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REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE UNAUTHORIZED PLEADING 

 1. The Ukrainian Congress Committee of America, Inc. (“UCCA”), by counsel, hereby 

Replies to the Opposition to Motion To Strike Unauthorized Pleading, which Multicultural Radio 

Broadcasting Licensee, LLC (“Multicultural Radio”) filed in this license renewal proceeding.  As 

set forth in the Petition to Deny, Multicultural Radio, Way Broadcasting Licensee, LLC, (“Way 

Broadcasting”) and KALI-FM Licensee, LLC. (“KALI-FM Licensee”) are radio station groups 

whose controlling shareholders are Arthur Liu and Yvonne S. Liu.   
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 2. The FCC expects its licensees to be truthful and to follow the Commission’s rules.1 

Arthur and Yvonne Liu have repeatedly demonstrated that they cannot be relied upon to do 

either. As UCCA demonstrated in previous pleadings, Arthur and Yvonne Liu have repeatedly 

failed to comply with the simplest of the Commission’s rules. Their Opposition is no different. 

UCCA filed its Motion to Strike on June 10, 2022. Multicultural Radio had until June 21, 2022, 

to file an Opposition. See Section 1.45(b). Without explanation or an accompanying motion to 

accept late-filed pleading, Multicultural Radio submitted its Opposition on June 27, 2022, a week 

late. This is not the first such failure to comply with the rules. Multicultural Radio has failed to 

submit a declaration under penalty of perjury. When it submitted a declaration, it was not from 

an officer or director of Multicultural Radio, but rather from a registered agent of the Russian 

government. It has failed to comply with pleading font size requirements and has failed to submit 

with its pleading a table of contents and summary.  These may seem like small matters, but they 

are symptoms of a deeper rot in the structure and operations of Multicultural Radio.  

 3. Concerning the above captioned stations, Multicultural Radio, with the exception of 

WZRC(AM), admits that it has failed to properly file its programming agreements. Further, 

Multicultural Radio has failed to provide Online Public Inspection File (“OPIF”) links to its 

above-captioned station’s websites. These repeated failures are not surprising. Arthur and 

Yvonne Liu are not in the broadcast business. Nor do they serve the public interest. They are 

absentee landlords, collecting rents for the use of the radio frequencies they have acquired. By 

 
1 Policy Regarding Character Qualifications in Broadcast Licensing, Report, Order and Policy 
Statement, 102 FCC 2d 1179, n. 60 recon. granted in part, 1 FCC Rcd 421 (1986) ("1986 
Character Policy Statement"), modified, 5 FCC Rcd 3252 (1990) ("1990 Character Policy 
Statement"), on reconsideration, 6 FCC Rcd 3448 (1991), modified in part, 7 FCC Rcd 6564 
(1992). 
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way of a further example, WZHF’s Certificates of Pre-Filing and Post-Filing Announcements for 

its license renewal were prepared by Libby Parris. Based on internet searches, Ms. Parris is not 

an employee of Way Broadcasting, or any company connected with Arthur and Yvonne Liu. It 

appears that she was hired by Arnold Ferolito, of RM Broadcasting, LLC. Arthur and Yvonne 

Liu admit in the Opposition, they do not have the time to monitor their radio stations, or to be 

involved in day-to-day operations. “Instead, these duties are delegated…”  to, for example, 

Ferolito. Opposition at p.3. Ferolito lives in Florida and has no interest in what is broadcast on 

WZHF, other than meeting the requirements of his Services Agreement with the Russian 

government. His interests, like Arthur and Yvonne Liu’s, begin and end with the cashing of 

checks from the Russian government. Thus, Ms. Parris was tasked with the licensee’s 

responsibility to certify that the pre-filing and post-filing announcements were broadcast. In her 

pre-filling certification, Ms. Parris states, “Further information concerning the Commission’s 

broadcast license renewal process is available at WZHF(AM) 12231 New Hampshire Avenue, 

Suite 207, Silver Spring, MD 20904…” See, Exhibit 1 (emphasis added). In her post-filing 

certification Ms. Parris states: “Further information concerning the Commission’s broadcast 

license renewal process is available at WZHF(AM) 13321 New Hampshire Avenue, Silver 

Spring, MD 20904…” See, Exhibit 2 (emphasis added). An internet search reveals that there is 

no office or commercial building located at 12231 New Hampshire Avenue; in fact, it does not 

appear to be a viable address. Yet no one, not Arthur and Yvonne Liu or their few employees, 

not Ferolito, no one, reviewed the certifications or noticed so fundamental an error as an 

incorrect licensee address. This begs the question of whether the announcements were broadcast. 

