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GLENDALE'S OPPOSITION TO REQUEST OF WOULD-BE
INTERVENOR TO FILE REPLY PLEADING

The WOUld-be intervenor's request to file a reply pleading

regarding its petition for leave to intervene, etc. etc., dated

January 13, 1997, should be denied:

1. The petition for leave to intervene, etc. etc. is an

interlocutory motion in a broadcast hearing proceeding governed

by 47 C.F.R. §1.294, which does not permit a reply pleading

relative to the type of interlocutory pleading that the would-be

intervenor has undertaken to file. 1

2. The would-be intervenor's request and tendered reply

pleading were filed on January 13, 1997, which is 27 days after

the filing of the opposing pleadings on December 17, 1997 to

which the reply ostensibly is directed. This is untimely under

any standard even if the reply were allowed, which it isn't. For

1 Under the same rule, no reply pleading may be filed with
regard to the instant "request."
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those categories of reply pleadings that are allowed relative to

interlocutory filings under 47 C.F.R. §1.294, the time period

would have expired on December 30, 1996. For another example

(while not applicable here), under the omnibus provision for

pleadings not in hearing status, 47 C.F.R. §1.45, the time period

for reply also would have expired on December 30, 1996.

3. The would-be intervenor himself is an attorney and he is

represented in this matter by a major Washington law firm. Both

are experienced in matters before the Commission. The request is

subscribed in the names of three attorneys, two of whom are

veteran partners in that law firm. The would-be intervenor and

counsel had every opportunity to consider the factors that they

wanted to present to the Commission in the opening petition for

leave to intervene, etc. etc. The Commission should presume that

they did so. The oppositions to that petition contain no

argument that could not have reasonably been foreseen in

preparing the petition. The "request" says only generally that

the oppositions raised "new matters" without identifying any of

the alleged "new matters" that might reasonably have caught the

would-be intervenor and his counsel by surprise. There is no

showing of good cause for waiver of the rule ending the pleading

process sans replies.

4. The instant tendered reply is one of a number of outlaw

pleadings that have been filed by the Trinity monolith (including

NMTV and their communications counsel). The Trinity monolith has

every incentive to delay the final outcome of this proceeding and
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place every conceivable litigation burden and roadblock on

opposing parties. The multiplicity of outlaw pleadings and

interrelated successive rounds of pleadings now being filed by

three fine law firms is a flood of legal papers that assuredly

will continue until the end of the process. Where legitimate

pleadings are filed in accord with the rules as a matter of

right, of course they should be accepted and considered. Those

are opportunity enough for the Trinity monolith to argue its

cause in all legitimate respects. The accumulated stack of

outlaw pleadings currently on hand, and all future outlaw

pleadings, should be disregarded and dismissed out-of-hand.

Respectfully submitted,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that copies of the foregoing GLENDALE'S OPPOSITION
TO REQEUST OF WOULD-BE INTERVENOR TO FILE REPLY PLEADING are
being served this 22nd day of January 1997 on the following:

By first class United States mail, postaqe prepaid:

Nathaniel E. Emmons, Esq.
Howard A. Topel, Esq.
Mullin, Rhyne, Emmons & Topel, P.C.
Suite 300, 1225 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Counsel for Trinity Broadcasting of Florida, Inc.
and Trinity Broadcasting Network

Kathryn R. Smeltzer, Esq.
Fisher, Wayland, Cooper,

Leader & Zaragoza, L.L.P.
Suite 400, 2001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Counsel for National Minority TV, Inc.

David E. Honig, Esq.
Law Offices of David E. Honig
3636 16th Street, N.W., B-863
Washington, D.C. 20010

Counsel for Spanish American League
Against Discrimination

Barbara McDowell, Esq.
Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue
Metropolitan Square
1450 G Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Counsel for Colby May

By hand delivery:

James Shook, Esq.
Hearing Branch, Mass Media Bureau
Suite 7212, 2025 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

The Hon. Joseph Chachkin
Administrative Law Judge
Suite 226, 2000 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
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