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BEFORE THE
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
WASHINGTON, D.C.
Inre CONTINUOUS ACTION
Consolidated Docket No’s
DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY FUNDS 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021)

DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS  19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021)

JMMARY ENT ORDER IN- A RDER REPLY
D EXCL ED PTP 2018-2021 D

Claimant David Powell individual rebut reply to Judges show cause order is in-limine
raised a preliminary motion about the issue admissibility of oral evidence by joint opposition
and or judges believed by the movant to be prejudicial and legal prejudice shown.

Claimant has demonstrated a required “significant interest” in this & all Royalty’s Funds
proceedings. At issue a facially valid Pro Se Prima Facie Case w/ Prima Facie evidence
sufficient to establish a fact or sustain judgment PTP; unless physical-fact evidence rule
contradictory PTP evidence is produced by opposing group claimant(s) or judges not a
scintilla of physical evidence ever produced. Pro Se confirm statutory requirement are met
discernible assertion of fact proved up w/ merit specificity.

Notice of issues agency action refusal willful blindness forbearance Administrative
Discovery Pro Se claimant legal prejudice shown a protected class & activity breach of
statutory duty class-based animus Title VI specifically 601 immediate breach failure to act
cover up state action Proved Up.

Averment of Due Notice respectfully requesting Judges sua sponte order to compel
the Licensing Section of the Copyright Office to send repayment agreement w/ my
name added to repayment list PTP as recipient of Royalty payments enclosed as
other similar claimants. So | can sign and timely return to the Copyright Royalty
Board & Licensing Section.

° inistrative Pr re A A T : A § 551 Lujan
v. Nat’l Wildlife Found.. 497 U.S. 871 110 S. Ct. 3177, 3189 (1




Brief description new proposed category 9, Claimant category definition, as an only
individual Pro Se settling claimant David Powell PTP only Group, representative by Pro
Se claimant David Powell, that asserts multiple claims category in a given claim year for
Cable Satellite Allocation & Distributions Royalty Funds. Interactive Digital
Communication oral, wire, electronic, Al Communications (NIL) content.

Pro Se claimant David Powell only, identified as arranged into all nine programs
categories, e.g. consolidated infusion in all 9 groups program category’s as the 6% PTP
settling claimant individual similar to the other five joint claimant(s) SD groups.

Satellite and Cable TV transmission Multimedia/ Publishing Kit Digital live or simulcast
Streaming, (DART) Music, Radio, Sports, Internet TV, Al, Rate and Terms, publishing,
produce programming w/ voice activated content. As the 9t PTP settling claimant
individual as the other 8t joint claimant(s) CD groups. 42 USC § 1985 (1-3) Pro Se
individual claimant adversely negatively affected discriminatory design purpose
harm deliberately repeated RETALIATORY CONDUCT

Exclusive rights as Copyright owner to my Brand Named Companies identified as the 6t
Pro Se settling claimant individual group program category w/ 5% agreement. The
permission to use my services or any other subscription or non-subscription provider as
the 6% & 9t Allocation & Distribution claimant as others PTP et al, Sound Exchange Inc.,
& Canadian Claimants do. David Powell TV Network retransmission of cable, satellite, &
radio broadcast content technology such as Artificial Intelligence content. Legal
prejudice shown a Facially sufficient valid vested rights PTP as others similar PTP
preferential treatment given. Pro Se treated differently than other PTP.

Artificial Intelligence Digital Interactive w/ previous 1-8 and now 9t proposed category as
Pro Se individual claimant as the 6%, & 9t settling claimant party consolidated infusion
w/ the previous 1-8 category’s. Exclusive as the Pro Se claimant royalty allocation &
distribution Phase 1 and 2 Cable & Satellite. Pro Se claimant produced content-based
Artificial Intelligence voice activated self-author generated work programming content to
include musical (DART) works performed during programs that are separately
represented as parts of the 9 categories defined above.




If it pleases the Interim Chief Copyright Royalty Judges:

Mr. Powell for good cause shown a clear & concise specificity statements of why the judges
should not dismiss Mr. Powell as a participant in this or any instant proceedings again.
Specifically, affiant Mr. Powell has provided in the past and now will reiterate a clear precise
statement of his interest in this subject matter proceedings so that the judges are able to
clearly determine whether Mr. Powell has the significant interest required by 17 USC §
803(b)(2)(C) & 37 CFR § 351.1 (b)(2)(i)(C).

Joint opposition bad motives retaliation historical exclusion to segregate, segregation, & w/
segregationist policy. To discriminatory design purpose legal prejudice shown prejudicial in-
limine. To restrict David Powell entitled vested rights refusal to deal, blacklisted from PTP by

settling joint opposition parties & previous Judges unreasonable decision w/o physical proof.

Sham exception refusal by both to reply to authority citations insufficient evidence failure of
record proof inability to produce on record an absence of proof to support any or (both)
party’s faint simulated pleadings a disparate impact. Thus, immediate breach Mr. Powell is
entitled to Summary Judgment exigent in this and all other prior proceedings relief.
Retroactive a counter affidavit asserted PTP w/ 5% in 2018-2021 in each prior year arrears
royalty recipient common agent payment injunctive relief. 17 USC § 803(b)(6)(C)(iv)

Chain of events not ruled on rebut by Pro Se motion to compel joint opposition on its own
incriminating evidence 6/20/25 & untimely response 9/15/25. Pro Se timely response on
6/30/25, 8/29/25 2 request motion order reply PTP not to dismiss & reply to WDS-A
discovery opposition. On 9/18/25 Pro Se submitted but agency action not filed by the
officers of the agency for response for summary judgment sua sponte, For out of time stale

laim by join ition givin rance of th ression of eviden i r leqgal
rejudice. A back dated ran iud der 9/16/25 w/o reply to Title VI ificall
1 sufficient evidence proof of recipient of receiving federal fund law Firm [

laiman




It is unclear if joint opposition reply 9/15/25 is for not to be dismissed PTP or amended
WDS-A discovery reply. If its confusion to Pro Se it must be unclear to Judges also, both
regardless it is out of time. Pro Se challenge the veracity and impugn false statements
made by joint opposition law firms on behalf of their client’s claimants & or prior Royalty
Judges w/o sufficient proof of Pro Se not having required significant interest while acting in
official capacity inter alia & alios. Habit Evidence routine practice FEDERAL Rule 406
asserted Unique doc# 77786 & 77785 appears to be out of sort sequence undue influence.

