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Our review of the record, including KM Television’s Financial Statement, indicates that
in calendar year 2009, KM Television had no employees, and suffered a $251,984.48
financial loss that was only partially offset by a deduction for depreciation and funds
payable to principals (assuming that all the otherwise unidentified payroll expenses were
funds payable to principals), which are amounts that the Commission considers as funds
available to pay the regulatory fee. Given that KM Television suffered a financial loss in
calendar year 2009, we grant your request for a waiver of the $30,075.00 regulatory fee
for FY 2010.°

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact the Revenue and
Receivables Operations Group at (202) 418-1995.

Sincerely,

Mark Stephens
Chief Financial Officer

5 By this letter, we also grant your request for a deferral of payment while the waiver request was pending.
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financial hardship."® In reviewing a showing of financial hardship, the Commission
relies upon a licensee's cash flow, as opposed to the entity's profits, and considers
whether the station lacks sufficient funds to pay the regulatory fee and maintain service to
the public.* Thus, even if a station loses money, any funds paid to principals and
deductions for depreciation or amortization are considered funds available to pay the
fees.

Our review of the record, including the licensee’s Financial Statement, indicates that the
licensee suffered an operating loss from January 2010 through July 2010 that was fully
offset by depreciation and amortization deductions. Thus, Louisville TV had money from
depreciation and amortization deductions from which it could pay the regulatory fees.
We therefore we deny your waiver request on the grounds of financial hardship.

You have also requested confidential treatment of the financial data that you submitted
with your request for fee relief. Pursuant to section 0.459(d)(1) of the Commission’s
rules, 47 C.F.R. §0.459(d)(1), we do not routinely rule on requests for confidential
treatment until we receive a request for access to the records. The records are treated
confidentially in the meantime. If a request for access to the information submitted in
conjunction with your regulatory fees is received, you will be notified and afforded the
opportunity to respond at that time.’

Payment of Louisville TV’s FY 2010 regulatory fees is now due. The $19,315.00
regulatory fees should be submitted, together with a Form 159 (copy enclosed), within 30
days of the day of this letter. If you have any questions concerning this letter, please
contact the Revenue and Receivables Operations Group at (202) 418-1995.

Sincerely,

Mark Stephens
Chief Financial Officer

Enclosure

* See Implementation of Section 9 of the Communications Act, 9 FCC Red 5333, 5346
(1994), recon. granted, 10 FCC Red 12759 (1995) (Memorandum Opinion and Order).

* See Memorandum Opinion and Order at 12761-62.

3 By this letter, we also grant your request for a deferral of payment while the waiver
request was pending.
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OFFICE OF
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Lawrence M. Miller, Esq.
Malcolm G. Stevenson, Esq.
Schwartz, Woods, and Miller
1233 20™ Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036-7322

Re: Gary L. Rainsdon, Trustee

Stations KIPA-AM, KHBC-FM,
KHWI-FM, and WMF420

FY 2010 Regulatory Fee Waiver Request
Filed 8/31/2011

Fee Control No. RROG 10-00013781
Regulatory Fee Amount: $3,860.00

Dear Counsel:

This letter responds to the above-referenced request for waiver of regulatory fee filed on
the grounds of financial hardship (“Regulatory Fee”). Our records reflect that the
Regulatory Fee at issue has not been paid. For the reasons stated herein, your waiver
request is granted.

In establishing a regulatory fee program, the Commission recognized that in certain
instances, payment of a regulatory fee may impose an undue financial hardship upon a
licensee. Such fees may be waived, reduced or deferred, but only upon a showing of
good cause and a finding that the public interest will be served thereby.' The
Commission has narrowly interpreted its waiver authority to require a showing of
compelling and extraordinary circumstances that outweigh the public interest in
recouping the Commission’s regulatory costs.” Fee relief may be granted based on
asserted financial hardship, but only upon a documented showing that payment of the fee
will adversely impact the licensee’s ability to serve the public.’ “Mere allegations or
documentation of financial loss, standing alone,” do not suffice and “it [is] incumbent
upon each regulatee to fully document its financial position and show that it lacks
sufficient funds to pay the regulatory fee and to maintain its service to the public.””

