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ENFORCEMENT BUREAU'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
CONCERNING FAMILY BROADCASTING, INC.'S

TRANSFER OF CONTROL APPLICATIONS

I. By Memorandum Opinion and Order and Hearing Designation Order, FCC 02-91,

released March 28, 2002 ("HDO"), the Commission consolidated for hearing with the captioned

revocation proceeding applications to transfer of control ofFamily Broadcasting, Inc. ("Family")

(File Nos. BTC-200103 15AAJ and BTCH-20010315AAK). In so doing, the Commission noted

that the then Mass Media Bureau (now Media Bureau) had not yet processed the applications. The

Commission therefore suggested that Media Bureau "avail itself of the opportunity to have the

Enforcement Bureau formally request that the ALl add any further issues deemed appropriate by its

processing staff." HDO at ~ 34.

2. Media Bureau processing personnel have informed Enforcement Bureau connsel

that, after reviewing Family's applications, they would have requested two amendments.

The first request would be to have Family amend its applications by reducing to writing the

oral agreement which proposes to give the shares owned by Gerard A. Luz James and Asta

James, his wife, which represent 83 percent of Family's voting shares, to their four adult

children. The second request would be to have Family amend its applications by
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identifying the holders of the remaining 17 percent of Family's voting shares. Currently,

the applications do not reveal the identities of those persons or entities.

3. Accordingly, the Bureau does not propose the addition of any new issues at this time.

However, the Bureau does request that Family be ordered to submit within 30 days of the issuance

of an appropriate order the amendments specified above.
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Charles W. Kelley _
Chief, Investigations and Hearings Division
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Karen Richardson, secretary of the Enforcement Bureau's Investigations and

Hearings Division, certifies that she has on this 12th day of April, 2002, sent by

facsimile, first class mail, or by hand copies of the foregoing "Enforcement Bureau's

Request for Additional Information Concerning Family Broadcasting, Inc.'s Transfer of

Control Applications" to:

Lauren A. Colby, Esquire (by facsimile)
10 E. Fourth Street
P.O. Box 113
Frederick, MD 21705-0113

Daniel A. Huber, Esquire (by first class mail)'
560 N Street, S.W., Suite 501
Washington, D.C. 20024

Administrative Law Judge Richard L. Sippel (by hand)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'" Street, S.W., Room I-C864
Washington, D.C. 20054

I The Bureau acknowledges that by Order, FCC 02M-23, released April 1,2002, the Presiding
Judge directed that courtesy copies of pleadings that do not exceed 15 pages are to be faxed. It is
the Bureau's understanding that Mr. Huber does not have a fax machine. IfMr. Huber does have
a fax machine, the Bureau will also send copies of any pleadings to Mr. Huber by facsimile.
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