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Before the 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Washington, D.C. 20554 
 

In re: Application of:  ) 
 ) 
PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK, INC. ) File No. BALDTL – 20181120AAT    
 ) Facility ID: 167606  
For Consent to an Involuntary Assignment  ) 
of License of Low Power Television Station  ) 
WEFG-LD, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to ) 
Joseph Bernstein, as Receiver ) 
 
 
To:   Secretary  
Attention:   Video Division, Media Bureau 

 
COURT APPOINTED RECEIVER JOSEPH BERNSTEIN’S  
OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION 

 Joseph Bernstein, duly appointed Receiver (“Receiver”) by the Philadelphia County Court of 

Common Pleas (“Pennsylvania Court”)1 (“Receiver Order”) and Licensee of the above-captioned 

Low Power Television Station WEFG-LD, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania (the “Station”), by and 

through his attorneys pursuant to Section 1.106(b) of the Commission’s Rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.106(b), 

hereby opposes the Petition for Reconsideration (the “Petition”) of the above-captioned assignment 

application granted by the Federal Communications Commission (“Commission”) on November 28, 

2018 (“Grant”).  The Petition2, filed by Philadelphia Television Network, Inc. (“PTNI”), a minority 

shareholder (Eugene Cliett) of PTNI, and DSP Investors, LLC, which Receiver believes is a former 

lender (“Petitioners”), does not offer any material argument or evidence to establish that the Grant of 

the involuntary assignment by the Commission was erroneous.  While Receiver was not a party to 

                                                            
1  See November 19, 2018 Order  of the Philadelphia County Court of Common Pleas appointing Receiver 
(“Receiver Order”) attached to the Involuntary Assignment Application.  
2  The Petition was filed on December 21, 2018.  On January 2, 2019. Petitioners filed “A Supplement to 
Petition for Reconsideration (“First Supplement”).  On January 28th, just two days ago, the Petitioners 
submitted yet another supplement to the Petition (“Second Supplement to Petition for Reconsideration”) 
(the “Second Supplement”) (the Petition, the First Supplement and the Second Supplement collectively 
referred to as the “Petition”). 
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the state and Federal actions ultimately giving rise to the receivership, a cursory review of pleadings 

filed by Petitioner in connection with the former pending application for assignment of the Station to 

Newport Investment Group, LLC (File No.: BALDTL-20180502ACB) (the “Prior Application”), 

shows that the Petition repeats (and repeats) statements and claims relating to the underlying case 

and final judgment from the State of California.  Except to the extent that the Commission found in 

its November 13, 2018 letter denying the Prior Application3 that the loan documentation at issue in 

the California case impermissibly granted a security interest in the FCC license for the Station, the 

California final CA Judgment (the “Final CA Judgment”) is not at issue before the FCC at this time.  

This failure to establish any material error by the FCC in the Grant and only arguing facts known and 

argued previously in connection with the Prior Application (and apparently multiple state courts and 

the Federal Bankruptcy Court over the last several years) demonstrates that the Petition must be 

dismissed or denied.   

BACKGROUND 

 The above captioned Form 316 application for the involuntary assignment of the Station 

License (“Involuntary Assignment Application”) was filed following the explicit instructions of the 

Commission to do so in its Letter Order dated November 13, 2018 following an exhaustive seven (7) 

month pleading cycle with the Prior Application.4   The Commission, in its Letter Order, specifically 

“encouraged” Newport to “take the necessary steps to permit Commission action” and expressly 

noted that Newport “needed to file an FCC Form 316 sending the license to a court-appointed 

                                                            
3  See Commission’s November 13, 2018 Letter Order (“Letter Order”), attached to the Petition as Exhibit 
A, dismissing the Prior Application. 
4  Although all of the original loan documents and all subsequent State and Federal Court Orders dating 
back to 2016 included the language “to the extent assignable” and “upon FCC approval” in reference to 
the Station license as Security for the loans, the Commission nonetheless concluded that it was 
improperly allocated as collateral.  Luxury Asset Lending, LLC (“Lender”) assigned its rights and 
interests in the California Judgment to Newport Investment Group, a Montana limited liability company 
duly formed and organized on September 20, 2016 and Registered in California on July 25, 2018 
(“Newport”). For convenience of reference, the Lender and Newport may be collectively referred to 
herein as Newport. 
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trustee, receiver, or debtor-in-possession.”5  The Involuntary Assignment Application was filed and 

granted after the grant of the Receiver Order that the Commission itself directed Newport to obtain.  

There was no error or omission on the part of the FCC nor any new facts that magically came to light 

in the mere two weeks between the issuance of the Letter Order, Receiver Order, and Grant.  Receiver 

is the current licensee of the Station and, despite subsequent and ongoing efforts by PTNI before the 

Pennsylvania Court, the Receiver Order has not been overturned. As current FCC licensee of the 

Station, Receiver has the right to operate and make day to day decisions pertaining to the Station.6   

THE PETITION FAILS ON THE MERITS 

   The Commission will consider a petition for reconsideration only when the petitioner shows 

a material error in the Commission’s original order or raises additional facts not known or existing 

at the time of the petitioner’s last opportunity to present such matters.7  The ad nauseam regurgitation 

of claims littering the Petition has nothing to with Letter Order or Grant and relates only to the state 

and federal court matters already adjudicated.  Indeed, it appears that the Petition is literally cut and 

pasted from the Request for Dismissal and Reply and other pleadings filed in connection with the 