Pro Se claimant states a Prima Facie case asserted causation still exists w/ proximate
cause a sham exception. Joint opposition & prior Judges concerted action a frivolous
defense and unproven simulated facts. Admission by Silence non-reply refusal to deal and
avoidance refusal to answer Title VI specifically 601 on record. This is call the doctrine of
incontrovertible physical facts. Thus, Pro Se motion Nil-dicit default, no-answer, & post
answer default judgment, judgment as a matter of law.

Thus, Pro Se claimant asserts counter affidavit class-based animus Badge of Fraud of
being singled out as a PTP claimant in this & other proceedings for the enrichment of the
joint opposing settling party(s) benefits. The appearance of malicious accusations and
defamation per se through false language & engaged or engaging in direct systemic
discrimination conduct. Copyright criminal infringement to adversely negatively affected
David Powell claimant to maintain his PTP in this or any proceedings historically is illegal
per se. Unless the affidavit of (merit) claim of estop succeeds for injunctive relief 5% & PTP.

THE PENNSYLVANI S. (19 WALL.) 125.1 74
_ ition, law firn
ior n i f proof, failure of recor ilure-of-proof defen
establish fact to a claim to exclusion of Mr. Powell claimant PTP
EF ETO 2022 ALLOCATI DISTRI PHASE 1 & 2 CATEGORY

IGNIFICANT INTEREST PTP MATTER OF RD 9/4/2 18/25 CD/SD




EXECUTED DATED: SEPTEMBER 26, 2025

Under penalties of perjury, | declare that | have read the foregoing and the facts are true to
the best of my knowledge and belief. Declaration in Chief 28 USCA § 1746.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

[S/ DAVID POWELL. PRO SE
DAVID POWELL, PRO SE

POB 238

MINGO JUNCTION, OHIO 43938
(305) 967-2021-PHONE
DAVIDPOWELL008@YAHOO.COM
COUNSEL OF RECORD

ERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on September 26, 2025 a true and correct copy
of the foregoing was sent via e-crb to all law firm parties & Judges by electronic
transmission:

IS/ DAVID POWELL. COUNSEL OF RECORD

CC: ENCLOSED APPURTENANCE ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE ATTACHED
SUBMISSION TO A SPECIAL FINDINGS OF FACTS TO SUSTAIN MR. POWELL

PTP IN THIS PROCEEDINGS




BEFORE THE
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
WASHINGTON, D.C.

INRE
Consolidated Docket No’s

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY FUNDS 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021)
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS 19-CRB-0011-SD (2018-2021)

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE | AND Ii (2018-2021) CABLE &
SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS & GRANTING PTP

Claimant David Powell PTP hereby motion the Copyright Royalty Judges to enter
SUMMARY JUDGMENT in favor of prevailing movant David Powell against all joint non-
movants et al in the amount of 5% royalty recipient payment in Allocation & Distribution
Phase | and Il Cable & Satellite Royalty funds for (2018-2021) w/ interest special damages.

On the grounds all joint opposition non-movants et al nil-dicit default judgment
after fails to file a timely answer after appearance in case by filing a preliminary motion
6/20/25. To movant David Powell motion rebut 6/30/25, 2 8/29/25, & reply rebut 9/18/25 w/
in 5 days to 9/15/25. Joint opposition reply 9/15/25 estoppel by acquiescence not filed in a
timely matter now out of time stale claim. The court after reviewing the motion & relevant
laws finds the motion for summary judgment and special damages is well taken.

SO ORDERED

Entered:

Copyright Royalty Interim Judge




Before the

COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
WASHINGTON, D.C.
inre CONTINUOUS ACTION
DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY FUNDS Consolidated Docket No.

19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021)

19-CRB-0011-SD (2018-2021)

16-CRB-0009-CD-SD (2014-2017)
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING DAVID POWELL OMNIBUS MOTIONS FOR RULING
ON CLAIMS ISSUES, ISSUANCE OF ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE | AND I,
A DE NOVO DETERMINATION, AND A SCHEDULE RELATED TO THE 2014-2017;
(2018-2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS.

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE BY JOINTLY NON-MOVANTS ET AL OR IN THE
ALTERNATIVE TO BE DISMISSED AS PARTICIPANT PURSUANT TO TITLE VI
SPECIFICALLY 601, EXECUTIVE ORDER 12250 AS RECIPIENTS FEDERAL & STATE
MONEY ACTUAL INJURY STANDING IMMEDIATE BREACH, PENNSYLVANIA RULE

« This matter is before the Copyright Royalty Judges on behalf of David Powell
omnibus motion in this instant proceedings to countermand all previous DISMISSED order
GRANTED. Based on the grounds necessary implication bias retaliatory conduct w/ sham
exception to receive favorable rulings from the court. Thus, David Powell motion order that
the opposing party et al did receive as a recipient of Federal and State dollars. Pursuant to
Title VI specifically 601 and should not be allowed 11 amendment immunity as a matter of
record. For this reason joint opposing party order to show cause, additional reason set forth
proof in my Written Direct Statement, Comments Objection, & Proposed Finding of Facts

matter of record attached document proof. Having reviewed the motions and any response



thereto, is GRANTED as the judge David Powell motion 5% royalty each year (1999-2009),
(2010-2013), (2014-2017), (2018-2021) allocation and distribution Phase | and Il recipient.
Countermand all previous dismissed orders by the courts a DE Novo determination
GRANTED & sua sponte reinstated 2014-2017, 2018-2021 case based on the jointly non-

movants party et al own incriminating statements in motion 6/20/25.

