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Before the
Federal CommWliCltions Commission

WASHINGrON, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

EleJlue Kawita Freemon and
Lucille Freemon
CompJmallltS,

v
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IoIV, I ,I.:. ! \•. <-

CC Docket No. 94-89
FileNo. E-90-393

AmericanTelephone and Telegraph Company
Defendant.

Under section 1.225 (a), (b). (c) of 47 CFR ch.1, I, James D. Waide, formally request

participation in the betri1Jg/tppeal i11 the above said Clption.

To the FederIJ. CommuniCltion Commission,

1. I bave reid the Initial Decision of Admini!U'aive Law Judge WaJter C. Miller (In)

'petUiniDg to this case supportiJJg pladiDgs. opinions. order(s). It Ippea'S to be written in a biased

IUTIlY of invalid allegations. The comments and personal opiaions of Judge Miller appear to have

nothing to do with the basis of this case. Many of the comments are unwamoted and II'e unproven

by Judge Miller. There are several things which have been written in Judge Miller's 1Ditial

Decision and what I have read from the roM traDSaipts that I would lite to bring out

2.. I have known Mr. Elebue K. Freemon for ova: six yem. His good clun::ter in this heIriDg

has been needlessly soiled by AU Walter C. Millers false and W1!UbstaDlilled allegations.

3. In the last two ytWS I have .sisted Mr. Freemon with his pleedings. He has

relied on my abilities to mate sure his FCC correspondence would be well written. The numerous

misspelled words and the grammatiall errors have been a pitt aU of Mr. Freemons FCC pleIdiDg

drafts that I personally have tried to .sisted in correc:ting. When reading JUdge Millers InitiI1

Decision [ID] I also noticed examples of Judge Miller's misspelled words. At ID . .,... 27
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"positiony" and 10, par. 34 "Zelnikov". My undemanding is that our tax moneys also supply

Judge Miller with a full time secretlly.

4. The comments and allegllions that Judge Miller made at ID, Footnote 5 II'e unwllTlDted.

5. The numerous comments and allegations lb. Judge Miller made about Mr. Freemon trying

not to find a lawyer are also unwllTlDted.

6. One pll'tiwlar Attorney tbat was approadJed was Sol Lnitt as lite as late August of 1994.

Unfortunarely though he bid promised he would assist in tl1is case the judges bias comments It one

of the judge Millers Memorandum Opinion and Orders released September 28, 1994 staling II No

self - respectiog attorney could clean up the procedural mess the Freemoas have made." was a

decermiDing faaor in changing Mr. Freemoas mind in bringing in a close friend.

1. 10, 12 through 16, Mrs. Lucille Freemon, an 8Q}uaintance, has been a party to this case

since I have known her for about three years. Judge Miller, again, has no basis for his comments

and they should be dismissed. Mr. Freemon has tried to assist his mother by keeping her up-to-date

regll'ding the case, which was difficult because of her Alzheimer's disease and where we both

reside, in Big Belt Lake, California. Over the years Mr. Freemon has talked to his mother on the

telephone about the case while I was present, when driving down the mountain was not convenient.

8. To have Judge Miller. who hIS never met Mrs. Lucille Freemon, as I have, to assume lb.

Mr. Freemon was lying is itresponsible and shows a lICk of good judgment. Not only tha, to have

the doctor's letter dismissed without bei.og substamiated, although I understand this to be a

Administrative Law hearing. the reasoning is unjustly unheltd of in a court of law. I believe Judge

Miller's credentials, as a medical doctor. as Ms. Evelyn Freemon states in her appen.nce notice on

March 13, 1995. should be presented and his diagnosis of an unseeJl patient s1Iould be made clelt

to the commission. See TR pege 320, line 12 through pege 321, line 23; pages 331. line 18

tbrougb pages 333.1ine 25.

9. I, further understand that Mr. EleJroe Freemon [pro sel, though he meant well,

unknowingly made a mistake in signing his mothers notice of appearance in assisting her in this

case. We thought since the Freemon family and her medic:al doctor would aetul11y make the fmal

decision if Mrs. Freemon could continue to participate this would give the time needed for Mrs.

FreemOJl and her family to think about the case. This deci.siOJl would be based on her noticeable

worsened ment81 and physical condition.



10. ID, 18 states "Elebue Freemon obviously believed mat.his cJJlIlces of receiving a favorable

cash dam.,e awn from the FCC would be eJlbanced if a "Black" femlle were O1le of the

complaUw1ts." I also must agree with Ms. Evelyn Freem01l that this statement is insulting sad

untrue, not only that, it shows the personality sad disposition of Judge Miller's appean to have a

rad.l11y prejudiced opinion. The fact is. sad it can be proven thlt Mrs. Freem01l is not "Black" but

Hawaiian.

en 0 "w

11. IJl OOJ1c1usi01l. the co.mmeJ1l5 made in the Initial Decisi01l of Administrative Law Judge

Walter C. Mi1k!r (10) tppeIl'S to have no foundltion as to the aedibility of

Elehue K. Freem01l or Lucille K Freemon. This cue has been p:-ejudiced by AU Miller and .his

decision by this commission should to reviewed in. favor for the complainants.
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v' JAMES D. WAIDE

Mll'Cb 19. 1995



STATE OF CAUFORNIA)

: 55.:

GOUNrY OF SAN BfRNARDINO)

I, James D. Waide, being duly sworn deposes and says:

I hereby SWelt.die forgoiDg -Req..fer PciciIM'io' II preseated herewidl under die

provisions of the Federal AdllliJdnlive Procedure Act CFR 1.225 (a), (b), (c) of GFR ch.1 and

under die of Administtative Law JUdge Miller to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge

and belief.

~,v
me this~day of March t99S

~d;I:i:dL)
Mr. James D. Wude

#t~
March ", 1995

Dale
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Certificate of Service

I, Dr. Gisela Spi~ler, hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing ,:,Request for
Participation, March 20, 1995" was served on the March 22, 1995 by U.S. mail, postage
prepaid upon the parties listed below:

Thomas D. Wyatt
Chief, Formal Complaints and Investigations Branch
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1250 23rd Street, N.W. - Plaza Level
Washington, D.C. 20554

Keith Nichols, Esq.
Enforcement Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

Honorable Walter C. Miller
Administrative Law Judge
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

Secretary of FCC *
FCC
2025M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Peter H. Jacoby
295 N. Maple Ave., Room 3245 F3
Baskin Ridge, N.J. 07920

Lucille K. Freemon
730 W. Columbia
Long Beach, c.A. 90806

Behue K. Freemon
General Delivery
Big Bear, Lake, CA 92315
(by hand)

Dr. Gisela Spieler