Prior Application. See Prior Application Filings.  In addition, since Petitioner’s Petition “relate[s] to 

matters outside the scope of the order for which reconsideration is sought”, e.g., the Grant, the 

petition must be dismissed for as procedurally defective.8 

 Petitioner essentially is seeking to have the Commission invalidate Mr. Bernstein’s 

                                                            
5  A Certified Copy of the California Judgment and Assignment to Newport was included as Exhibit B, Part 
1 of the Petition.  The Commission can take official notice of all documents filed in the state and federal 
court proceedings in California, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. See Entercom License, LLC, 31 FCC Rcd 
12196, 12200 & 12207 (2016), at paras. 10 & 27. 
6  Indeed, as a result of ongoing inability to gain full access to the Station equipment rendering him unable 
to execute his obligations as an FCC licensee, Receiver took the Station dark on January 22, 2019.  A 
notice of suspension and request for silent STA was filed with and granted by the FCC on January 29th 
(LMS File No. 0000067492). 
7  See 47 C.F.R. § 1.106(c),(d); see also WWIZ, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 37 FCC 685, 686 
(1964), aff’d sub nom. Lorain Journal Co. v. FCC, 351 F.2d 824 (D.C. Cir. 1965), cert. denied, 387 U.S. 
967 (1966). 
8   See 47 C.F.R. § 1.106(p)(5). 
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receivership appointment by a Pennsylvania court.  The FCC, however, lacks jurisdiction and the 

expertise to review such a matter.9 Moreover, the Letter Order clearly states: “the Commission’s 

long-standing policy is to accommodate the actions of state courts and defers to judicial 

determinations in many areas, including bankruptcy matters, private disputes, and the interpretation 

and enforcement of contracts for the sale of a broadcast station.”10 The Commission has historically 

and consistently left questions of private contracts to local courts of competent jurisdiction.11 

  A petition for reconsideration that simply reiterates previously considered arguments 

should be denied.12  In the instant case, a period of only one week passed between the issuance of 

the Letter Order and the filing of the Application.  The only new development was the entry of the 

Receiver Order which a Pennsylvania Court, relying on the Commission’s Letter Order, carefully 

                                                            
9   Lauren A. Colby, Esq., Letter, 23 FCC Rcd. 4781, 4781(MB 2008) (the Commission is not the 
appropriate forum to resolve the contractual, property, and bankruptcy issues raised by petitioner); KOLA, 
Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd. 14297, 14303, ¶ 11 (1996) (“The Commission does 
not have the expertise or jurisdiction to challenge a state court’s finding that the appointment of a receiver 
was appropriate in a particular case . . . .”); Daniel Meister, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 102 
F.C.C.2d 744, 747, ¶ 5 (RB 1985) (“[The] Commission deems it improper to institute independent inquiry 
into the propriety of a receivership, leaving such inquiry to the court which has primary jurisdiction over 
the receivership[.]”) (citing Edward H. Dillon, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 42 F.C.C.2d 203 
(1973)). 
10  See Letter Order citing Charles W. Cherry, II Caswell Capital Partners, LLC, 24 FCC Red 2894, 2896 
(2009)(citing Radio Station WOW v. Johnson, 326 US 120 (1945); Arecibo Radio Corporation, 
Memorandum Opinion and Order, 101 FCC 2d 545 (1945).  See also: Gresham Communications, Inc., 
Memorandum Opinion and Order, 26 FCC Rcd. 11895, 11900, ¶ 10 (2011) (“The Commission’s long-
standing policy is to accommodate the actions of state courts, thereby avoiding conflicts between state and 
federal authority, unless a public interest determination under the Act would compel a different result.” 
(citing first Radio Station WOW, Inc. v. Johnson, 326 U.S. 120 (1945); then citing Arecibo Radio 
Corporation, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 101 F.C.C.2d 545, 550, n.12 (1985)). 
11  See, e.g. Radio Carrollton, 69 F.C.C.2d 1138, 1150 (1978)(contract questions “are matters for the courts 
to decide under state and local law,” and the Commission “normally defer[s] to judicial determinations 
regarding interpretation and enforcement of contracts for the sale of broadcast stations”); ComScape 
Commcn’s, Inc. East Kentucky Network, LLC, 24 FCC Red 8645, 8647-48 (WTB 2009) Commission 
precedent recognizes that the resolution of private contractual disputes is both “outside the Commission’s 
jurisdiction” and “not necessary to [the Commission’s] evaluation of whether [an] assignment is in the 
public interest”). See also Patrick Henry, 69 F.C.C.2d 1305, 1312 (1978)(“The Commission traditionally 
has declined to intervene in matters of local law which best are settled by local forums having jurisdiction 
over such proceedings.”). 
12  See Saga Communications of Illinois, LLC, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 26 FCC Red 5958, 5959 
(MB 2011)(rejecting an argument from a petition for reconsideration because it did not raise any new 
information reflecting changed circumstances, did not present additional facts not known at the time of the 
last filing, and did not attempt to show anything more than a disagreement with the Commission’s finding). 
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considered and granted. See Final CA Judgment attached as Exhibit A to Petition’s Exhibit B.13   

 The Petitioners repeat the same allegations and arguments raised in their pleadings in the 

Prior Application.  For example, Petitioner’s argument about Richard Glanton’s lack of authority as 

the majority shareholder, Chairman of the Board, CEO, President and Secretary of the former 

licensee Philadelphia Television Network (“PTN”) is defeated by the representations in the FCC 

Form 323 Ownership Report for Commercial Broadcast Stations, File No. BOA-20141202ABH 

