BEFORE THE
UNITED STATES COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS

IN RE

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY FUNDS  DOCKET NO. 19-CRB-0008-CD
(2022)

DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS DOCKET NO. 23-CRB-0009-SD
(2022)

REBUT OBJECTION TO ORDER 4, 5, PRO SE MOTION FOR REHEARING FOR 3/27CD,
4/6/26 ORDER UNREASONABLE DECISION SHAM EXCEPTION NOT TO DISMISS PTP

Claimant David Powell w/i10 days contemporaneous objection, omnibus motions
countermand above previous orders & for en banc rehearing w/stay of this proceedings.
Reversible error obstruction of justice interloper judge’s interference of Civil-Rights class-
based animus bad motive conspiracy 18 USC § 1985(1-3) negatively adversely affected
d|scr|m|natory design undue mﬂuence cnmmal coerCIon & motlon application for p_anel &

Based on the grounds of structural error is per se prejudicial & both order requires
automatic reversal for denied due process affecting claimant substantive rights as legal
prejudice. A sham affidavit false statement by Officers of the Court in an attempt to create
an issue of fact in response to David Powell motion for summary judgment. R. 351.9(a)(1)

David Powell verified motion Suggestion on the record w/ suggestion of error party
wants a rehearing of particular issues ruling on the merits. Based on joint opposing parties
& Judges failure of proof & record nil-dicit default judgment out of time discovery & show
cause reply. Not a scintilla of physical-fact rule evidence ever produced thus Admission by
Silence. Failure to deny or Judges offer evidence relied on fraud on the court. Fed. R. Evid.
103(d) Pinkerton Rule suppression of evidence retaliation. Fed. R. App. R. 4, 5(a), 35, 40.

If pane! judges do not countermand or revoke order 4 & 5, Pro se counsel assert
**motion for notice of appeal DC CIR. or transfer to 6t circuit Court of appeals Cincinnati.
Ohio. Compulsory and permissive counterclaim asserted per se prejudicial bias and that
requires automatic reversal in favor of claimant as a matter of law a Hard-Look Doctrine.
R. 351.10(f). Defamation per se malice malign willful copyright infringement malversation
malicious accusation of not having significant interest & Judges & non-movants et al has not
furnished unprivileged underlying documents to refute Mr. Powell smoking gun documents
matter of record. A prima facie case w/ prima facie evidence motion for summary judgment.
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Incriminating evidence Trial by the record willful blindness spoliation accomplice
liability derelict-official act while acting in official capacity immediate breach. Pro Se
exclusion being treated differently than others similar situated claimants PTP. Pro se direct
evidence being single out exploitation for direct and ethnic discrimination a segregationist &
apartheid practice & pattern actual injury inescapable peril concerted action w/ CREDIT &
FINANCIAL BANKING. THE PENNSYLVANIA, 86 U.S. (19 WALL.) 125, 136 (1874)

A demonstrated clearly articulate significant interest Pro Se Prima facie evidence
sufficient to establish a fact or sustain judgment w/ specificity confirm statutory requirement
are met. A discernable assertion of facts proved up w/ merit specificity, ADMINISTRATIVE
PROCEDURAL ACT 5 USCA § 500 ET SEQ. & § 551; SEE Lujan v. Nat’l Wildlife
Found., 497 U.S. 871, 890, 110 S. Ct. 3177, 3189 (1990) based on grounds administrative
discovery. Motion to compel Licensing Section added to repayment list. Title VI esp. 601.

A Precedent Byron Allen Weather Channel Civil- Rights Act of 1866 Section 1981 link
& tied to this instant and other dismissed cases retaliation hate crime conduct chain
conspiracy. To include 4/2/26 rebut to NPR 3/27/26 late PTP NOW A STALE CLAIM.

To include joint opposing parties et al & Judges has not furnished any nonprivileged
underlying document 37 CFR §§ 251.47(f)(h) accomplice liability Milbank LLC & Sound
Exchange INC subsidiaries w/ CBS PARAMOUNT/ SKYDANCE exploitation of unjust
‘enrichment of copyright owner CLAIMANT DAVID POWELL. In addition, Mr. Powell has
requested transcript from this tribunal & DOJ transmittal of record to Appellate Court FRAP
10, 11, LR 11.1 by administrative agency’s tribunal within 14 days matter of record. A fee
sent or 50% for deposit upon request. Claimant/Appellant motion for Judgment on the
merits rather than technical or procedure grounds. A retaliatory conduct equitable estoppel
taking unfair advantage through false language & conduct willful infringement IPR clearly an
erroneous standard. To now explicit Fed. R. Civ. P.17-21 joinder of parties, cases, claims, &
documents allied & inchoate offenses. Third Party retaliation settling parties, government
entities, law firms, & Judges fraudulent misrepresentation culpability Joint Participation &
Enterprise political motivated criminal intent forbearance cover up. 18 USC § 2339(A-C)

