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OPpoSITION TO PETITION FOR I~AVE TO AMEND

Aurio A. Matos ("Matos"), by his counsel, submits his

opposition to the Petition for Leave to Amend filed by competing

applicant Lloyd Santiago-Santos and Lourdes Rodrigues Bonet

("Santiago and Bonet") on May 26, 1993. Y

Santiago and Bonet seek permission to amend their applications

to report the media interests of their families. santiago and

Bonet claim that the petition is filed pursuant to section

73.3522(b) (1) of the Commission's Rules. That subsection deals

with the fling of post-designation amendments and states that such

post-designation amendments must be accompanied by a showing of

"good cause."

The family media interests Santiago and Bonet report in the

amendment should have been reported when the original application

was filed on November 15, 1991. Their "good cause" argument is

that they misunderstood the relevant question in the FCC Form 301

Y This opposition is timely filed in accordance with
and 1.45 of the Commission's Rules.
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application because it was ambiguous. They cite the fact that

Matos did not report his familyls media interests until December

1992. The fact that Matos put santiago and Bonet on notice of the

need to disclose family media interests six months ago vitiates any

colorable "good cause" argument. "Due diligence" must be measured

"from the Itime the applicant is, or should have been apprised of

the problem requiring amendment. I I' Texas COllDlunications Limited

partnership, 5 FCC Red 5876 (f 3) (Rev. Bd. 1990) (SUbsequent

history omitted), citing, Brownfield Broadcasting Corp., 88 FCC 2d

1054, 1058 (1982).

Santiago and Bonet have been on notice since December 1992 of

the need to report their famil ies media interests, thus any

"confusion" over the question should have been answered six months

ago, when Matos amended his application. Six months ago, Matos

filed a petition for leave to amend to report his family'S media

interests and claimed that he had misread the question in the

application concerning family media interests. Matos served the

petition and the amendment on Santiago and Bonet when it was filed

in December 1992.

Santiago and Bonet continued to withhold the information about

family media interests until Matos filed a Petition to Enlarge

Issues on May 14, 1993, identifying the family owned media

interests that Santiago and Bonet report in their proposed

amendment. The gravamen of the Petition to Enlarge Issues was

Santiago and Bonetls failure to disclose.

Santiago and Bonet's amendment fails the "good cause" test set
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, scott Cinnamon, do certify that on this 7th day of June,
1993, a copy of the foregoing was sent via first class mail,
postage pre-paid or delivered, as indicated, to the parties set
forth below:

Honorable Joseph P. Gonzalez
Administrative Law Judge
Federal Communications commission
2000 L street, N.W.
Room 221
Washington, D.C. 20554 *

Gary Schonman, Esq.
Hearing Branch
Federal Communications Commission
STOP CODE 1800C4
2025 M street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554 **

AUdrey P. Rasmussen, Esq.
O'Connor & Hannan
1919 pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20006

* - Hand delivered
** - via FCC Mailroom

-----