147 U.8.C. §159(d); 47 C.F.R. § 1.1166. See also Implementation of Section 9 of the Communications
Act, Assessment and Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 1994, Report and Order, 9 FCC Red
5333, 5344 (1994), recon. denied, 10 FCC Red 12759 (1995).

9 FCC Red at,5344 4 29.

310 FCC Red at 12761-62 4 13.

‘1d.
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Office of the Managing Director AUG 7_6 2011
Federal Communications Commission — o
445 12" Street, S.W., Room 1-A625 o recaions Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

Attn: Petition to Defer Regulatory Fee Payment
Regulatory Fee Waiver Request

Re: Petition for Deferral and Waiver of 2011 Regulatory Fees
Station KIPA(AM), FIN 33324, Hilo, Hawaii
Station KHBC(FM), FIN 70379, Hilo, Hawaii
Station KHWI(FM), FIN 164211, Holualoa, Hawaii
Station WMF420 (KHBC auxiliary broadcast station)

To the Managing Director:

Gary L. Rainsdon, Trustee-in-Bankruptcy (the “Trustee”) for Parrott
Broadcasting Limited Partnership (“Parrott”), through his attorneys, hereby
petitions for deferral and requests permanent waiver of the Fiscal Year 2011
Annual Regulatory Fees (“FY 2011 Fees”) in connection with the above-
referenced stations based on financial hardship, pursuant to Section 1.1166 of
the Commission’s Rules. The total amount of FY 2011 Fees is $4,010.00. The
fees are due by September 14, 2011.

The Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case. On April 19, 2011, the Trustee filed an
application with the Commission for consent to involuntary assignment of the
Parrott licenses pursuant to approval by the Bankruptcy Court for the District of
Idaho of conversion of the case from a Chapter 11 to a Chapter 7 proceeding
(Case No. 10-40017-JDP). The application was granted on June 15, 2011, and a
Notice of Consummation was filed that day.

The Stations' Operational Status. The stations have been silent since
October 5, 2010. The Trustee is working to return the stations to the air and to




sell them to a private party. In any event, however, the stations will still be in
bankruptcy at the time the FY 2011 Fees are due.

Fee Waiver and Deferral Rules and Standards. Congress has authorized
the Commission to “waive, reduce, or defer payment of a fee in any specific
instance for good cause shown, where such action would promote the public
interest.” Accordingly, Section 1.1166(a) of the Rules permits waiver of regu-
latory fees “where good cause is shown and where waiver, reduction, or deferral
of the fee would promote the public interest.” In its regulatory fee rulemaking
proceedings the Commission has repeatedly stated that evidence of bankruptcy
is itself a sufficient demonstration of financial hardship justifying waiver of regu-
latory fees under the case-by-case review described in Section 1.1166.2 The
Commission has stated: “[e]vidence of bankruptcy or receivership is sufficient to
establish financial hardship” and that it “will waive the regulatory fees for licen-
sees whose stations are bankrupt, undergoing Chapter 11 reorganizations, or in
receivership.” As the Commission has further observed, these “bright line tests .
.. can be administered predictably.”® In short, the Commission has determined
that Chapter 7 bankruptcy is a compelling financial hardship and that evidence of
bankruptcy or recelvershlp at the time the fees are due justifies waiver of

regulatory fees.®

Under these circumstances, grant of the requested relief from the obliga-
tion to pay FY 2011 regulatory fees would be consistent with FCC rules and
policies and well serve the public interest.

Please address any questions concerning this matter to this office.
Very truly yours,
SCHWARTZ, WOQDS & MILLER

BY: ‘o rpo—e TN, (T"AS&.J_/-

Lawrence M. Miller

LMM/nmc

t 147 U.S.C. §159(d) (2005).

? See, e.g., "Assessment and Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2009, Report and
Order, FCC 09-62, para. 30 (released July 31, 2009)
¥la.

* 2009 Report and Order, para. 30
7 See, also, Implementation of Section 9 of the Communications Act, Assessment and Collection

of Regulatory Fees for the 1994 Fiscal Year, Report and Order, 10 FCC Red 12758, para. 14
(1995). See also, e.g., Letter to Elisabeth M. Washburn, Esg., regarding Tribune Company,

Novernber 5, 2009, p. 2.
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D. C. 20554

NOV 3 0 2011

OFFICE OF
MANAGING DIRECTOR /

Bruce C. Maduri, President
Genesis Communications I, Inc.
4300 W.Cypress Street

Tampa, FL 33607

Re: Genesis Communications I, Inc. and Genesis
Communications of Tampa Bay, Inc.