SO ORDERED

Entered:

Copyright Royalty Judge




EXHIBIT B

Petitions to participate in Phase i

Petitioner

Billy Graham Evangelistic Association

02 689G 2849y

Certain Devotioral Claimants

202 663 Boog

David Powell

305 53Q-~\"\55

-
¢

Joint Sports Claimants

202 942 5004

Motion Picture Association of America

National Association of Broadcasters

Word of God Fellowship dba Daystar
Television Network

214769 aeqq

Worldwide Subsidy Group LLC dba
Independent Producers Group

217 ©24 \C\C\Q:

Counsel

Edward S Hammerman

Hammerman PLLC dba Intermediary Copyright Royalty Services
5335 Wisconsin Avenue NW #440

Washington DC 20015-2054

Clifford M Harrington

Matthew J Maclean

Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
P.O. Box 57197

Washington, DC 20036-99g97

David Powell, pro se
P.O. Box 010950
Miami, FL 33101

Robert Alan Garrett®

Stephen K. Marsh

Arnold & Porter LLP

555 Twelfth Street NW
Washington. DC 20004-1206

Gregory Olaniran

Lucy Plovnick

Mitchell Silberberg & Knupp LLP
1818 N Street NW, 8™ Fioor
Washington, DC 20036

John | Stewart, Jr.

Jennifer H Burdman

Crowell & Moring LLP

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, D.C. 20004

Gregory H Guillot
Gregory H. Guillot, P C
13455 Noel Road, #1000
Dallas TX 75240

Brian D. Boydston

Pick & Boydston, LLP
10786 LeConte Ave

Los Angeles CA 90024

} Co-counsel Philip R. Hochberg, Potomac MO, Ritchie T Thomas, Squire. Sanders & Dempsey LLP,
WMashington, OC. Of Counsal’ Thomas J Ostertag. Office of the Commissioner of Baseball. New York

Wome suoPP EE*I;-'\RD
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202 409 7600

Distribution Case Scheduling Order - 5




PAS RETYRA TR,
srmmpﬁmp‘l S censivg oivision

Notice of Use of Sound Recordings SEP 2 7 20
under Statutory License
RECEIVED

United States Copyright Office

[n accordance with 37 ckr 270.1, the transmission service named below hereby files with the Library of
Congress, United States Copyright Office, 2 notice stating the service’s intention to use the statutory license
under sections 112(e) or 114(d}(2), or both, of title 17 of the United States Code, as amended by Public Law
104-39, 109 Stat. 336, and Public Law 105-304, 112 Stat. 2860.

Please enclose a check or money order for the nonrefundable filing fee,

Check, if applicable:

payable to Register of Copyrights. Mail to:
Copyright Royalty Board

[0 Amended filing ATTN: Licensing Division

PO Box 70977

New Information

AR @07 A&

S VY QR Qm& n&

[SS .

1

Signature

Washington, DC 200240977

Please type or print the requested information for each item. If this is an amended filing, please indicate
which item contains new information by checking the “New Information” box to the left of that item.

A
™ s\c.R‘".E' WS
Name of service *th ? L X B S

Mailing address PO BOX onoasD TYWAMiIs FL 33108

NOTE: A post office box 15 acczptabie if it is the only address that can te used ini that geographic iocation.

Telephone no A0% 539 ~\135

Fax no. i

NOTE: informanon must be provided un how 1o gain acress to the astline welmite ar iisimy pugr of the seevice, or
where informanan may ke posied under the eguiutions cancermng the use of Wi ecordings.

Wabsita address of service  hitp//

Nature of license and categary of service: {Check all that apply}
a  Statutory licerse for digital transmissions, 17 USC §n1g4{dj(2}

Preexisiing subscription service d Eligible nonsubscription transmission seryive
Preexisting satellite digital audio radio service é New subscription service

b Statutory license for making ephemeral phonorecords, 17 USC §nz2fe}

Preexisting subscription service ﬂ Eligible norsubscription transmission service
Preexisting satellite digira, audio radio service New subscription service

A business sstablishment making ephemeral phonorecords in furcherance of an exempt digital
»

transmussion pursuant to ;7 USC §1{d)(2){C)iv}

Date or expected date of

Initial digital transmission of a sound recording U.A“‘\ Y ZOOD

‘nitial use of the §nz(e} ticense for the purposz of

making ephemeral recordings of sound recordings U-Aﬁ N\ 5 20 O D
Officer or authorized representative of service

Name M&—‘-—

Title DWNER
Date Q: \2 220

emal address

NOTE: The date of filing will be the date wien the notice and jee are botli meeived in the Copyright Office.