(“Biennial Ownership Report”) which Petitioner’s minority shareholder, and a party to the Petition, 

filed himself.14 The same Petitioner, Mr. Cliett, personally, completed, certified, and filed the 

Biennial Ownership Report reporting that: a) Glanton holds 50% of the Votes and 50% of the Equity 

(the form does not allow for decimals for accuracy of 50.1%); No other persons or entities were listed 

as officers, directors, or shareholders with an attributable interest in PTN other than the Petitioner 

Cliett as minority shareholder.15  He filed the 2014 Biennial Ownership Report confirming that to the 

best of his “knowledge and belief, [that] all statements in this Report are true, correct and 

complete.”16  But even this repeated argument is not relevant to, and is very much outside the scope 

of, the order (i.e., the Grant) for which reconsideration is sought.  The Commission denied the Prior 

                                                            
13  While the FCC is not the correct forum for consideration of the issue, it should be noted that the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act (“UEFJA”), 42 Pa. Cons. Stat. § 4306, is grounded in 
the constitutional obligation of each state to give full faith and credit to the judgments of other states. 
Pursuant to U.S. Const. art. IV, § 1, Pennsylvania is therefore required to give full faith and credit to the 
Final CA Judgment unless there was a lack of personal jurisdiction on the part of the foreign court which 
originally awarded a judgment, or a lack of due process on the part of that court.  On the other hand, such 
a transferred judgment cannot be stricken or opened simply because the party seeking to do so can 
demonstrate that he would have a valid defense to the action if brought in Pennsylvania. Joshi v. Nair, 
418 Pa. Super. 448, 614 A.2d 722, (Pa. Super. Ct. 1992). 
14 See Donald E. Martin, Esq., 29 FCC Rcd 2869, 2875 (Med. Bur. 2014) (question of whether the 
action of a board was an ultra vires act was a matter of state law and the legitimate control of the 
corporation is a “question appropriately left to local courts of appropriate jurisdiction.”). 
15 According to FCC Rule 73.3555 Note 2.a and Form 323 Instructions, holders of 5% or more of the 
shares of a corporation must be listed on ownership reports; therefore, no other shareholders had more 
than 5% ownership of PTN. 
16 See Certification Block of 2014 Biennial Ownership Report in Exhibit B. Below the certification is a 
warning that “WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS ON THIS FORM ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE, 
AND/OR IMPRISONMENT . . . .”  
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Application on the grounds articulated in the Letter Order and “reconsideration will not be granted 

merely for the purpose of again debating matters on which the agency has once deliberated and 

spoken.17    

 While a great majority of the Petition was addressed to prior pleadings and submissions, “the 

Commission is not required to sift through an applicant’s prior pleadings to supply the reasoning that 

[its] Rules required to be provided…”18 in the Petition to justify its reasoning, as indicated above, 

these materials do not establish that the FCC erred in issuing the Grant or in following precedent in 

relying on the Receiver Order.    In fact, paragraphs No. 3-18 of the Petition have nothing to do with 

the FCC and only have to do with the state and federal court matters.  Petitioners filed over six  

exhibits (B-G) totaling almost 300 pages specifically relating to the state court matter that they now 

expect the Commission to review but which do not bear on whether the FCC acted in error in issuing 

the Grant.  While the Pennsylvania Court in its January 22, 2019 Order (attached as Exhibit F to the 

Second Supplement) has vacated its January 8, 2019 order (attached as Exhibit C to the Second 

Supplement) holding Petitioner’s Emergency Miscellaneous Motion to Stay, the Philadelphia Court 

did not vacate the Receiver Order.  The irrelevant sections of the Petition and mountain of exhibits 

filed amount to a petition for reconsideration of the Letter Order not the Grant.  

APPOINTMENT OF THE COURT APPOINTED RECEIVER 

 Again, while not relevant to the reconsideration of the Grant, Pennsylvania Rule of Civil 

Procedure 1533 permits the Court to appoint a Receiver without notice if required by the exigencies 

of the case.19 The Pennsylvania state court retains the exclusive jurisdiction to determine the scope 

                                                            
17  Knoxville Broad. Corp. on Request for Inspection of Records, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 87 
F.C.C.2d 1103, 1107 ¶ 11 (1981), See also 47 C.F.R. § 1.106(b)(2).  
18    See Tama Radio Licenses of Tampa, FL, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 25 FCC Rcd 7588, 
7589 (2010), aff’d sub nom., Cherry v. FCC, 641 F.3d 494 (D.C. Cir. 2011); Red Hot Radio, Inc., 
Memorandum Opinion and Order, 19 FCC Rcd 6737, 6745 n.63 (2004). 
 
19  Pa. R. Civ. P. 1522(a).   
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of a Receiver’s power and authority.20  In issuing the Receiver Order, the Pennsylvania Court 

carefully considered the entire record, including the Commission’s Letter Order and the applicable 

FCC law and policies laid out therein.  In granting the Application, the Commission relied on the 

Receiver Order consistent with established precedent.  Petitioner is not seeking reconsideration of 

the Letter Order, rather they are seeking reconsideration of the Grant.  Petitioner cannot now be 

allowed to throw at the Commission all of the arguments arising under the Prior Application and all 

of the subsequent court filings and orders as a means to obfuscate the issues relevant to the order for 

which reconsideration is sought.21  The sole question for the Commission is whether the receiver is 

qualified to hold the assigned licenses, not whether the initial appointment of a receiver is itself 

justified, or whether a different person would be a better choice.22  Consistent with its longstanding 

policy, the FCC recognizes that the public interest is served by accommodating state courts’ 

appointment of receivers by consenting to an involuntary assignment of FCC licenses to enable 

creditors to recover a portion of their investment when doing so does not interfere with a 

countervailing public interest.23  To that end, the FCC’s “regular practice is to approve an involuntary 

assignment of the license” to a state receiver or a trustee in bankruptcy. Id. at 1148. See Dale Parsons, 

