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A Prehearing Conference was held on May 21, 1992, to consider a
change to the hearing date. For cause shown on-the-record, the request of
Lawrence N. Brandt for an earlier hearing date was granted. An extension of
time also was granted to Normandy Broadcasting corforation within which to
file its proffer of relevant exculpatory evidence. Brandt and the Bureau
were required to file responsive pleadings. And there was discussion and
resolution of the relevant renewal period.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that the hearing set for September 8,
1992, IS CANCELLED and IT IS RESET for August 24, 1992, at 10:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the date for submission by Normandy on
June 5, 1992, IS CANCELLED and Normandy SHALL SERVE AND FILE on June 12, 1992,
its proffer and contentions of relevant exculpatory evidence that it intends
to rely on at the hearing.

See Memorandum Opinion and Order, FCC 92M-560, released May 15, 1992.
As discussed in detail at the prehearing conference, Normandy should rely on
new evidence which it believes might exculpate or mitigate the violations
found in Barry Skidelsky. The proof relied on by Normandy for that limited
purpose must not include evidence of a past broadcast record. There may be
evidence of broadcast record received at the hearing on the issue of renewal
expectancy. But that evidence is not directly relevant to exculpation/mitiga
tion. And there must be no attempt made to introduce evidence that would
involve relitigating the findings and conclusions of the Initial Decision in
Bar ry Skidelsky.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that on June 23, 1992, Brandt SHALL FILE AND
SERVE his Response and the Mass Media Bureau SHALL FILE AND SERVE its
Comments with respect to Normandy's proffer.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all parties are on notice that the renewal
period set for this case is June 1, 1984, to April 30, 1991. 2

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

a~t~
Richard L. Sippel

Administrative Law JUdge

2 Normandy continues to appear.2..!:..£ se through its principal, Mr.
Christopher P. Lynch. He was not cogn~nt at the Prehering Conference of the
nature of the proffer of his broadcast record and he was expecting the Judge
to consider his proffer as evidence. Mr. Lynch should be aware that he will
need to prepare and premark specific exhibits on his broadcast record that
must be exchanged in advance of the August 4 Admission Session. Mr. Lynch
also should be aware that he must have an original and one copy in court for
the court reporter to mark for identification and receive in evidence. Mr.
Lynch was advised at the Prehearing Conference that only renewal evidence that
falls within the renewal period will be admitted in evidence. He was also
advised that renewal evidence would not be received which postdates the filing
of Brandt's challenging application. Mr. Lynch continues to assure the
Presiding JUdge that he is seeking to arrange for counsel's retainer and he
hopes to proceed at the admissions session and at hearing with counsel.