Privacy Act Notice: Sections 112 anc 114 of tithe 17 of tire Unired Siares Code autharizes the Copyright DFice ro collect the personaily identifving ieformation (21i; requested on this form

n ;udes to pracess your Notice of Use, PEi °s uny pe-sonal :afnrmation that can be used to identify or contact an individual, such as names, sddrenes, and teleshone aumbers, 3y providing
i1, you are agreeing 10 the routine use of it o establish and maintain 4 public record, which includes appedring ‘n the Otfice’s public indexes. The effevis of aot groviding the 21t requested
32 that <1 may deray the processing of your Notice of Use, and it may affec the iegai sufficiency of the [iling, 3 determination that would be made by « court of faw.

w28g 1/101)

e




yahoo/| mail Search your mail = Q Go back to the old Yahoo Mail @ Goad-free

tacts More v
& Back Q& A B H O W @& e v X

3O Inbox

w Fwd: Your eCRB filing was submitted successfully

Sent david powell
mn To: me - Wed, Sep 24 at 5:28 PM v

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

Ad removed.
From: eCRB@app.crb.gov how i
Date: September 18, 2025 at 6:05:08 PM EDT
To: davidpowell008@yahoo.com
Subject: Your eCRB filing was submitted successfully

Dear David Powell,

Your eCRB filing was submitted successfully for review by the Copyright Royalty
Board:

« Date: 09/18/2025 06:04 PM EDT
« Docket: 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021) Consolidated
+ Document(s):

o GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 AND 2 (2018-
2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS

o [PROPOSED ORDER] GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION
PHASE 1 & 2 (2018-2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS

4

After your filing Is
results.
You can also track the status of your filing on your eCRB dashboard.

d, you will ive another email informing you of the

Regards,

eCRB User Support Team
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential. if you are not the intended
recipient, you do not have parmission to disclose copy, distribute or open any
attachments. If you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately by
retuming it to the sender and delete this copy from your system.

Reply Forward &>

Storage




yuhoo! mail Search your mail 3 Q Go back to the oid Yahoo Mail
Q
wKacts
& Back & A B O DO B @& e » 4 X
"Ex 3 Inbox
one .
s Your eCRB filing was submitted successfully
Sent Your eCRB filing for a reply motion for summary judgment allocation and distribution phase 1and 2 of
mn the Cable & Satellite Royalty Funds was submitted successfully on 09/18/2025 at 0556 PM EDT.
o
Drafts
& Created by Yahoo Mail © Was this message summary helpful? ¢ GJ
Foiders
i To: me - Thu, Sep 18 at 5:56 PM v
Ad removed.
Show details
Dear David Powell,
Your eCRB filing was submitted successfully for review by the Copyright Royalty Board:
« Date: 09/18/2025 05:56 PM EDT
» Docket: 19-CRB-0011-SD (2018-21) CONSOLIDATED
¢ Document(s):
o GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 AND 2 (2018-2021) CABLE &
SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS
o [PROPOSED]} ORDER GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 AND 2 (2018-
2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS
After your filing is reviewed, you will ive another email informing you of the results.
You can also track the status of your filing on your eCRB dashboard.
Regards,
eCRB User Support Team
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This e-mail and any attachments are confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, you do not
have permission to disclose copy, distribute or open any attachments. if you have received this
email in arror, please notify us immediately by returning it to the sender and delete this copy from
your system.
Reply & Forward &>
O

Storage

@ Goad-free

More «




United States
Copyright Royalty Board

Case search  Document search

pasnpoard

Pending royalty claims Processed royalty claims

There are no pending claims.

Knowledge base

View favorite dockets

Pending petitions to participate Processed petitions to participate

There are no pending petitions to participate.

Pending in rate-setting proceedings Processed in rate-setting proceedings

There are no pending filings.

Pending in distribution proceedings

Sort results ~

Processed in distribution proceedings

* Docket 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021) Consolidated (2018-21 CD Consolidated) %

Submitted date 09/18/2025 06:04 PM EDT
Document(s) filed [

ELL REPLY MOTI

MMAR

ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 AND 2 (2018-2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS reply to

91525 summarymotionorder 20182021 09-18-2025_16-27-18-661.pdf




(3 [PROPOSED ORDER] GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 & 2 (2018-2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS MOTION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ORDER IN- LIMINE 2018-2021.docx

Actions /

Docket 19-CRB-0011-SD (2018-21) CONSOLIDATED (2018-21 SD Consolidated) ¥
Submitted date 09/18/2025 05:56 PM EDT

§<— Document(s) filed [ GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 AND 2 (2018-2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS reply to
91525 summarymotionorder 20182021 09-18-2025_16-27-18-661.pdf
(3 [PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 AND 2 (2018-2021) CABLE & SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS
MOTION SUMMARY JUDGMENT ORDER IN- LIMINE 2018-2021.docx

Actions View

Docket 23-CRB-0009-SD (2022) (2022 SD) ¥
Submitted date 09/18/2025 05:28 PM EDT

Document(s) filed (3 MR. POWELL VERIFIED MOTION TO COMPEL & INTRODUCE INCRIMINATING
PRIMA FACI BUTTLE EVIDE ABL ATELLITE ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION 2022 & ANY

ARREARS PRIOR YEARS ROYALTY PAYMENTS W/ LICENSE SECTION 2022917cdsdmotiontocompelrelief
09-18-2025_16-21-50-113.pdf

Actions

Docket 23-CRB-0008-CD (2022) (2022 CD) ¥
Submitted date 09/18/2025 05:20 PM EDT

Document(s) filed (% MR. POWELL VERIFIED MOTION TO COMPEL & INTRODUCE INCRIMINATING
PRIMA FACIE REBUTTLE EVIDENCE CABLE & SATELLITE ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION 2022 & ANY

ARREARS PRIOR YEARS ROYALTY PAYMENTS W/LICENSE SECTION 2022917cdsdmotiontocompelrelief
09-18-2025_16-21-50-113.pdf

Actions




Commercial Television Claimants - Participant
Devotional Claimants - Participant

Global Music Rights, LLC - Participant

Joint Sports Claimants - Participant

Major League Soccer, L.L.C. - Participant
Multigroup Claimants - Participant

Powell, David - Participant

Program Suppliers - Participant

Public Television Claimants - Participant
SESAC Performing Rights, LLC - Participant

National Public Radio - Interested Party

Documents IS Search documents...

