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MEMORANDUM

o:  File date: August 9, 1995

from:  Tanya M. Sandros
CARP Specialist

via:

CONGRESS

subject: Call from John Pillin

Mr. Pillin called to discuss the Motion to Dismiss. He expressed concern that the
Office was going to dismiss his claim in the Musical Works Fund for 1994 because he had not
supplied the Office with his correct address as required by the regulations. The address for
Ultra Hot Razor Music is correct as listed on the 94 Service List. The confusion issued from
an earlier address he had provided the Copyright Office during a move. This address, however,
had never been added to the Service List although I expressly asked Mr. Pillin if I should do so
at the time he gave me this information.

I proceeded to explain to Mr. Pillin that the Motion to Dismiss was also
predicated on the lack of a filing of a Notice of Intent to Participate. He admitted that he had
not filed such a notice with the Office. I further explained that oppositions to Motions and
replies to oppositions must be filed within the specified time period outlined in the rules,
namely, ten business days from the date of service for the opposition motions and five days for
replies.

His major concern was whether the dismissal would affect his settlement in the
Sound Recording Fund, his standing in the music community or his copyright on his musical
compilations. In response, I explained that the two funds were totally independent, and that his
settlement agreement with the participants in the Sound Recording Fund was in no way affected
by the present Motion to Dismiss his claim in the Musical Works Fund. Furthermore, the
Motion to Dismiss pertained only to his rights to pursue his claim to the DART royalties in the
1994 Musical Works Fund, and would not affect his right to file claims in future years or the
copyrights to his musical creations.

At the conclusion of our discussion, he understood:

1) the basis for the Motion to Dismiss was both the lack of filing a Notice of Intent
to Participate - an important regulatory requirement allegedly not met by the
parties named in the Motion, in addition to his perceived failure to file a change
of address with this office;
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2) the need to file a change of address with the Office in a timely manner;

3) any action taken on this Motion would have no effect on his settlement in the
Sound Recording Fund;

4) dismissal from the Musical Works Fund made no statement on the validity of his
copyrights;

5) the need to follow procedural rules to continue in the proceedings; and

6) the need to respond to a Motion in a timely manner.

Finally, I explained that he would receive a copy of any Order issued by the
Office in response to the original Motion. He indicated that he expected no money from this
fund, and now had a better understanding of the process. He also voiced no further opposition
to the Motion since any action by the Office would not effect his prior settlement, his standing
in the music community or his copyrights.

CC:

Marilyn J. Kretsinger
Bill Roberts
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