
Full Name:

	

REDO, PERRY DAWHAYNE
DOB:

	

08/25/1964
SSN:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Known Aliases:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Physical Description

Eyes:

	

UNKNOWN
Hair:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Weight (in pounds) :

	

000
Height (in inches) :

	

000
Gender:

	

MALE
Race:

	

BLACK
Record details

Record Type:

	

OFFENSE
County or Jurisdiction: FAIRFAX COUNTY,VA
Court:
Custodial agency:
Comment:
Other comsents:
Case Number:
Statute Number:
Offense:
Offense Severity:
Offense Date:
File Date:
Final Plea:
Disposition:
Disposition Date:
Sentence Date:

NOT PROVIDED
NOT PROVIDED
Case#: 059GT03207819
Case Type: Misdemeanor
05 9GT032 07819
NOT PROVIDED
089/60 RECKLESS
MISDEMEANOR
NOT PROVIDED
12/30/2003
NOT PROVIDED
GUILTY IN ABSENTIA
02/0 5/2 0 04
NOT PROVIDED
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WORKING AMERICA

SSN: XXX-XX-6519

Redd, Perry D

ID Link

Crimlink
Order/Item: 18708988-3

Order Date: 08/05/2009
Requester: NORTHERN VIRGINIA OFFICE

Billing Code: nova

Probation Sentence:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Sentence Lsngth:

	

NOT PROVIDED
Confinernen: Type:

	

NOT PROVIDED

Jurisdictions Searched:
Crimlink is a multi-jurisdictional criminal history database which serves to
identify potential crininal history records based upon a name (first, middle
and last) and date of birth match. If a date of birth is not available in the
record contained in tha database, a record will be matched by name only. Sex
Offender Registries (SDR) records are only matched by name.

Jurisdictions that are searched in Crimlink consist of Traffic Courts, Superior
and Circuit Courts, A&uinistrative Office of the Court (AOC), Department of
Corrections (DOC>, Sex Offender Registry (SOR) and Office of Foreign Asset
Control (OFAC) records. Inclusion of these national, state and county level
jurisdictions vary by state and county. Please see the most current list of
included jurisdictions for complete details in the Resource Library, Geheral
ADP Information, Produ:t Information section.

It is the recomrnendatin of ADP Screening and Selection Services that all
records that are returned by searching the Crimlink database be verified for
completeness and accuracy with county court level searches, particularly before
taking any adverse action.

Fair Credit Reporting Act Notice:

Your acceplance and use of Ihis report is certification that you are in full compliance with the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. Section 1681 et seq.) and al1
applicable state and federal laws. Although every effort has been made to assure accuracy, ADP Screening and Selection Services cannot act as guarantor of the
accuracy or completeness of the infornation as ADP Screening and Selection Services is not the source of the information. The depth of information varies from
product source to product source. Final verification of an individual's identity and proper use of the report is the user's responsibility. We require the requestor of
these reports to have signed a User Agreement certifying Ihat users are familiar with, will abide by. and will use the report in compliance with all applicable laws.
including, but not limited to. the Fair Credit Reporting Act.