Sort results ¥ Rows

Unique doc. # 77786

}{ Title Order 5 to Show Cause Why David Powell Should Not Be Dismissed
Type Order
Party Copyright Royalty Board
Date 09/16/2025 03:51 PM EDT

2 22201
Ulllque doco # ririol



Title

Joint Opposition To "WDS-A Motion To Compel Discovery By 8/29/25 2nd Request CD/SD 2018-
2021" Filed By David Powell

Type Response in Opposition

Party Major League Soccer, L.L.C., Program Suppliers, Joint Sports Claimants, Public Television
Claimants, Commercial Television Claimants, SESAC Performing Rights, LLC, Devotional Claimants,
Broadcast Music, Inc., ASCAP, SESAC (joint participants), Broadcast Music, Inc., American Society of
Composers, Authors and Publishers, Global Music Rights, LLC, Canadian Claimants Group, Multigroup
Claimants

Date 09/15/2025 05:13 PM EDT

Unique doc. # 77778

Title Settling Devotional Claimants CD 2018-21 Amended Written Direct Statement
Type Written Direct Statement - Amended

Party Devotional Claimants

Date 09/12/2025 08:13 PM EDT

Uniquedoc. # 77777

Title Baile-Holloway Exhibit 5 - Program Schedules Calendar Year 2021
Type Attachment

Party Public Television Claimants

Date 09/12/2025 06:28 PM EDT

Unique doc. # 77776

Title Baile-Holloway Exhibit 5 - Program Schedules Calendar Year 2020
Type Attachment

Party Public Television Claimants

Date 09/12/2025 06:28 PM EDT

Unique doc. # 77775




Title

Joint Opposition To "WDS-A Motion To Compel Discovery By 8/29/25 2nd Request CD/SD 2018-
2021" Filed By David Powell

Type Response in Opposition

Party Broadcast Music, Inc., ASCAP, SESAC (joint participants), American Society of Composers,
Authors and Publishers (ASCAP), Joint Sports Claimants, Broadcast Music, Inc., Commercial Television
Claimants, SESAC Performing Rights LLC, Global Music Rights, LLC, Major League Soccer, L.L.C., Program
Suppliers, Devotional Claimants, Multigroup Claimants

Date 09/15/2025 05:17 PM EDT

Unique doc. # 47073

Title declaration of notice of controversy-allocation, notification of status of negotiation
Type Notice of Controversy

Party Powell, David

Date 02/07/2025 03:25 PM EST

Unique doc. # 47058

Title MPA Notice Of Controversies
Type Notice of Controversy

Party Program Suppliers

Date 02/07/2025 03:28 PM EST

* Unique doc. # 77785

Title Order 3 to Show Cause Why David Powell Should Not Be Dismissed
Type Order

Party Copyright Royalty Board

Date 09/16/2025 04:07 PM EDT

Unique doc. # 43797




PUBLIC

Before the
UNITED STATES COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
The Library of Congress
Washington, D.C.
Invre
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE CONSOLIDATED
ROYALTY FUNDS Docket No. 19-CRB-0011-SD (2018-21)

ORDER 3 TO SHOW CAUSE WHY DAVID POWELL SHOULD NOT BE DISMISSED
Upon review of the filings in this proceeding by David Powell,' the Copyright Royalty

Judges (“Judges”) find that Mr. Powell has not established a basis for the Judges to clearly
conclude that Mr. Powell has a sufficient interest in this proceeding. Therefore, the Judges find
good cause to ORDER Mr. Powell to SHOW CAUSE within ten days from the date of this
Order why the Judges should not dismiss Mr. Powell as a participant in this proceeding.
Specifically, Mr. Powell shall provide a clear statement of his interest in this proceeding so that
the Judges are able to clearly determine whether Mr. Powell has the significant interest required
by 17 U.S.C. § 803(b)(2)(C) and 37 C.F.R. § 351.1(b)(2)(i)}(C). If Mr. Powell is unable to
provide such sufficient evidence, or if Mr. Powell fails to respond to this Order within the

allotted ten days, he will be dismissed as a participant in this proceeding.

SO ORDERED.
Christina  oarama”
Shifton va24 0400
Christina L. Shifton
Interim Chief Copyright Royalty Judge

DATED: September 16, 2025

! See, e.g. “declaration of notice of controversy-allocation, notification of status of negotiation” (¢CRB no. 47073)
and “WDS-A MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY BY 8/29/25 2ND REQUEST CD/SD 2018-2021” (eCRB no.
58704).

md/prp Order 3 to Show Cause Why David Powell Should Not Be
Dismissed - 1




PUBLIC

Before the
UNITED STATES COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
The Library of Congress
Washington, D.C.
Inre
DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE CONSOLIDATED
ROYALTY FUNDS Docket No. 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-21)

ORDER 5 TO SHOW CAUSE WHY DAVID POWELL SHOULD NOT BE DISMISSED
On June 20, 2025, the Allocation Phase Parties! and Distribution Phase parties Multigroup
Claimants (“MC”) and Major League Soccer, LLC (“MLS”) (collectively “Parties”) asked the
Copyright Royalty Judges (“Judges”) to dismiss Mr. Powell as a participant or to issue an order to
show cause why David Powell should not be dismissed for lack of a significant interest in this
proceeding as required by 17 U.S.C. § 803(b)(1)(B) and 37 C.F.R. § 351.1(b)(2)(i)(c). Joint
Motion to Dismiss David Powell as Participant or, in the Alternative, for Order to Show Cause

(“Motion’) (eCRB no. 58400).

On June 30, 2025, Mr. Powell submitted a Written Direct Statement (“Powell WDS”)
which includes an “Introduction Memorandum” that, according to Mr. Powell, “describes
contents of David Powell d/b/a CGN Inc. written direct case and briefly state written testimony
and witnesses. Along w/ rebuttal reply to 6/20/25 pleadings.” Powell WDS at 1 (emphasis
added). Mr. Powell filed no additional response to the Motion prior to the deadline of July 7,

2025.