Stations w/Facility ID #: WHOO (54573), WAMT
(15877), WIXC (54505), WMGG (67135), WHBO
(41383), WWBA (51971), WHQ239 (54573)

FY 2010 Regulatory Fee Waiver Request

Filed: August 18, 2010

Fee Control No.: RROG-10-00012981

Regulatory Fee Amount: $ 21,210.00

Dear Mr. Maduri:

This letter responds to your request dated August 4, 2010 (Request),' on behalf of
Genesis Communications I, Inc. and Genesis Communications of Tampa Bay, Inc. (collectively,
Genesis) for a waiver of the Fiscal Year (FY) 2010 regulatory fees for the seven above-listed
Stations” on the basis of financial hardship. The Commission’s records indicate that Genesis s
regulatory fees have not been paid and that Genesis did not petition for deferral of payment.
Accordingly, as provided for in the Commission’s rule * and for the reasons discussed below, we
dismiss and, because you furnished some financial information, in the alternative, deny your
Request, and require that Genesis pay the regulatory fees.

Genesis asserts it is a small family owned broadcast company serving central Florida.
Further, Genesis asserts that a waiver is in the public interest “due to the fact that [ Genesis]
employ(s] local talk show hosts and local news anchors[, and p]aying the regulatory fees at this
time may require the dismissal of additional employees.” Genesis has “cut staff from . . .70 in

! Letter from Bruce C. Maduri, president, Genesis Communications, Inc., 4300 W. Cypress St., Tampa, FL 33607 to
FCC Audio Bureau, FCC (Aug 5, 2010)(Reques?).

? The Request, which listed six stations, did not specifically identify WHQ239.

*47 C.F.R. § 1.1166(c) Petitions for waiver of a regulatory fee must be accompanied by the required fee and FCC
Form 159. Submitted fees will be returned if a waiver is granted. Waiver requests that do not include the required
fees or forms will be dismissed unless accompanied by a petition to defer payment due to financial hardship,
supported by documentation of the financial hardship.

* Request.









-

Bruce C. Maduri, President

Payment of $21,210.00 for the FY 2010 regulatory fees is now due. The regulatory fees
for each station must be filed together with a Form FCC 159 (copy enclosed) within 30 days
from the date of this letter. If the licensees fail to pay the full amount due by that date, the
statutory penalty of 25% of the unpaid fee,'® and interest and applicable additional penalties
required by 31 U.S.C. § 3717 will accrue from the date of this letter, and under the law,'” the

Commission will initiate collection proceedings. If you have any questions concerning this
matter, please contact the Revenue & Receivables Operations Group at (202) 418-1995.

Sincerely,

7 /
Mark Stephens
Chief Financial Officer

Enclosure



FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D. C. 20554
AUG 18 2011

QFFICE OF
MANAGING DIRECTOR

Mr. Gary L. Graham

Gary Graham Broadcast Engineering
Post Office Box 2527

Weatherford, TX 76086

Re: Great Northern Broadcasting System, Inc. and
Roy E. Henderson

FYs 2008-2010 Regulatory Fee Waiver Request
Filed August 31, 2010

Fee Control No. RROG-10-00013069

FY 2010 Regulatory Fees Amount: $ 6,812.50

Dear Mr. Graham:

