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To: Marlene Dortch, Secretary. Attn: the Commission
Errata Copy *
Interlocutory Appeal Under Section 1.301(a)!"!

The undersigned (“Havens”) submits this interlocutory appeal under and for purposes of
rule section 1.301(a) with regard to the December 19, 2013 Order FCC 13M-22 (“the Order”) of
the Administrative Law Judge Sippel (the “ALJ”) (the “Request’). Herein, “EB” means the FCC
Enforcement Bureau. I attach as Appendix A my request filed today under §1.301(b) (the “301b
Filing”). This filing draws from the 301(b) Filing. I argue below the Order effectively denies
my party rights, and thus I submit this appeal. The Order includes (1) a requirement upon
Havens that his assisting counsel, noted in his December 2, 2013 pleading (“To Reject
Settlement, Proceed with the Hearing...”) which opposed the “EB-Maritime Motion filed earlier
on the same day' (the “EB-M Motion,” for a settlement and summary decision) (the “Havens

Initial Opposition”) take action to appear in this hearing (I had he same note in my Dec 16

I* The Order was released on ECFS (as shown on ECFS) on Dec. 20 (not on the 19" as the Order
states). Thus, this filing is timely. Since this appeal is from an Order in docket 11-71, I am
submitting this to the Secretary under this docket on ECFS.

" It also contained a motion seeking that certain further discovery be permitted, stated on one of
the 61 pages. The remainder was an opposition to the EB-M Motion.

* This 12-31-13 Copy will be filed in hard copy with the Secretary's office. Additions in boxes; deletions in strikeout.