Jr., 10 FCC Rcd 2718, 2721 (1995); O.D.T. Int’l (KILU (FM)), 9 FCC Rcd 2575, 2576 (1994); 

                                                            
20  Continental Bank & Trust Co. v. American Ass. Mach. Co., 38 A. 2d 220, 224 (Pa. 1944). 
21     See Red Hot Radio, Inc., 19 FCC Rcd 6737, 6745 n.63 (2004) (rejecting applicant’s “kitchen sink” 
approach, which purported to incorporate by reference all of its prior pleadings and arguments); Paging 
Sys., Inc., 25 FCC Rcd 450, 452-53 (2010) (declining to review matters in the record outside of the specific 
issues raised for review).   
22  See Arecibo Radio Corp., 101 F.C.C.2d 545, 548 (1985) (leaving to state court resolution of dispute 
concerning the authorization of signatures on an application for involuntary assignment of licenses). See 
also Listeners’ Guild, Inc. v. FCC, 813 F.2d 465, 469 (D.C. Cir. 1987) (endorsing “the Commission’s 
longstanding policy of refusing to adjudicate private contract law questions”); Northwest Broad., Inc., 12 
FCC Rcd 3289 (1997), aff'd sub nom. Montierth v. FCC, 159 F.3d 636 (D.C. Cir. 1998) (per curiam) (the 
FCC historically and consistently has left questions of private contracts to local courts of competent 
jurisdiction); John F. Runner, Receiver, 36 R.R.2d (P&F) 773, 778 (1976) (local court of competent 
jurisdiction, not the FCC, is the proper forum to resolve private disputes). 
23  See La Rose v. FCC, 494 F.2d 1145, 1146 n.2 (D.C. Cir. 1974) (identifying as “[t]he broad question” 
“whether the public interest would best be served by permitting the receiver to continue to operate the 
station for a limited time in order to enable him to dispose of the asset”). 
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Arecibo Radio Corp., 101 FCC2d at 550 & n.12; D.H. Overmyer Telecasting Co., Inc., 94 F.C.C.2d 

117, 126 (1983).   

 Although it is not for the Commission to determine the facts and circumstances that led to the 

Pennsylvania Court to grant the Receiver Order, it is important to note that the Station License was 

in peril of being lost forever due to the Station having been off the air for almost one year as a result 

of the actions of Petitioner.  Receiver has been advised that PTN and Mr. Cliett individually have 

been named as Defendants in multiple different lawsuits over the years and have had Judgments 

entered against them in at least 2 of them, attached hereto as Exhibit A.  The most recent Judgment 

was entered by the same Pennsylvania Court in 2016 for $365,129.28 by American Tower as 

Judgment Creditor after Petitioner went into arrears on the PTN Tower Lease and didn’t pay his bills 

for 4 years.  Therefore, without any equipment or a tower lease, the prospect of PTN not being able 

to return to on-air operation before the twelve-month off air date seemed a very real emergency.  It 

was within the Pennsylvania Court’s exclusive discretion to issue the Receiver Order.    

  

RELIEF REQUESTED IS NOT FOR THE COMMISSION TO DETERMINE 

 While failing to meet the burden of identifying any specific material error, omission, or reason 

warranting reconsideration of the Grant, the Petition does make a passive reference to issues it has 

with the Application itself, such as the language in the Pennsylvania Court’s Receiver Order and 

certification. (Petition ¶¶ 19-21).  These same arguments were made by Petitioners in the Prior 

Application and found by the Commission to be unpersuasive and irrelevant to the Commission’s 

considerations under the Rules.24 Petitioner argues that the Involuntary Assignment Application was 

invalid because it did not contain an Exhibit in response to Section I, Question 4.b.  First, no exhibit 

is required other than the Receiver Order, which was attached.  Second, as Petitioner is no doubt 

                                                            
24 See PTN’s Request for Dismissal and Reply on Prior Application on FCC Form 314 for consent 
to the voluntary assignment of license WEFG-LD, File No. BALDTL-20180502ACB. 
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aware, the FCC’s filing system will not allow an application to be finalized and submitted if a 

required exhibit is not attached.  Petitioner also argues that the application should have been filed as 

an involuntary transfer of control rather than an involuntary assignment of license.  Counsel for the 

Receiver spoke directly with the Deputy Division Chief of the Video Division of the Media Bureau 

on this question specifically and was advised to file as an involuntary assignment of license.25    

 Petitioners request alternative relief – either rescind the Grant or allowing the Petition to 

remain pending until Petitioner’s appeals make their way through the Pennsylvania court.  As shown 

above, Petitioner has failed to make a showing that the FCC made any specific material error, 

omission, or other reason warranting reconsideration of the Grant.  Petitioners also provide no 

precedent for holding on this Petition while the judicial process is exhausted and indeed none exists.26 

The Commission was not required, as implied by the Petition, to await the finality of the Receiver 

Order before granting Involuntary Assignment Application.27  The Commission’s determination to 

grant the Involuntary Assignment Application came after consideration of the Receiver Order 

submitted with the application.  The Receiver Order remains valid and in place.  As discussed above, 

the Commission has a “longstanding policy of comity with state court actions”.28   

  The Petitioner’s arguments for reconsideration are the same reiterations of previously 

considered and rejected arguments and are not based on changed circumstances over an eight-day 

period between the Letter Order and Grant, and fail to make the showing required for reconsideration.  