Arthur and Yvonne Liu cannot know, after all they “can’t possibly be expected to listen to all of 
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the programing that is aired.” Opposition, p. 3.2  Ferolito certainly is not listening. Perhaps 

Arthur and Yvonne Liu can provide an affidavit from someone in Moscow who might know the 

answer to whether Multicultural Radio broadcast its pre- and post-license renewal 

announcements, as it appears only the Russian government is aware of what is being broadcast 

on WZHF. 

 4. UCCA has conclusively demonstrated that Arthur and Yvonne Liu cannot be relied on 

to follow the FCC’s rules. By their own admission they simply delegate licensee duties to 

individuals who do not know the FCC’s rules or who just don’t care. In the case of WZHF, as 

discussed in UCCA’s Motion to Strike, this delegation of licensee responsibilities has gone so far 

as to leave the Russian government in de facto control of the station.  

5. Arthur and Yvonne Liu consistently delegate all responsibility concerning the 

operations of their stations to third parties, such as Ms. Parris, who, unsurprisingly, are unable or 

unwilling to comply with the rules. This is bad enough and ample ground for the denial of the 

renewal of their licenses. Significantly, however, Arthur and Yvonne Liu cannot be relied on to 

be truthful with the FCC. In its Opposition, Exhibit 1, Arthur and Yvonne Liu submitted a 

document which they claim is the time brokerage agreement (“TBA”) with RM Broadcasting. 

But it is not a time brokerage agreement. A time brokerage agreement has a specific, defined 

meaning in the Commission’s rules.  Section73.3555(j)(3) provides: 

j. “Time brokerage” (also known as “local marketing”) is the sale 
by a licensee of discrete blocks of time to a “broker” that supplies 

 
2 In its Motion to Strike the “UCCA Motion to Strike Unauthorized Pleading” Multicultural 
Radio attacks UCCA stating that “UCCA submitted a defective Affidavit from a person claiming 
to listen to stations in several different foreign languages that he does not claim to understand.” 
This, of course, is not the case or a requirement under the FCC’s rules. However, what is clear 
from the Opposition, is that UCCA’s Andrew Burak has spent more time monitoring the above-
captioned radio stations than Arthur and Yvonne Liu.  
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the programming to fill that time and sells the commercial spot 
announcements in it.  
 
3. Every time brokerage agreement of the type described in this 
Note shall be undertaken only pursuant to a signed written 
agreement that shall contain a certification by the licensee or 
permittee of the brokered station verifying that it maintains 
ultimate control over the station's facilities including, specifically, 
control over station finances, personnel… 
 

The so-called time brokerage agreement which Arthur and Yvonne Liu submitted as an exhibit to 

the Opposition is a futile attempt on their part to demonstrate that they comply with the FCC’s 

time brokerage rule. They do not. The agreement does not contain the required details as to 

finances, personnel and programming and a certification from Way Broadcasting. Significantly, 

Arthur and Yvonne Liu’s own FCC counsel acknowledged that there is no Time Brokerage 

Agreement with RM Broadcasting. On March 7, 2022, undersigned counsel sent an email to 

Mark Lipp, counsel for Multicultural Radio and Way Broadcasting requesting pursuant to 

Section 73.3526(e)(5) that all required documents not included in WZHF’s public file be made 

available to undersigned counsel. Attorney Lipp, on behalf of his client, replied that he found 12 

document responsive to counsel’s request. He also wrote: “If you are looking for a Time 