This letter responds to your request that we received August 31, 2010 (;’ieqruesr),l on
behalf of Great Northern Broadcasting System, Inc. (Great Northern) for a waiver of the Fiscal
Year (FY) 2008, 2009, and 2010 regulatory fees due for station WLDR-FM. In addition to Great
Northern, you refer to Mr. Roy E. Henderson (Mr. Henderson) as the President of Great
Northern, and the licensee of stations WBNZ-FM, WOUF-FM and WARD-FM, but without any
explanation. As a result, your Request is ambiguous as to the included stations. Specifically,
you prominently identify Great Northern’s station WLDR-FM, as being the subject of the
Request by placing it immediately under the subheading, “Request for Waiver of Regulatory
Fees.” In contrast, you only briefly mention the other stations in the context of the “financial
hardship issues facing Great Northern . . . WBNZ, WOUF, and WARD.” A petitioner has the
burden of clarifying its position and stating with clarity its arguments.” Thus, we would dismiss
so much of the request as 1t pertains to WBNZ-FM, WOUF-FM and WARD-FM, but in this
instance, because our disposition of your Request is applicable to both Great Northern and the
three stations licensed to Mr. Henderson, we will include all of the stations in our discussion and
disposition. Your Request is dismissed and, in the alternative, denied.

In your Request, you state that Mr. Henderson has experienced financial hardship, which
is supported by several exhibits: Fort Bend Media Broadcasting Profit & Loss (January through
December 2008) (P&L 2008); Great Northern’s Profit & Loss (January through December 2009)
(P&L 2009); Great Northern’s Profit & Loss (January through July 2010) (P&L 2010)
(collectively, Profit and Loss statements); Great Northern’s Account Quick Report as of
December 2009 (Deposit Summary 2009); and Great Northern’s Account Qulck Report as of
July 2010 (Deposit Summary 2010) (collectively, Deposit Summaries).

! Letter from Gary Graham Broadcast Engineering, P.O. Box 2527, Weatherford, TX 76086 to FCC, Office of
Managing Director, 445 12 St. S. W, Rm 1-A625, Washington, DC (Attn: Regulatory Fee Waiver/Reduction
Request) (undated) (received Aug. 1! 2010) (Request).

? A petitioner has the burden of clarifying its position before the Commission. Bartholdi Cable Co. v. FCC, 114
F.3d 274, 279-80 (D.C. Cir. 1997).






" Mr. Gary L. Graham

available), a cash flow projection for the next twelve months (with an explanation of how
calculated), a list of their officers and their individual compensation, together with a list of their
highest paid employees, other than officers, and the amount of their compensation, or similar
information. It is on this information that the Commission considers on a case-by-case basis
whether the station lacks sufficient funds to pay the regulatory fee and maintain service to the
public.'" Thus, for example, even if a station loses money, any funds paid to principals and
deductions for depreciation or amortization are considered funds available to pay the fees.

As we discuss below, the Profit and Loss statements do not fully document the stations’
financial positions and they do not demonstrate that the stations lack sufficient funds to pay their
regulatory fee and to maintain its service to the public. Simply, the information does not show
compelling and extraordinary circumstances that outweigh the public interest in recouping the
Commission’s regulatory costs.

First, the Profit and Loss statements and Deposit Summaries do not present the range of
information usually included within other documents, e.g., a balance sheet, cash flow projection,
and reports of compensation. Indeed, the Deposit Summaries are not helpful without explanation
and supplemental information to establish a connection to the licensees’ ability to pay the
regulatory fees and maintain service to the public. Moreover, as we discuss below, the Profit
and Loss statements are both unclear and insufficient to provide necessary relevant facts and
information showing how payment of the FY 2008, 2009 and 2010 regulatory fees for each of
the stations did or will impact adversely the licensee’s ability to serve the public.

Second, the financial information does not present a compelling case that the licensees’
service to the public will suffer upon payment of the required regulatory fees. You asserted in
general that “Great Northern [spent in excess of one half million dollars to] purchase[] new
Broadcast electronics Equipment and IBOC licensing in early 2008,” and an “additional $200,00
[sic] was spent in promotional radios for the public, new studio’s [sic] and other promotional
materials.”'> The financial information, however, does not support those assertions. Rather the
information raises several unanswered questions related to the accuracy of the total income and
expenses for such matters as professional fees, property taxes, utilities, and payroll. Specifically,
total income of $1,793,708.67 in 2008 far exceeds reported income in 2009 and 2010, but with
no explanation for the great reduction other than a brief assertion that the “stations income went
from weak to poor.”"” You state that in early 2008, Great Northern expended more than
$500,000 for new equipment and $20,000 for promotional items. But there is no support for
those assertions in the P&L 2008; rather it shows Fort Bend Media Broadcasting expended only
$4,433.74 for “Total Equipment” and only $182.75 for “Promotions.” The Profit and Loss
statements present unexplained fluctuations in several reported expenses. For example,
professional fees were reported as $810,766.98 in 2008, but then reduced to $100,066.37 in 2009
and $30,113.57 in 2010. The reported expense for taxes on property that appears otherwise to
have remained unchanged nonetheless fluctuated from $2,762.04 in 2008 to $118,666.37 in 2009
and $55,583.42 1n 2010. Expenses for utilities fluctuated from $12,556.25 in 2008 to $98,387.14
in 2009 and $56,523.63 in 2010. Moreover, you offered no explanation why payroll expenses