Nothing in the Petition raises a substantial or material question of fact regarding the Receiver’s fitness 

to hold a Commission license.   The Petition must not be stayed, it must be denied.  

                                                            
25   Receiver cannot address allegations about Mr. Glanton.  
26  See, e.g., KAXT, LLC,  2691, 2694-95 (Vid. Div. 2015), aff’d 32 FCC Rcd. 9638 2017) (agency action 
will not be withheld pending resolution of private disputes).    
27  See In re: Station KDEW (AM), 11 FCC Red 13, 683 (1996) (granting application for involuntary 
assignment of licenses to court-appointed receiver notwithstanding the fact that the receivership order was 
not final and remained subject to a potential appeal). 
28   See, Lewis J. Paper, Esq., 28 FCC Rcd 4550, 4552 (Aud. Div. 2013). 





Certificate of Service

The undersigned, an employee of Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, P.L.C., hereby certifies that a true copy
of the foregoing "OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATOIN" was served this date,
by U.S. Postal Service First Class mail, postage prepaid, or via electronic mail to those designated
with an asterisk, upon the following:

Barbara Kreisman

David Brown

Hossein Hashemzadeh

445 12th Street SW,

Washington, DC 20554

Jeffrey L. Timmons, Esq.
974 Branford Lane NW

Lilbum, GA 30047-2680

January 30 2019 f.
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DECLARATION OF JOSEPH BERNSTEIN 

I, Joseph Bernstein, do hereby declare under penalty of perjury as follows: 

I. I am the duly appointed Receiver by the Philadelphia Court of Common Pleas in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania and Licensee of Low Power Television Station WEFG-LD, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, Facility 10 167606. 

2. I have reviewed the foregoing Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration. 

3. The facts set forth in the Opposition and Exhibits are true and correct to the best 
of my personal knowledge and belief. 

January 30, 2019 
Joseph BerA5teifl 

101282384-1 1 



DECLARATION OF BRIAN ROCHE 

I, Brian Roche, do hereby declare under penalty of perjury as follows: 

1. I am the President of Newport Investment Group, LLC Judgment Creditor and

Assignee of the Judgment entered into against previous WEFG-LD license holder Philadelphia 

Television Network, Inc. A true and correct copy of the Judgment and Assignment is attached 

hereto as Exhibit A to this Declaration. 

2. On November 13, 2018 the Commission issued a Letter instructing and

“encouraging” me to get a Court Appointed Receiver in order for the Commission to Grant the 

transfer of the License to that Receiver.  On November 19, 2018 the Pennsylvania Court of 

Common Pleas Granted the Appointment of a Receiver which the Commission instructed us to 

get, and the Commission Granted the FCC Form 316 Application to transfer the WEFG-LD 

license to the Receiver. 

3. As of the filing of this Opposition no court has overturned anything related to the

Judgment or Appointment of a Receiver.  Purported minority shareholders representing the 

corporate entity have filed an appeal which is their right as American citizens but no court has 

issued any Order to vacate the Appointment of a Receiver Order. 

4. I have reviewed the foregoing Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration.

5. The facts set forth in the Opposition and Exhibits are true and correct to the best

of my personal knowledge and belief. 

January 30, 2019 ____________________________________ 

Brian Roche 
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO.:

E-MAIL ADDRESS:

ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

ATTORNEY FOR JUDGMENT CREDITOR ASSIGNEE OF RECORD

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF

STREET ADDRESS:

MAILING ADDRESS:

CITY AND ZIP CODE:

BRANCH NAME:

PLAINTIFF: 

DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER:
EXECUTION (Money Judgment)

 WRIT  POSSESSION OF Personal Property
 OF  Real Property

SALE
1. To the Sheriff or Marshal of the County of:

You are directed to enforce the judgment described below with daily interest and your costs as provided by law.

2. To any registered process server: You are authorized to serve this writ only in accord with CCP 699.080 or CCP 715.040.

3. (Name):
is the judgment creditor assignee of record whose address is shown on this form above the court's name.

4. Judgment debtor (name, type of legal entity stated in
judgment if not a natural person, and last known
address):

9. See next page for information on real or personal property to be
delivered under a writ of possession or sold under a writ of sale.

10. This writ is issued on a sister-state judgment.
11. Total judgment .............................................................. $
12. Costs after judgment (per filed order or

memo CCP 685.090) .............................................. $
13. Subtotal (add 11 and 12) ...................................... $
14. Credits ............................................................................... $
15. Subtotal (subtract 14 from 13) ........................ $

Additional judgment debtors on next page 16. Interest after judgment (per filed affidavit
5. Judgment entered on (date): on CCP 685.050) (not on GC 6103.5 fees) .. $

17. Fee for issuance of writ ........................................ $
6. Judgment renewed on (dates): 18. TotaI (add 15, 16, and 17) ................................. $

19. Levying officer:
7. Notice of sale under this writ (a) Add daily interest from date of writ

(at the legal rate on 15) (not on
GC 6103.5 fees) of

a. has not been requested.
b. has been requested (see next page). ....................................... $

8. Joint debtor information on next page. (b) Pay directly to court costs included in
11 and 17 (GC 6103.5, 68637;

[SEAL]

CCP 699.520(i)) ............................................... $

20. The amounts called for in items 11-19 are different for each debtor.
These amounts are stated for each debtor on Attachment 20.

