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STATEMENT BY COMMTSS10NER JAMES H. QUELLO 

He: WNCN(FM) 

I disagree wi.th the cuncurring statcll1 Vnt in this case issued by lny 
r,~sp c:clcd colll'ag \}C', CUllllnissioncr IIooks. While I recogni:r.e diver
gent views ;);H1 phil\) suphics in 111<llters considered by the Commission, 
I cannot acq'Jirscc in ;'11 , '-gllll1ent which seeks to fnisconstrue the 
intent of Ihr Jl';>.j( )l"ity ';1 its decision. 

Con'J11issi0l1Cl" IT()U~< : i '\"!_~\1('cl \-igorol1s1y hi~3 \,lCW that the COIl1rnission 
should approve the so-cidlcd "c)plion agree111cnt," with particular 
crnphasis in approval of l""ilnbuJ"se)l1 c nt of citizcn group petitioners' 
ex p C 11 S e s . 11 0 \V eve r , I h C 111 a j 0 r i.t y ~ lill C 1 \l d (~ d l hat i two \11 d 11 0 t e va 1 ua t e 
the specific t e rnlS of the i1grcclllcnl i.n lig ht of its rccently adopted 
Statelncnt of Policy re: i\grcC1TlCllts Betwccn Broadcast Licensees 
and ~he Public, FCC ~/5-13S9, 3SHH. 2-d 1177(1975), wherein we stated 
that we will not prcscribe or prohibit: any particular agreement terms 
so long as they are nut l1nlawful nor violative of particular Commission 
rules or policies. Th,~ majoriLy in this case explicitly stated that it 
neilher approved 1hH eli ~;;lpproved lhe terrns of the agre-ement, in \vhole 
or in part, and this po:,ilion was voled by the Dlajority of DIy-colleagues 
and 111yself. 

The concurring Sl <l l l'I I1Cnt now apparently attclnpts to accolnplish 
indirectly wllat was unable to be accomplished directly; i. e .• to iDlpute 
"approval" of the option agreernent and the reirnbursement provisions 
therewith. I Hally elisag L"ec with Lhe argument that the majority has in 
essence "approved" Llle agreclllent sitnply because it did not clearly 
"disapprove" it. nascrl on this rationale, it might like:vvise be argued 
that by not specifically " ctpp l'oving" the agrCe111cnt, we have thereby 
"disapproved" it. And lhis is certainly not the case. The sitnple 
facts are, a.s I s tated earlier, the rnajorily voted to neither approve 
nor disapprove Lhe term:, of the agrcernent and any imputation of 
approval is inCOrl'l! ct. 

I wish to make it clear that had there been any doubt in DIy mind that 
our action would be construed as approval of the. agreernent, I would 
have diss(!ntcd. Thel"efore, I rcitcrntc to allY nnd all concerned that 
the option agreclncnt i.n Ihis case, including the provisions for reim
bur S 811lent for pel iliulle r s I expens e s has not been approved - -nor 
clisa_pprovcd--· by any votc of this Cornmission. 
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