
(The Text is directly from the document.)
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Attached are Exhibits A, B, and C described in Items above. 
-  In this regard, none of the information and documents demanded in the document and interrogatory requests that is relevant to "issue (g)" is 
legitimately confidential or highly confidential.  The relevant FCC rules, and FCC and Congressional spectrum policy involved, and compliance 
therewith, or violations or failures thereunder, are all public.   
-  The irrelevant associated information that may be confidential or highly confidential, if any, could have been redacted.  However, that class of 
information is already disclosed by Maritime in its bankruptcy case, and also cannot be kept confidential under New Jersey FOIA-equivalent law, with 
regard to Pinnacle. 
 
-  Regardless what information and documents Pinnacle supplied in response to these document and interrogatory requests, it is irrelevant to the 
Joint Motion, and the Joint Motion fails and should be denied in full, since:   
(i)  Maritime had no lease to Pinnacle submitted to and approved by the FCC in the recent many years (shown on ULS), and any operations of the 
spectrum without a lease is unlawful, and Maritime, Pinnacle, and the Enforcement Bureau misled the ALJ on this threshold failure;   
(ii)  Maritime admitted (see Response text) that none of the Stations are in operation by it or anyone, for approximately 7 years at least, and fill in 
stations are not valid but are unlawful where there is no licensed station in operation (to "fill in" poor-coverage gaps, in actual authorized sevice area; 
(iii)  The alleged Pinnacle uses of the spectrum (including as noted above) are PMRS, but without the required submitted and granted application 
therefore under rule §20.9(b), and any such use is thus unlawful;   
(iv)  There is no grace period for AMTS PMRS stations that are discontinued (before automatic termination due to discontinuance) and all Maritime 
reported operations were PMRS; and  
(v)  etc.   For other reasons given in the opposing Response text. 
 
The Joint Motion is in content a disguised rule waiver request, but station licenses that auto terminated cannot be revived even by an directly 
submitted waiver request, and a disguised one is double defective: is ineffective and lacks candor.  This is apparently why Maritime and EB (backed by 
Pinnacle and others), presented the Joint Motion as a stipulated settlement, not a motion for summary decision, or a waiver request. 
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