Issued on (date): Clerk, by , Deputy

NOTICE TO PERSON SERVED:  SEE NEXT PAGE FOR IMPORTANT INFORMATION.

Page 1 of 2

Form Approved for Optional Use WRIT OF EXECUTION Code of Civil Procedure, §§ 699.520, 712.010, 715.010
Judicial Council of California Government Code, § 6103.5
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STUART A. KATZ 118098
LAW OFFICES OF STUART A KATZ, P.C.
20271 Birch St., Suite 100
Newport Beach, CA 92660

(949) 660-1916 (949) 660-1716
stuart@stuartkatzlaw.com

JUDGMENT CREDITOR
X X

Orange
700 Civic Center Drive West

Santa Ana, CA 92701
Central Justice Center
LUXURY ASSET LENDING, LLC

PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK, INC.;
RICHARD H. GLANTON; WAYNE CURTIS WELDON

X 30-2016-00880965-CU-BC-CJC

X
ORANGE

LUXURY ASSET LENDING, LLC
X

PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK, INC., 3,897,919.22
a corporation 
26 Snowden Lane
Princeton, NJ 08540

0.00
3,897,919.22

0.00
3,897,919.22

X
0.00

4/6/2017 25.00
3,897,944.22

X
1,067.92

0.00

Luxury Asset Lending

A. DANG
David H. Yamasaki, Clerk of the Court

5/19/17
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PLAINTIFF: CASE NUMBER:

DEFENDANT:

-Items continued from page 1-
21. Additional judgment debtor (name, type of legal entity stated

in judgment if not a natural person, and last known address):

22. Notice of sale has been requested by (name and address):

23. Joint debtor was declared bound by the judgment (CCP 989–994)
a.  on (date): a. on (date):
b.  name, type of legal entity stated in judgment if not a
 natural person, and last known address of joint debtor:

b. name, type of legal entity stated in judgment if not
a natural person, and last known address of joint debtor:

c. additional costs against certain joint debtors (itemize):

24. (Writ of Possession or Writ of Sale) Judgment was entered for the following:
a. Possession of real property: The complaint was filed on (date):

(Check (1) or (2)):
(1) The Prejudgment Claim of Right to Possession was served in compliance with CCP 415.46.

The judgment includes all tenants, subtenants, named claimants, and other occupants of the premises.
(2) The Prejudgment Claim of Right to Possession was NOT served in compliance with CCP 415.46.

(a) $ was the daily rental value on the date the complaint was filed.
(b) The court will hear objections to enforcement of the judgment under CCP 1174.3 on the following

dates (specify):
b. Possession of personal property.

If delivery cannot be had, then for the value (itemize in 24e) specified in the judgment or supplemental order.
c. Sale of personal property.
d. Sale of real property.
e. Description of property:

NOTICE TO PERSON SERVED
WRIT OF EXECUTION OR SALE. Your rights and duties are indicated on the accompanying Notice of Levy (Form EJ-150).
WRIT OF POSSESSION OF PERSONAL PROPERTY. If the levying officer is not able to take custody of the property, the levying
officer will make a demand upon you for the property. If custody is not obtained following demand, the judgment may be enforced
as a money judgment for the value of the property specified in the judgment or in a supplemental order.
WRIT OF POSSESSION OF REAL PROPERTY. If the premises are not vacated within five days after the date of service on the
occupant or, if service is by posting, within five days after service on you, the levying officer will remove the occupants from the real
property and place the judgment creditor in possession of the property. Except for a mobile home, personal property remaining on
the premises will be sold or otherwise disposed of in accordance with CCP 1174 unless you or the owner of the property pays the
judgment creditor the reasonable cost of storage and takes possession of the personal property not later than 15 days after the
time the judgment creditor takes possession of the premises.

A Claim of Right to Possession form accompanies this writ (unless the Summons was served in compliance with CCP 415.46).
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Exhibit A 

Judgements 



Case ID: 100800112

Filed and Attested by
PROTHONOTARY 

08 OCT 2010 09:49 am
M. MATTIA



Case ID: 100800112



Filed and Attested by the
Office of Judicial Records 

16 MAY 2018 10:59 am
P. MARTIN

Case ID: 161002826



Case ID: 161002826

161002826
16 MAY 2018 10:59 am

P. MARTIN



Case ID: 161002826



Case ID: 161002826

Filed and Attested by the
Office of Judicial Records 

16 MAY 2018 10:59 am
P. MARTIN
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Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

Approved by OMB
3060-0010 (June 2014)

FOR FCC USE ONLY

 

FCC 323
OWNERSHIP REPORT FOR COMMERCIAL

BROADCAST STATIONS

FOR COMMISSION USE ONLY


FILE NO.
BOA-20141202ABH

Section I - General Information
1. Legal Name of the Respondent

PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK, INC.

