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Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW Suite 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: MM Docket No. 93-95/Windsor, CA

Dear Ms. Searcy:

{

]
Enclosed for filing in!the above-referenced proceeding are an
original and seven copies of (1) Judy Yep Hughes' (BPH-911115MT)
Petition For Leave to File Informational Statement (2) Cross
Motion For Summary Decision and (3) Opposition/Comments on Eric
Hilding's Motion For Summary Decision, As Supplemented.

Please return the extra copy of each pleading to the undersigned
in the enclosed self-addressed stamped envelope.

Should you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact the undersigned.

Ve t Y4your

e¥ Al Casciato

ttorney for Judy Yep Hughes

enclosures

cc: Hon. Richard Sippel,
Administrative Law Judge w/encls.
Eric Hilding w/encls.
Public File w/encls.
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JUDY YEP HUGHES File No. BPH-911115MT

For a Construction Permit
For a New FM Station on

Channel 281A in
Windsor, California

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

To: Richard L. Sippel
Administrative Law Judge

OPPOSITION & COMMENTS ON ERIC HILDING'S
MOTION FOR SUMMARY DECISION, AS SUPPLEMENTED

Judy Yep Hughes, by her attorney and pursuant to the
presiding ALJ's Order, FCC 93M-428, released June 30, 1993,
hereby files her Comments on Hilding's Motion For Summary
Decision dated June 12, 1993 and supplemented June 19, 1993.
Hilding's supplemented motion rightfully concedes that Hughes is
entitled to prevail in this proceeding as a matter of law.
Likewise, Mr. Hilding has stipulated to this result as a matter
of law, with the proviso that he may document his challenge to
the prevailing comparative criteria and how they allegedly
disfavor his application. See June 23, 1993 Joint Motion For
Stay of Discovery & Stipulated Procedures Concerning Respective
Summary Decision Motions Regarding The Standard Comparative
Issues.

Regardless, Mr. Hilding, in his Summary Decision motion,
has not properly submitted any facts upon which the presiding
judge may rule. As a result, the presiding judge should deny the

Hilding motion and grant the concurrently filed H%gres' Motion (;
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For Summary Decision, which clearly sets forth that there are no
material facts at issue and that Ms. Hughes should prevail in

this proceeding as a matter of law.

Resp fully submiftted,

rég?;;asciato

Professional Corporation
1500 Sansome Street Suite 201
San Francisco, CA 94111

(415) 291-8661

July 8, 1993 Attorney for
Judy Yep Hughes