! The Allocation Phase Parties consist of Program Suppliers, Joint Sports Claimants (“JSC”), the National
Association of Broadcasters and the Commercial Television Claimants (“CTV”), Canadian Claimants Group
(“CCG”), Settling Devotional Claimants (“SDC”), Public Broadcasting Service and the Public Television Claimants
(“PTV”) and Music Claimants (Broadcast Music, Inc. (“BMI”), the American Society of Composers, Authors and
Publishers (“ASCAP”), SESAC Performing Rights, LLC (“SESAC”) and, for purposes of this submission, Global
Music Rights, LLC (“GMR”)).
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The Judges have reviewed the Powell WDS and find no comprehensible rebuttal to the
Motion nor any description of Mr. Powell’s alleged significant interest in this proceeding.
Likewise, Mr. Powell’s Statement of Significant Interest included in his Petition to Participate,
quoted in full below, does not contain a definite comprehensible description of Mr. Powell’s

interest in this proceeding:

[Slignificant interest in programs categories commercial tv claimants,
music(DART) authors and publishers, sports, religious, interactive digital
communication reality, live streaming, remotely, syndicated and rebroadcasted and
program supplier to CGN INC/ David Powell and own the copyrights in that
programming and has submitted a claim within the meaning 17 USC ss.
803(b)(1)(B), 803(b)(2)(C), 37 CFR ss. 351.1(b)(2)(1)(ii)(C)(D), 17 USC ss.

801(b)(3)(B);(3) compulsory & statutory license and actively participated since

1999. significant interest in both subject matter phases of the allocation &

distribution phases I, II of this proceeding a valid claim does exist w/ sufficient

evidence to substantiate to the judges the basis to allocate royalties to claimant. 37

CRF ss. 351.1(b)(4). asserting claim specificity the sub funds and new fund (9)

identified[.]”

Upon review of the Motion, the Powell WDS, and Mr. Powell’s Petition to Participate, the
Judges find that Mr. Powell did not state facts sufficient for the Judges to clearly conclude that he
has a sufficient interest in this proceeding. Therefore, the Judges find good cause to GRANT the
Motion in part and hereby ORDER Mr. Powell to SHOW CAUSE within ten days from the date
of this Order why the Judges should not dismiss Mr. Powell as a participant in this proceeding.
Specifically, Mr. Powell shall provide a clear statement of his interest in this proceeding so that
the Judges are able to clearly determine whether Mr. Powell has the significant interest required
by 17 U.S.C. § 803(b)(2)(C) and 37 C.F.R. § 351.1(b)(2)(i)(C). If Mr. Powell is unable to
provide such sufficient evidence, or if Mr. Powell fails to respond to this Order within the allotted

ten days, he will be dismissed as a participant in this proceeding.

SO ORDERED.
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Christina  Conswiton”
Shifton  i55ids'oo”
Christina L. Shifton
Interim Chief Copyright Royalty Judge

DATED: September 16, 2025

md/prp Order 5 to Show Cause Why David Powell Should Not Be
Dismissed - 3




Electronically Filed
Docket: 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021) Consolidated
Filing Date: 09/15/2025 05:13:53 PM EDT

Before the
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
The Library of Congress
Washington, DC

Inre

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY DOCKET NO. 19-CRB-0010 CD

FUNDS (2018-21)
Inre

DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE DOCKET NO. 19-CRB-0011 SD

ROYALTY FUNDS (2018-21)

JOINT OPPOSITION TO “WDS-A MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY BY 8/29/25 2
REQUEST CD/SD 2018-2021” FILED BY DAVID POWELL

The parties in this proceeding, namely Program Suppliers, Joint Sports Claimants (“JSC”),
the National Association of Broadcasters and the Commercial Television Claimants (“CTV™),
Canadian Claimants Group (“CCG”), Settling Devotional Claimants (“SDC”), Public
Broadcasting Service and the Public Television Claimants (“PTV”) and Music Claimants,’
(collectively, the “Allocation Phase Parties™), and Distribution Phase parties Multigroup Claimants
(“MC”) and Major League Soccer, LLC (“MLS”), each of which is a participant in this proceeding
(collectively “Parties”), hereby submit their joint opposition to the pleading entitled “WDS-A
Motion To Compel Discovery By 8/29/25 2% Request CD/SD 2018-2021” (“Powell Motion”),

which David Powell filed with the Copyright Royalty Judges (“Judges”) on August 29, 2025.

! The Music Claimants consist of Broadcast Music, Inc. (“BMI”), the American Society of
Composers, Authors and Publishers (“ASCAP”), SESAC Performing Rights, LLC (“SESAC”)
and, for purposes of this submission, Global Music Rights, LLC (“GMR”).
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Docket: 19-CRB-0011-SD (2018-21) CONSOLIDATED
Filing Date: 09/15/2025 05:17:19 PM EDT

Before the
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
The Library of Congress
Washington, DC

Inre

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY DOCKET NO. 19-CRB-0010 CD

FUNDS (2018-21)
Inre

DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE DOCKET NO. 19-CRB-0011 SD

ROYALTY FUNDS (2018-21)

JOINT OPPOSITION TO “WDS-A MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY BY 8/29/25 2nd
REQUEST CD/SD 2018-2021” FILED BY DAVID POWELL

The parties in this proceeding, namely Program Suppliers, Joint Sports Claimants (“JSC”),
the National Association of Broadcasters and the Commercial Television Claimants (“CTV”),
Canadian Claimants Group (“CCG”), Settling Devotional Claimants (“SDC”), Public
Broadcasting Service and the Public Television Claimants (“PTV”) and Music Claimants,’
(collectively, the “Allocation Phase Parties”), and Distribution Phase parties Multigroup Claimants
(“MC”) and Major League Soccer, LLC (“MLS”), each of which is a participant in this proceeding
(collectively “Parties™), hereby submit their joint opposition to the pleading entitled “WDS-A
Motion To Compel Discovery By 8/29/25 22 Request CD/SD 2018-2021” (“Powell Motion™),

which David Powell filed with the Copyright Royalty Judges (“Judges™) on August 29, 2025.