Street Address (1)
2 JOHNS LANE


Street Address (2)

City
LAFAYETTE HILL

State or Country (if foreign address)
PA


ZIP Code
19444
- 

Telephone Number (include area code)
2159893595

E-Mail Address (if available) 
ELCLIETT@PHILLYTVNEWS.COM

FCC Registration Number:
0007622624

Call Sign 
WEFG-LD

Facility ID Number 
167606

2. Contact Representative 
PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK, INC.

Firm or Company Name

Street Address (1)
2 JOHNS LANE


Street Address (2)

City
LAFAYETTE HILL

State or Country (if foreign address)
PA

ZIP Code
19444
-

Telephone Number (include area code)
2159893595

E-Mail Address (if available)
ELCLIETT@PHILLYTVNEWS.COM

3. Nature of Respondent (See Instructions for definitions)

Licensee

Permittee

Entity with an attributable interest

4. If this application has been submitted without a fee, indicate reason for fee exemption (see 47 C.F.R. Section 1.1114):
Governmental Entity
 
 Other
Other
  N/A (Fee Required)

5. All of the information furnished in this Report is accurate as of
11/01/2013

(Date entered must (1) be Oct. 1 of the filing year when filing a Biennial Ownership Report (or Nov. 1, 2009 in the case of the initial
filing); or (2) be no more than 60 days prior to the date of filing when filing a non-biennial Ownership Report.)

6. Purpose: This Report is filed for: (choose one)

a.
 
Biennial

b.
 
Validation and Resubmission of a previously filed Biennial Report (certifying no change from previous Report)

c.
 
Transfer of Control or Assignment of License/Permit

d.
 
Report by Permittee filing within 30 days after the grant of a construction permit for a new commercial AM, FM or full power
television broadcast station.

e.
 
Update / certification of accuracy of an initial Ownership Report filed by Permittee (filing in conjunction with Permittee's
application for a station license)

f.
 
Amendment to a previously filed Ownership Report File Number: -

victory
Typewritten Text
EXHIBIT B
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If an Amendment, submit as an Exhibit a listing by Section and Question Number the portions of the
previous Report that are being revised. [ Exhibit 1 ]

7. Licensee and Station Information. The stations listed below are all licensed to the following person or entity:
Licensee Name Licensee's FCC Registration Number (FRN)

PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK 0007622624

Station List

This Report is filed for the following stations:
Copy Call Sign Facility ID

Number
Location (City/State) Class of service

1. WEFG-LD 167606 PHILADELPHIA ,
PENNSYLVANIA TV Translator or LPTV station

8. Respondent is:


Sole Proprietorship 
Not-for-profit corporation 
Limited partnership


For-profit corporation 
General partnership 
Other 

If "Other," describe nature of the Respondent
in an Exhibit.

  [ Exhibit 2 ]

 

  Section II-B - Biennial Ownership Information

1. Contract Information. List all contracts and other instruments required to be filed by 47 C.F.R. Section 73.3613. (Only Licensees, or
Respondents with a majority interest in or that otherwise exercise de facto control over the subject Licensee shall respond. Other
Respondents should select "Not Applicable" in response to this question.) If the agreement is a local marketing agreement (LMA) or a
joint sales agreement (JSA), or if the agreement is a network affiliation agreement, check the appropriate box; otherwise, select "Other"
for non-LMA/JSA or network affiliation agreements.



Not
Applicable


[Enter Contract Information]

2. Capitalization (Only Licensees or entities with a majority interest in or that otherwise exercises de facto control
over the subject
Licensee shall respond.)


Not Applicable


Capitalization Information

Copy Class of stock 
(preferred, common

or other)

Voting or Non-
voting

Number of shares  

Authorized Issued and 
Outstanding

Treasury Unissued  

1. 
Preferred

Common

Other (specify)


Voting

Non-Voting

2000 2000 0 0

 

3. (a.) Ownership Interests. This Question requires Respondents to enter detailed information about ownership interests by generating a series
of subforms. Answer each question on each subform. The first subform listing should be for the Respondent itself. If the Respondent is
not a natural person, also list each of the officers, directors, stockholders, noninsulated partners, members and other persons or entities
with a direct attributable interest in the Respondent. (A "direct" interest is one that is not held through any intervening companies or
entities.) In the case of vertical or indirect ownership structures, report only those interests in the Respondent that also represent an
attributable interest in the Licensee for which the Report is being submitted.
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List each person or entity with a direct attributable interest in the Respondent separately. Entities that are part of an organizational
structure that includes holding companies or other forms of indirect ownership must file separate ownership reports. In such a structure
do not report or file separate reports for persons or entities that do not have an attributable interest in the Licensee for which the report is
being submitted.

Ownership Interests Information

Copy
1.

Name PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK, INC.  

Address Street
2 JOHNS LANE


City/State
LAFAYETTE HILL
,
PENNSYLVANIA

Postal/ZIP Code
19444
-

Country (if not U.S.)

Listing Type 
Respondent

Other Interest Holder

Relationship to Licensee 
Licensee (or Officer/Director of Licensee)


Person with attributable interest

Entity with attributable interest 

Positional Interest
(Check all that apply) 
Officer


Director

General Partner

Limited Partner

LC/LLC/PLLC Member

Owner

Stockholder

Attributable Creditor

Attributable Investor

Other (please specify):

FCC Registration
Number

0007622624

  Gender, Ethnicity, Race
and Citizenship
Information
(Natural Persons)


N/A (entity)  

Gender

Male
 
Female

Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino

Not Hispanic or Latino

Race (Check all that apply)	

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Black or African American

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

White

Citizenship

  Percentage of votes 0
%  

  Percentage of equity 0
%  
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  Percentage of total assets
(equity debt plus)

0
%  

Copy
2.

Name RICHARD H GLANTON  

Address Street
116 VILLAGE BLVD SUIT 73


City/State
PRINCETON
,
NEW JERSEY

Postal/ZIP Code
08540
-

Country (if not U.S.)