A colorable basis is established submission to a concurrent paralle!l special finding of
facts. Compounding the crimes and a legal wrong giving rise to a claim for compensation w/
clear & present danger causation counter affidavit asserted. This is called the doctrine of
incontrovertible physical facts, pro se motion NIL-DICIT DEFAULT, NO ANSWER & POST
ANSWER DEFAULT JUDGMENT. Non-movants et al & Judges misuser failure to produce
demand of oyer & view Discovery R. 37 never exchange. It is to create a non- material fact
a stale demand complicit despoil frivolous defense for Mr. Powell summary judgment as a
matter of law r. 50. This conclusion which is amply supported by the record & is not never
contradict by any new evidence is a misprision of felony & legal prejudice shown.
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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.

EXECUTED DATED: 4/16/26

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certify that on April 16, 2026, a true and correct copy of the
foregoing was sent by ECRB ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION & sent regular mail to the
following:

C/O COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES BOARD
C/O PAM BOND, U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL
C/O KASH PATEL, FBI DIRECTOR

IS/ DAVID POWELL, PRO SE
DAVID POWELL, PRO SE

CC: APPURTENANCE EXHIBITS SMOKING GUN DUE PROOF TO MAINTAIN PTP



David Powell the individual, by its undersigned counsel and pursuant to the Rules of the
Copyright Office, 37 CFR §§ 251.47(h) hereby takes exception to the ruling of the Copyright
Judges and to strike the settling entities et al Written Oral Testimony of Counsel and makes
the following offer of proof. Hot documents, smoking gun & Busting Bubble Theory.

In rebuttal to joint settiing party et al 6/20/25, 6/24/25 pleading, David Powell argument
relied upon matter of record evidence 6/27/25, 6/30/25 submitted appurtenance attached
and Pro Se respectfully requests that it be marked for identification.

Pursuant to 17 USC § 803(c)(2) & 37 CFR § 353.1 the claimant David Powell respectfully
request rehearing in order to conform the Judges' allocation & distribution to the record
Phase | and Il evidence and the law by: Trial by the Record & on the Merits align w/ the
record evidence of David Powell and the reason De Novo review determination. In moving
for rehearing on these specific outstanding issues David Powell does not concede the
correctness of any other PTP & reserves the right to challenge any and all aspects of the
initial Determination on appeal in the U.S. Court of Appeal Cincinnati, Ohio.

Based on the grounds HABIT EVIDENCE 406 & SUGGESTION ON THE RECORD a
material fact that require a stay of the proceedings & affects an unreasonable decision.
David Powell motion or petition for rehearing suggestion of error objection. A De Novo
review determination a new trial that is on both question of fact and issue of law of Phase |
& Il royalty distribution & no instant in Paper Proceeding. A joint concerted effort refusal
to deal by PTP Counsel et al w/ claimant Copyright Owner David Powell.

David Powell motion demonstrated w/ sufficient evidence Due Proof that counsel false
statements frivolous defense to misled Judges miscontinuance order interloper interference.
False statements faint pleader act is prejudicial per se error to vested Copyright Owner an
establish claimant David Powell. A ipsi dixit asserted but not proved by above historically
impediment hindrance malicious accusation unfounded as baseless, w/o merit, & moot.

David Powell counsel Pro Se impugn challenge the veracity of the oral false statements &
written testimony Badge of Fraud by their counsel willful wanton misconduct and undue
influence by the Office of Copyright employees. A retaliatory conduct equitable estoppel
taking unfair advantage through false language and conduct allied and inchoate offenses.

Necessary implication of counsel & joint entities deception intimidation evidence of _
discriminatory purpose design Graft Corruption. Intrinsic evidence existing within a writing or
order predicated acts of a practice and pattern activity linked and complicit tied to this
instant and other dismissed cases. Civil-Rights A 1 ion 1981 retaliatory racial
discrimination bad motives inter alia & inter alios precedent Byron Allen Weather Channel.
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Never controverted or refuted any 4/2/26 & prior pro se reply thus Admission by
Silence. Title VI especially 601 respectively segregated segregation treating pro se
differently than other similar claimants pursuant to 11 amendment retaliation third party
conduct allied & inchoate offense facilitation isolation displayed in CRB proceedings. 37
CFR § 370.1-370.5. Read appurtenance prima facie evidence attached proved up
corroborated demonstrated significant interest connivance overlook hate crime, bias, &
insist a record exist but for Officers of the court cover up active fraudulent concealment of
clarity, accuracy wfi PTP suppression of evidence. As claimant Mr. Powell explicit
compliance comply w/ 17 USC § 112(e) & 114 statutory requirements spoliation. Borderline
explicit defamation per se in order to show cause motion 3/23/26. BASED ON SHAM

EXCEPTION unsubstantiated facts by settling claimants & Judges to deny PTP.