! The Music Claimants consist of Broadcast Music, Inc. (“BMI”), the American Society of
Composers, Authors and Publishers (“ASCAP”), SESAC Performing Rights, LLC (“SESAC”)
and, for purposes of this submission, Global Music Rights, LLC (“GMR”).
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For the reasons discussed herein, the Judges should reject the Powell Motion. The Judges
should also issue an order dismissing Mr. Powell, a pro se litigant,? from both of these proceedings,
as he lacks a significant interest in the proceedings as required by 37 C.F.R. § 351.1(b)(2)(i)(C)
and Section 803(b)(1)(B) of the Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C. § 803(b)(1)(B).}

I The Powell Motion Is Indecipherable And Must Be Rejected

The Powell Motion is indecipherable. Indeed, it is unclear from reviewing the Powell
Motion what relief Mr. Powell is even seeking. The title of the Powell Motion says that it seeks
to “compel discovery” and that it is a “2°¢ Request,” but to date Mr. Powell has not submitted any
prior motion (related to discovery, or otherwise) in either of these proceedings.* The body of the

Powell Motion then digresses to address multiple claims and arguments that are unrelated to

2 In some of the filings submitted in these proceedings, Mr. Powell has asserted that he is filing on
behalf of (or otherwise doing business as) a corporate entity, “Circle God Network Inc.” As a non-
attorney, Mr. Powell may not represent corporate entities before the Judges, as he purports to here.
37 C.F.R. § 303.2.

3 The Parties filed a Joint Motion seeking to dismiss Mr. Powell from the 2018-21 Cable
Proceeding on June 20, 2025. See Joint Motion To Dismiss David Powell As A Participant, Or In
The Alternative, For Order To Show Cause, Docket No. 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-21) (June 20,
2025) (“Joint Motion™). The Joint Motion remains pending before the Judges, is unopposed, and
should be granted. Moreover, as explained herein, Mr. Powell should also be dismissed from the
2018-21 Satellite Proceeding for the same reasons.

4 On June 30, 2025, Mr. Powell filed a document in the 2018-21 Cable Proceeding entitled
“Written Direct Statement On Allocation & Distribution Issues 19-CRB-0010-CD (2018-2021)
Due By 6/30/25; & 19-CRB-0011-SD (2018-2021) Due By 7/30/25 With Order To Show Cause
In Both Proceedings Reply Opposing Et Al 6/20/25.” This filing is also indecipherable, and fails
to satisfy the regulatory requirements for a Written Direct Statement, a motion, or a responsive
pleading. See 37 C.F.R. § 351.4(b) (requiring Written Direct Statements to include “all testimony,
including each witness’ background and qualifications,” designated past records and testimony,
and to set forth a “percentage or dollar claim” to the royalty funds at issue); 37 C.F.R. § 303.4
(requiring a “motion or responsive pleading” to “state concisely the specific relief the party seeks
from the Copyright Royalty Judges, and the legal, factual, and evidentiary basis for granting that
relief (or denying the relief sought by the moving party)”).

Joint Opposition To “WDS-A Motion To Compel Discovery
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discovery, including but not limited to the Parties’ pending Joint Motion seeking to dismiss Mr.
Powell as a participant, the “Noerr-Pennington Doctrine,” allegations of due process violations, a
“Civil-Rights Conspiracy,” the “Missing Evidence Rule,” and the “Pennsylvania Rule.” See
Powell Motion at 1-2. As the Judges stated in response to another filing made by Mr. Powell,
“[t]he Judges cannot grant a request they cannot understand.” Order Denying Powell Motion,
Consolidated Docket No. 2008-3-CRB DD (2007-2011 SRF) at 2 (March 25, 2019). The same
rationale apples here, and the Powell Motion should be denied on that basis.

The three proposed orders submitted with the Powell Motion are similarly problematic.
They purport to seek (1) an order “granting” Mr. Powell’s Petitions to Participate, (2) an order
granting unidentified “omnibus” motions by Mr. Powell and seeking a 5% distribution of royalties
to Mr. Powell for “each year (1999-2009), (2010-2013), (2014-2017) and (2018-2021) allocation
and distribution,” and (3) an order extending the time for Mr. Powell to submit comments related
to “overpayment and surplus issues” in the 2004-2009 Cable and 1999-2009 Satellite Phase II
Proceeding. See Powell Motion at PDF pp. 4-8 and proposed orders. But Mr. Powell either did
not file a Petition to Participate or the Judges already dismissed Mr. Powell as a participant in these
older proceedings,® and the Parties’ Joint Motion seeking to have Mr. Powell dismissed in the
2018-21 Cable Proceeding remains pending. Accordingly, the Judges should also disregard Mr.

Powell’s proposed orders in their entirety.

5 See, e.g., Order Dismissing Petition to Participate, Docket No. 2012-6 CRB CD 2004-2009
(Phase II) (Jan. 10. 2014); Order Dismissing Petition to Participate, Docket No. 2012-6 CRB CD
2004-2009 (Phase II) (April 14, 2014); Order Dismissing David Powell as a Participant, Docket
No. 16-CRB-0009 CD (2014-17) (June 25, 2020).
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1I. Mr. Powell Lacks A Significant Interest In These Proceedings And Should Be
Dismissed.