Brokerage Agreement, there is none.” Exhibit 3 (emphasis added). On March 7, 2022, counsel 

for Arthur and Yvonne Liu stated that there was no TBA. And clearly there was none, within the 

meaning of the FCC’s rules. The agreement submitted with the Opposition has no certification 

that the licensee maintains ultimate control over the station's facilities including, specifically, 

control over station, finances, personnel and programming. Nor do Arthur and Yvonne Liu, in 

fact, control the station. It is the Russian government, through its agent Ferolito, not Arthur and 

Yvonne Liu, who manages the day-to-day operations of the station. Yet, there is nothing in the 

agreement that delegates these duties to RM Broadcasting. For example, nothing on the face of 
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the agreement authorizes or requires Ferolito to prepare issues and program lists or to perform 

any function for the station. The only obligation RM Broadcasting has it to “furnish material of 

suitable quality for broadcast.” Nor is RM Broadcasting providing its own programming. RM 

Broadcasting is a time broker within the meaning of the rules, it purchases time from Way 

Broadcasting and resells that time to the Russian government. However, the so-called TBA 

specifically forbids such resale. Section 7 of the agreement provides that “Programmer will be 

allowed to sub-lease any portion of his/her airtime to a third party in Creole format only without 

a written consent from the Station.” WZHF does not broadcast in the Creole language. Nor does 

the agreement place responsibilities on RM Broadcasting of the type that Arthur and Yvonne Liu 

claim they have delegated to RM Broadcasting. In short, the agreement does not meet the basic 

requirements of a time brokerage agreement within the meaning of the Commission’s rules.  

 6. Counsel for Arthur and Yvonne Liu on March 7, 2022, correctly and truthfully stated 

that there was no TBA. There, in fact, is no TBA. What exists is the kind of agreement a radio 

station might sign with an individual who wants to broadcast for an hour on Sunday morning. 

There would be no sale of air-time, the individual’s only responsibility would be to deliver the 

programming and the station management would monitor what is being broadcast. In the case of 

RM Broadcasting, with the exception of 2 hours on Sunday, it broadcasts Russian government 

programming 24 hour per day. Further, Arthur and Yvonne Liu have delegated duties to Ferolito 

not specified in the agreement. These duties appear to include all day-to-day operating 

responsibilities, with no oversight from Arthur and Yvonne Liu. Ferolito, RM Broadcasting’s 

sole principal, for his part has demonstrated that he has no interest in operating the station. 

Consequently, as UCCA has demonstrated, the Russian government is in de facto control of the 

station.  
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 7. Attorney Lipp, on behalf of his client, candidly replied that there was no TBA. There 

exists, at best, an inadequate programming agreement. Arthur and Yvonne Liu faced with 

growing charges of failing to comply with a panoply of FCC rules including their failure to enter 

into a TBA, instead of being forthcoming and truthful with the FCC, chose to misrepresent the 

facts. In the Opposition, Arthur and Yvonne Liu claim, for the first time, that the programming 

agreement they submitted is a valid TBA. This is a material misrepresentation to the 

Commission. Arthur and Yvonne Liu know perfectly well what is required in a TBA. In the past 

they have entered into such agreements. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a TBA between 

Multicultural Radio licensee of WWRU(AM) and K-Radio, LLC. This agreement demonstrates 

that Arthur and Yvonne Liu understand what language and provisions must be included in an 

FCC compliant TBA. In addition to business and payment terms, the agreement covers key FCC 

requirements. For example, Section 20 contains the required FCC certifications concerning 

financing, personnel, and programming.  The agreement also ensures that key FCC requirements 

are met. For example, Section 7(c) addresses EAS tests. Section 9 requires the programmer to 

ensure that all programs conform to FCC rules and contain material responsive to issues of 

public concern. Section 9 also contains requirements concerning equal opportunities, lowest unit 

charge, and reasonable access to political candidates.  Further, the programmer is required to 

deliver, upon the licensee’s request, a certificate that all programs comply with the terms of the 

agreement, including the relevant program standards. None of these protections are included in 

the RM Broadcast agreement. Instead, Arthur and Yvonne Liu have “delegated” authority to 

Ferolito, who has no knowledge or interest in what is broadcast on the station.  