David Powell claimant inescapable peril injury in fact is within a protected class &
protected activity inter alia & inter alios substantiated argument proved up. Based on cases
3/27/26 unjust enrichment favoritism preferential treatment historically extensive CRB
JUDGES precedent Federal Rule of Habit Evidence 406 of personal and organizational
habits, which may (with or without corroboration). Be admissible as a means of Pro Se
counsel proving that conduct conformed to habit or routine practice appearance of graft
corruption willful blindness systemic discrimination. Joint Opposition, settling claimant(s)
et al w/ officers of the court creating a fabricated material fact issue because they don't have

a scintilla of evidence to deny Mr. Powell access PTP in any proceedings.



BEFORE THE
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
WASHINGTON, D.C.

IN RE
CONSOLIDATED DOCKET NO’S

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY FUNDS 19-CRB-0008-CD (2022)
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITIE ROYALTY FUNDS 19-CRB-0009-SD (2022)

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE 1 AND 2 (2022) CABLE &
SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS & GRANTING PTP

Claimant David Powell PTP hereby motion the Copyright Royalty Judges to enter
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ORDER in favor of prevailing movant David Powell against all joint
non-movants et al in the amount 5% royalty recipient payment in Allocation & Distribution
Phase | and || Cable & satellite Royalty funds for (2022) w/ interest special damages. Along
w/ Judges order to compel the licensing Section of the Copyright Office to send ETF
repayment agreement w/ my name added to repayment list PTP as recipient common agent
of Royalty payments enclosed as similar claimants. So | can sign and timely return to
Copyright royalty Board and Licensing Section per order 2-CD, & order 3-SD by 9/11/25.

The court after reviewing the motion & relevant laws find 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
Consolidated Docket No’s

DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY FUNDS 19-CRB-0008-CD (2022)
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS 19-CRB-0009-SD (2022)

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING DAVID POWELL REPLY MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT ALLOCATION & DISTRIBUTION PHASE IAND 11 (20 2.2_ ) 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 (2© 22 ) 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, 2nd 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.

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

Cable & Satellite claimants spread sheet list David Powell Individual and Joint
Petition to Participate Allocation & Distribution Royalty Funds 23-CRB-0008-CD; 23-
CRB-0009-SD 2022 Allocation & Distribution Phase 1 & 2 Category’s demonstrated a
required “significant interest” in Royalty’s Funds. At issue a facially valid Pro Se
Prima Facie Case w/ Prima Facie evidence sulfficient to establish a fact or sustain
judgment PTP; unless physical- fact rule contradictory PTP evidence is produce by
opposing group claimant(s) or Judges not a scintilla of physical evidence ever
produced. Pro Se confirm statutory requirements are met a discernible assertion of
facts proved up w/ specificity specific adverse actions engaged or engaging in.

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

*Administrative Procedure Act 5 USCA § 551 see Lujan v. Nat’l Wildlife Found., 497
U.S. 871. 890, 110 S. Ct. 3177, 3189 (1990)

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 and Licensing Section per Order 2-CD; & Order 3-SD 2022 by 9/11/25. Thank
you for your attention to this matter.

Claimant Claim# Year Claim Type Claim Category Allocation Phase Category

David Powell 279 2022 J 1-9 Phase 1 and 2 Cable TV
David Powell 305 2022 I 1-9 Phase 1 and 2 Cable TV
David Powell 196 2022 I 1-9 Phase 1 & 2 Satellite TV

David Powell 199 2022 J 19 Phase 1 & 2 Satellite TV
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Electronically Filed
Docket: 23-CRB-0008-CD (2022}
Filing Date: 04/02/2026 11:43:36 AM EDT

BEFORE THE
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
WASHINGTON, D.C.

MR. POWELL REBUT CONTEMPORANEOUS OBJECTION OPPOSITION TO NOT
TLATEFILING B 7/2 M EPTI EGAL DI

Cable aggrieved claimants David Powell Individual and objection to NPR Petition to
Participate late Allocation & Distribution Royalty Funds 23-CRB-0008-CD; Allocation
& Distribution Phase 1 & 2 Category’s demonstrated a required “significant interest”
in Royalty’s Funds. 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
rule contradictory PTP evidence is produce by opposing group claimant(s) or Judges
not a scintilla of physical evidence ever produced. Pro Se confirm statutory
requirements are met a discernible assertion of facts proved up w/ specificity specific
adverse actions engaged or engaging in by NPR 3/27/26 a legal wrong proved up.