1.
"2 Request at 1.
B















FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION AC{&M &
Washington, D. C. 20554

MOV 3 0 2011

OFFICE OF %
MANAGING DIRECTOR

Barry Friedman, Esquire
Michelle Cohen, Esquire
Thompson Hine LLP

1920 N. Street, N.W., Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: Metropolitan Area Networks, Inc.
Petition for Waiver of Applicant Fees
Fee Control No.: RROG-09-00011849

Dear Counsel:

This letter responds to your request dated July 17, 2009 (Request),! on behalf of
Metropolitan Area Networks, Inc. (MAN) for a waiver of the application fees associated with
401 concurrently-filed requests for waiver of section 101.63 of the Commission’s rules and
extension of construction deadlines for fixed microwave services licenses (Extensions).z For the
reasons discussed below, we dismiss your Request as moot.

You assert that the required fees for the 401 Extensions will total $77,350.00, the
payment of which will be burdensome because it will require MAN to divert its working capital.’
Furthermore, you assert that the public interest would be served by accepting a single fee of
$175.00 because, in part, the Commission’s resources used to analyze and process one Extension
will not be increased by applying the resulting decision to other identical Extensions. Moreover,
paying the required application fees “would contravene the public interest . . . when those funds
can be used toward service deployment.” Finally, Commission precedent treating individual
applications as a blanket application supports granting a fee waiver, particularly when the
applicant is a privately held start-up venture filing identical applications.” You assert that “MAN
has submitted the entire $77,350.00 amount but requests the Commission waive these fees paid
and return them to MAN.”® Contrary to that assertion, we have no record of any payment.

! In the Matter of Metropolitan Area Networks, Inc., Petition for Waiver of Application Fees Pursuant to Section
1.1119 of the Commission’s Rules, Petition for Waiver of Application Fees (Jul. 17, 2009)(Request).

? In the Matter of Metropolitan Area Networks, Inc., Request for Waiver and Extension of Construction Deadlines
for Part 101 Fixed Microwave Services Licenses (Jul. 17, 2009) (Extension). A Request and an Extension were
appended to the specific FCC Form 601, FCC Application for Radio Service Authorization: Wireless
Telec)onununjcations Bureau Public Safety and Homeland Security Bureau (Request for Extension of Time) (Jul 17,
2009).

* Request at 3.

‘Id.at7.

> Id.

S1d. at9.



Because no payment was received, under 47 C.F.R. § 1.1118(a) (2009 ed.)’, all of MAN’s
Extensions were dismissed,® which renders the Request moot.

The Commission construes its waiver authority under Section 8 of the Communications
Act’ narrowly and it will grant fee waivers or deferrals on a case-by-case basis upon a showing
of “extraordinary and compel]j.n% circumstances.”'® In this instance we need not consider
whether MAN met the standard,'! because it neither paid the fees' nor requested deferral of
payment of such fees supported by evidence that such payment represents a substantial financial
burden under the present circumstances. However, we note that even if MAN had requested
deferral of payment of the fees suﬁponed by the required evidence," its broad assertion of the
perceived resulting consequences fails to demonstrate that payment will impair its ability to
serve the public interest.'> Thus, under 47 C.E.R. § 1.1118(a), if the Request had not already
been rendered moot by the dismissal of the underlying filings, we would dismiss.'®

747 CFR. § 1.1118(a) provides “(a) Filings subject to fees and accompanied by defective fee submissions will be
dismissed . . . where the defect is discovered by the Commission’s staff within 30 calendar days from the receipt of
the application or filing by the Commission.”