As explained in detail in the Parties’ Joint Motion, Mr. Powell should be summarily
dismissed from the 2018-21 Cable Proceeding because the “Statement of Significant Interest” in
his Petition to Participate lacks any discernible assertion of facts that would support a finding that
Mr. Powell has a significant interest in the subject matter of the instant proceeding. See 17 U.S.C.
§ 803(b)(1)(B); 37 C.F.R. § 351.1(b)(2)(i)(C).* The Parties’ Joint Motion is unopposed, and
should be granted. Moreover, the same arguments in favor of Mr. Powell’s summary dismissal
also apply with equal force in the 2018-21 Satellite Proceeding, where Mr. Powell submitted
identical filings.

Mr. Powell is a frequent filer in CRB proceedings and, to the Parties’ knowledge, has never
demonstrated a significant interest in any of them — and has consistently been dismissed by the
Judges. In the recent 2014-17 Cable proceeding, the Judges issued an order to show cause, finding
that Mr. Powell “did not state facts in his petition sufficient for the Judges to conclude that he has
a sufficient interest in this proceeding,” and ordering Mr. Powell to “provide what he claims to be
‘sufficient evidence to substantiate the basis of his interest’ in the 2014-17 cable royalties” to
enable the Judges to confirm the statutory requirements are met. See Order to Show Cause Why
David Powell Should Not be Dismissed, Docket No. 16-CRB-0009 CD (2014-17) (June 9, 2020).
Mr. Powell provided a 59-page response which the Judges found “does not provide any evidence
that would support a finding that Mr. Powell has the required significant interest necessary to

sustain his participation in the captioned proceedings,” as a result of which the Judges dismissed

6 See Joint Motion at 1-5.
Joint Opposition To “WDS-A Motion To Compel Discovery
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Mr. Powell. See Order Dismissing David Powell as a Participant, Docket No. 16-CRB-0009 CD
(2014-17) (June 25, 2020).

Since then, the Judges have summarily dismissed Mr. Powell from proceedings in which
his initial submission did not state facts sufficient for the Judges to conclude that he has a sufficient
interest, without an order to show cause. See, e.g., Order Dismissing David Powell, Docket No.
20-CRB-008-CA (2020-2024) at 1-2 (November 5, 2020) (dismissing Mr. Powell from 2020-2024
cable royalty rate adjustment proceeding); Order Dismissing David Powell, Docket No. 20-CRB-
008-CA (2020-2024) at 1-2 (November 5, 2020) (finding “Mr. Powell’s Amended Petition fails to
clearly identify the significant interest that Mr. Powell claims to have in this proceeding™); Order
1 Denying Powell Motion and Dismissing David Powell, Docket No. 24-CRB-0005-CRA (2025-
2029) (Feb. 26, 2025) (same).’

The Judges should take the same action here and dismiss Mr. Powell as a participant in
both the 2018-21 Cable and Satellite Proceedings, with prejudice. The Parties respectfully request
that the Judges proceed to dismiss Mr. Powell promptly in order to avoid any further diversion of

resources and time required to address Mr. Powell’s claims, which have no basis in fact.

7 Other examples are numerous. E.g. Order Denying Powell Motion, Consolidated Docket No.
2008-3 CRB DD (2007-2011 SRF) (March 25, 2019); Order Granting AARC Motion to Dismiss
David Powell and Circle God Network, Consolidated Docket No. 2008-3 CRB DD (2007-2011
SRF) (Jan. 17, 2020); Order Denying Powell Motion to be Added to Repayment Agreement,
Docket No. 16-CRB-0009 CD (2014-17) (Oct. 10, 2019); Order Denying Powell Motion to be
Added to Repayment Agreement, Docket No. 16-CRB-0010-SD (2014-17) (Sept. 19, 2019).
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Proof of Delivery

| hereby certify that on Friday, September 26, 2025, | provided a true and correct copy of
the MOTION SUMMARY JUDGMENT ORDER IN-LIMINE SHOW CAUSE TO ORDER 3
REPLY EXCLUSION NOT TO BE DISMISSED PTP 2018-2021 CD/SD to the following:

American Society of Composers, Authors and Publishers (ASCAP), represented by Sam
Mosenkis, served via E-Service at smosenkis@ascap.com

Broadcast Music, Inc., represented by Brian A Coleman, served via E-Service at
Brian.Coleman@faegredrinker.com

Broadcast Music, Inc., ASCAP, SESAC (joint participants), represented by Jennifer T. Criss,
served via E-Service at jennifer.criss@faegredrinker.com

Commercial Television Claimants, represented by David J Ervin, served via E-Service at
dervin@crowell.com

Devotional Claimants, represented by Matthew J MacLean, served via E-Service at
matthew.maclean@pillsburylaw.com

Global Music Rights, LLC, represented by Scott A Zebrak, served via E-Service at
carly@oandzlaw.com

Joint Sports Claimants, represented by Michael E Kientzle, served via E-Service at
michael.kientzle@arnoldporter.com

Major League Soccer, L.L.C., represented by Edward S. Hammerman, served via E-Service
at ted@copyrightroyalties.com

Multigroup Claimants, represented by Brian D Boydston, served via E-Service at
brianb@ix.netcom.com

National Women's Soccer League, LLC, represented by Edward S. Hammerman, served
via E-Service at ted@copyrightroyalties.com

Premier Lacrosse League, Inc., represented by Edward S. Hammerman, served via
E-Service at ted@copyrightroyalties.com



Program Suppliers, represented by Lucy H Plovnick, served via E-Service at lhp@msk.com

SESAC Performing Rights LLC, represented by Timothy L Warnock, served via E-Service
at twarnock@loeb.com

Signed: /s/ David Powell