Listing Type 
Respondent

Other Interest Holder

Relationship to Licensee 
Licensee (or Officer/Director of Licensee)


Person with attributable interest

Entity with attributable interest 

Positional Interest
(Check all that apply) 
Officer


Director

General Partner

Limited Partner

LC/LLC/PLLC Member

Owner

Stockholder

Attributable Creditor

Attributable Investor

Other (please specify):

FCC Registration
Number

0020012183

  Gender, Ethnicity, Race
and Citizenship
Information
(Natural Persons)

 N/A (entity)  

Gender

Male
 
Female

Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino

Not Hispanic or Latino

Race (Check all that apply)	

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Black or African American

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

White

Citizenship
US

  Percentage of votes 50
%  

  Percentage of equity 50
%  

  Percentage of total assets
(equity debt plus)

0
%  

Copy Name EUGENE L CLIETT  
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3. Address Street
2 JOHNS LANE


City/State
LAFAYETTE HILL
,
PENNSYLVANIA

Postal/ZIP Code
19444
-

Country (if not U.S.)

Listing Type 
Respondent

Other Interest Holder

Relationship to Licensee 
Licensee (or Officer/Director of Licensee)


Person with attributable interest

Entity with attributable interest 

Positional Interest
(Check all that apply) 
Officer


Director

General Partner

Limited Partner

LC/LLC/PLLC Member

Owner

Stockholder

Attributable Creditor

Attributable Investor

Other (please specify):

FCC Registration
Number

0020001061

  Gender, Ethnicity, Race
and Citizenship
Information
(Natural Persons)

 N/A (entity)  

Gender

Male
 
Female

Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino

Not Hispanic or Latino

Race (Check all that apply)	

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Black or African American

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

White

Citizenship
US

  Percentage of votes 42
%  

  Percentage of equity 42
%  

  Percentage of total assets
(equity debt plus)

0
%  

(b.)
Respondent certifies that any equity and financial interests not reported in response to Question 3(a) are non-
attributable.

Yes
 No

[ Exhibit 3 ]



CDBS Form 323

https://licensing.fcc.gov/...Form323/323_print/323_101.cfm?form=323_101.cfm&acct=0&appn=101663750&fac_num=167606&formid=322[5/3/2018 12:43:36 PM]

 

If "No," submit as an Exhibit an explanation.

(c.) Does the Respondent or any person/entity with an attributable interest in the Respondent also hold an
attributable
interest in any other broadcast station, or in any newspaper entities in the same market, as
defined in 47 C.F.R.
Section 73.3555?


If "Yes", provide information describing the interest(s), using EITHER the subform OR the spreadsheet option
below for the applicable type of interest (broadcast or newspaper). Respondents with a large number (50 or more)
of entries to submit should use the spreadsheet option. NOTE: Spreadsheets must be submitted in a special "XML
Spreadsheet" format with the appropriate structure that is specified in the documentation. For instructions on how
to use the spreadsheet option to complete this question (including templates to start with), please Click Here.

[Broadcast Interests Subform]

[Newspaper Interests Subform]

Yes
 No

(d.)
Are any of the individuals listed in response to Question 3(a) married, related as parent-child, or related as
siblings?

If "Yes", complete the information describing the relationship.

[Enter Familial Relationships Information]

Yes
 No

(e.) Is Respondent seeking an attribution exemption for any officer or director with duties unrelated to the
Licensee
?

If "Yes", complete the information in the required fields and submit an Exhibit fully describing that
individual's
duties and responsibilities, and explaining why that individual should not be attributed an
interest.

[Enter Attribution Exemption Information]

Yes
 No

4.  
Respondent's Interests Held. Each Respondent other than a Licensee should list the name and FCC
Registration
Number of all entities in which the Respondent holds a direct attributable ownership
interest, where that listed
entity has an attributable ownership interest in the Licensee of the
stations associated with the Report. Licensees
should select "N/A" in response to this question.

For any listing that includes the name of a person or entity reported on multiple Ownership Reports,
ensure
that the FRN information is consistent among all such Ownership Reports. Respondents should
coordinate
with each other to ensure such consistency.

[Enter Respondent Interests Held Information]


N/A

5.   Organizational Chart. LICENSEES ONLY: Attach a flowchart or similar document showing the Licensee's
vertical ownership structure including the Licensee and all persons/entities that have attributable interests in the
Licensee.

Non-Licensee Respondents should select "N/A" in response to this question.

 


N/A

[ Exhibit 5 ]

SECTION III - CERTIFICATION

I certify that I am
PRESIDENT


https://licensing.fcc.gov/prod/cdbs/forms/prod/323_spreadsheet_upload.htm
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(Official Title)

of PHILADELPHIA TELEVISION NETWORK, INC


(Exact legal title or name of Respondent)

and that I have examined this Report and that to the best of my knowledge and belief, all statements in this Report are true, correct and complete.

(Date of the signature below must (1) be no earlier than Oct. 1 of the filing year when filing a Biennial Ownership Report (and no earlier than Nov.
1, 2009 in the case of the initial filing); or (2) be no more than 60 days prior to the date of filing when filing a non-biennial Ownership Report.)

Signature
EUGENE L CLIETT

Date
12/02/2014

Telephone Number of Respondent (Include area code) 2159893595

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS ON THIS FORM ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE AND/OR IMPRISONMENT (U.S. CODE, TITLE 18, SECTION 1001), AND/OR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION
LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT (U.S. CODE, TITLE 47, SECTION 312(a)(1)), AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.S. CODE, TITLE 47, SECTION 503).

 

Exhibits