8 See Letter from FCC to William Chastain, Metropolitan Area Networks, Inc., 8275 S. Eastern, Suite 200, Las
Vegas; NV 89123, Notice of Dismissal (Aug. 5, 2009). The Notice referred to File No. 0003904507, call sign
WQID664.

%47 U.S.C. §158(d)(2).

19 See Establishment of a Fee Collection Program to Implement the Provisions of the Consolidated Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1985, Report and Order, 2 FCC Red 947, 958, § 70, 961, 1 87-89 (1987) (“those requesting a
waiver or deferral will have the burden of demonstrating that, for each request, a waiver or deferral would override
the public interest, as determined by Congress, that he government should be reimbursed for that specific regulatory
action of the FCC. As we stated . . . we believe that, in most instances, the general public interest in reimbursing the
government for services provided would far outweigh the private interest in waiving or deferring the small,
incremental cost represented by these fees.”).

"' MAN asserts that the “Commission’s Rule and the Act allow for parties to request a waiver of application fees”
based on a “circumstance [that] the filing fees may not reasonably approximate the costs involved in processing a
particular application, or may not serve the public interest.” Request at 5. That is not correct. The fees are set by
statute (47 U.S.C. § 158), and our authority to waive a fee or defer its payment is exercised applying the standard set
forth in note 10, above. Furthermore, the Commission did not intend to “make individualized determinations of the
‘appropriate fee.’ Rather, except in unusual cases in which the public interest requires otherwise, [the Commission]
will levy the fee as determined by Congress.” Establishment of a Fee Collection Program to Implement the
Provisions of the Consolidated Ommibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 3
FCC Rcd 5987, 1 5 (1988).

*? We note that MAN acknowledged it had “been informed by Commission staff that strict application of the
Commission’s Rules would impose a $175.00 per call sign fee for processing the Waiver Request.” Further, MAN
asserted it had “submitted a $175.00 per license waiver fee with its Waiver Request . . ..” Request at 3-4. We find
no record of those payments.

1347 C.FR. § 1.1119 ()-(f) (2009 ed.).

¥ See Request at 3. (MAN does not meet its burden with a general unsupported assertion that “payment of the [total
fees] would require a diversion of MAN’s working capital . . . thereby setting back its efforts to complete the
construction of the authorized facilities.”).

1% See Accipiter Communications, Inc. Request for Refund of Filing Fee, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 16 FCC
Red 18239 18241, 1 8 (2001). '

6 Establishment of a Fee Collection Program to Implement the Provisions of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1989, Memorandum Opinion and Order, S FCC Red 3558, 3572-73, § 32 (1990) (“we are amending the rules
to require payment of the underlying fee with any fee waiver request. [fn. deleted] Fee waiver requests received
without the correct fee will be returned without consideration and the underlying filing will be dismissed.”).



If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact the Revenue &
Receivables Operations Group at (202) 418-1995.

YA

Mark Stephens
Chief Financial Officer
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In the Matter of
METROPOLITAN AREA NETWORKS, INC.

Petition for Waiver of

Application Fees Pursuant to ‘o &+ fo
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To:  The Secretary

For: Office of the Managing Director

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF APPLICATION FEES

Metropolitan Area Networks, Inc. ("MAN"), by its attorneys, respectfully requests that,
pursuant to Sections 1.3 and 1.1119 of the Commission's Rules,' and the Communications Act of
1934, as amended (the "Act"),” the Commission determine that only a single fee payment is
required or, in the alternative, that it waive application fees ("Fee Waiver") for each call sign
associated with its concurrently filed "Request for Waiver and Extension of Construction Deadline
for Part 101 Fixed Microwave Service Licenses" in which MAN requests that the Commission

waive the 18- month construction deadline on certain of its Part 101 fixed point-to-point

microwave licenses and extend those deadlines collectively to February 1, 2011. The Waiver

47 CF.R.§§ 1.3 and 1.1119.
2 47U.S.C. § 158(d)(2).
‘ See File No. (filed July __ 2009) ("Waiver Request"). For reference purposes,
this Petition is being attached as an Attachment to the Waiver Request, and simultaneously being
submitted to the Managing Director pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 1.1119,