 8. Arthur and Yvonne Liu’s attorney is a highly experience Communications attorney 

with decades of experience. On March 7, 2022, he honestly stated that there was no TBA. Arthur 
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and Yvonne Liu know what a TBA is and what form it must take. As evidenced by Exhibit 4, 

they have entered TBA agreements in the past. Yet, when confronted with evidence that they 

have ceded control of their station to the Russian government, rather than being truthful with the 

FCC, they chose to misrepresent the obvious facts. As set forth in the Motion to Strike, RM 

Broadcasting entered into a Services Agreement with an agency of the Russian government 

which gives the Russian government complete control over the operations of the station. For 

example, programming must be broadcast without abridgement, additions or editing. The 

Services Agreement places responsibility for control and maintenance of the station’s equipment 

on RM Broadcasting. It would have been impossible for RM Broadcasting to enter into a 

standard TBA and still comply with the terms of the Services Agreement. Thus, the parties 

entered into an agreement better suited for a one-hour Creole radio program than for a 

sophisticated TBA arrangement. The agreement provides that Arthur and Yvonne Liu must be 

paid, in advance, and provides a thin patina of legalize to suggest that Arthur and Yvonne Liu are 

still in control of the station, which they are not. Their claiming that this sham agreement is a 

TBA is an intentional misrepresentation designed to mislead the Commission into believing that 

someone was looking out for such mundane things as EAS tests and license renewal 

announcements. Accordingly, a misrepresentation issue must be added in this proceeding.3  

 9. Finally, Multicultural Broadcasting seeks to Strike UCCA’s Motion to Strike. This is a 

ridiculous pleading, as an opposition to the UCCA’s Motion to Strike is sufficient. Multicultural 

Radio claims that any question of who controls WZHF is not properly before the FCC because 

 
3 As the Court said, "it is well recognized that the Commission may disqualify an applicant who 
deliberately makes misrepresentations or lacks candor in dealing with the agency." Schoenbohm 
v. FCC, 340 U.S. App. D.C. 205, 204 F.3d 243, 247 (D.C. Cir. 2000); see also FCC v. WOKO, 
Inc., 329 U.S. 223, 225-27, 91 L. Ed. 204, 67 S. Ct. 213 (1946).  
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this proceeding only concerns the renewal of licenses in New York and New Jersey. The 

Commission has noted that "there may be circumstances in which an applicant has engaged in 

nonbroadcast misconduct so egregious as to shock the conscience and evoke almost universal 

disapprobation." 1986 Character Policy Statement. p. 1205. This is such a case. Arthur and 

Yvonne Liu have transferred control of their radio station to the Russian government, which is 

using the frequency to excuse war crimes, to justify rape and murder, and to divert attention from 

the wanton theft and destruction of property. Further, Multicultural Radio made material 

misrepresentation in the New York/New Jersey renewal proceeding and therefore this issue is 

properly before the FCC in this proceeding. Finally, there is evidence that its other radio stations, 

including the ones in New York and New Jersey are operated no better. For example, concerning 

the agreements it has with programmers on its New York and New Jersey stations, Multicultural 

Radio also claims that these are TBAs. However, as its own counsel has acknowledged, they are 

not. Further, these agreements have not been properly disclosed and filed in the respective 

station’s public files. In short, as UCCA contends, Arthur and Yvonne Liu are repeatedly failing 

to comply with the FCC’s rule. This is due primarily to the fact that they have exercised little or 

no control over their stations, leaving it to unqualified non-licensees to perform vital licensee 

functions.  

 10. In the final analysis, Arthur and Yvonne Liu cannot be relied on to be truthful with 

the FCC or to comply even with its simplest, most basic rules. They have demonstrated that they 

cannot be trusted. According, their New York and New Jersey license renewals must be denied 

and all their other radio station licenses must be revoked.  
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     Respectfully Submitted, 

        
     By:  _______________________ 
                  Arthur V. Belendiuk    
        
            
Smithwick & Belendiuk, P.C. 
5028 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 301 
Washington, D.C. 20016 
(202) 363-4559 
 
July 1, 2022 












