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

2 ini ive Procedure A 0 EQ. 1 Lujan v. Nat’l
ildlife F 4 S. 871 110 S. Ct. 3177, 3189 (1

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 and Licensing Section per Order 2-CD; & Order 3-SD 2022 by 9/11/25. Thank
you for your attention to this matter. Forbearance deception 5 USC § 702 explicit.

im laim# Year Claim T im i
David Powell 279 2022 J 1-9 Phase 1 and 2 Cable TV
David Powell 305 2022 I 19 Phase 1 and 2 Cable TV
David Powell 196 2022 I 1-9 Phase 1 & 2 Satellite TV

David Powell 199 2022 J 1-9 Phase 1 & 2 Satellite TV



Brief description of 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 6t
PTP settling claimant individual similar to the other five joint claimant(s) SD groups.

Satellite and Cable TV retransmission Multimedia/Publishing Kit Digital live or
simulcast Streaming, Music, Radio, Sports, Internet TV, Al, Rate and Terms,
publishing, produce programing w/ voice activated content. As the 9t PTP settling
claimant individual as the other 8t joint claimant(s) CD groups. 42 USC § 1 985(1-3)
Pro Se individual claimant Adversely negatively affected discriminatory design
purpose harm deliberately repeated.

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 9 proposed
category as P indivi i th & Oth settling claimant party
consolidated infusion w/ the previous 1-8 category’s. Exclusive as the Pro Se
claimant royalty allocation & distributions Phase 1 & 2 Cable and Satellite. Pro Se
claimant produced content-based Artificial Intelligence voice activated self-author
generated work programing content to include musical works performed during
programs that are separately represented as parts of the 9 categories defined above.

THE PENNSYLVANIA, 86 U.S. (19 WALL.) 125, 136 (1874)
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If it pleases the Interim Chief Copyright Royalty Judge:

Mr. Powell would to like re clarify his position on comments & objection. Clear & concise |
never objected to any partial distribution. But deliberately bad motives retaliation historical
exclusion to segregate, segregation, & w/ segregationist policy. To discriminatory design
purpose to restrict David Powell entitled vested rights blacklist from PTP by settling parties
& previous Judges unreasonable decision w/o physical proof. Sham exception insufficient
evidence failure of record proof inability to produce on record an absence of proof to support
any or (both) party’'s faint pleadings a disparate impact. Thus, immediate breach Mr. Powell
is entitled to summary judgment exigent in this and all other prior pleadings retroactive a
counter affidavit asserted PTP w/ 5% in 2022 & in each prior year arrears Royalty payment.
17 USC § 803(b)(6)(C)(iv). If late NPR PTP 3/27/26 is not order denied it gives due
process appearance of bias, & treating others similar situated differently legal overt
prejudice when Mr. Powell was denied a late filing PTP prior to this 3/27126. False
statements NPR no extra ordinary circumstances or substantial good cause shown a
ruse exist. Legal prejudice shown sham exception repeated double standards by NPR
order being granted.

EXECUTED DATED: April 1, 2026

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on April 1, 2026 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing was sent via e-crb to all parties & Judges by electronic transmission:

IS/ David Powell, Pro Se as 6 & 9™ individual claimant settling party appurtenance
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reflect that Public Television Claimants does not participate in the 3.75 Fee
Royalties. (See Distribution of 2014 to 2017 Cable Royalty Funds, 89 FR 54166

(June 28, 2024) at 54258.) The CCG makes no claim to the Syndex Fund.

The CCG’s requested awards exclude any awards for these years to the
Music Claimants, which are subject to a pending settlement and will be taken
“off the top” before shares are awarded to all other claimant groups. The CCG's
requested awards also are premised on the Judges making no award to
National Public Radio which failed to file a Notice of Intent to Participate in

this proceeding and is not entitled to any award.

Respectfully Submitted,

Dated: September 12, 2025

/s/ Victor ]. Cosentino

L. Kendall Satterfield Victor J. Cosentino

DC Bar No. 393953 CA Bar No. 163672

Satterfield PLLC Michelle Moy

1629 K Street NW, Suite 300 CA Bar No. 288337
Washington, DC 20006 Larson & Gaston, LLP

Tel: 202-355-6432 200 S. Los Robles Ave, Suite 530

lksatterfield@satterfield-pllc.com  Pasadena, CA 91101
Telephone: 626-795-6001
Fax: 626-795-0016
victor.cosentino@larsongaston.com
michelle.moy@larsongaston.com

Counsel for Canadian Claimants Group

AMENDMENT TO THE DIRECT CASE OF THE
CANADIAN CLAIMANTS GROUP 7



Before the
UNITED STATES COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Inre
DISTRIBUTION OF CABLE ROYALTY FUNDS
Consolidated Docket No.
16-CRB-0009-CD/SD (2014-2017)
Inre
DISTRIBUTION OF SATELLITE ROYALTY FUNDS

PUBLIC ORDER 53 CONSOLIDATING PROCEEDINGS & DIRECTING PARTICIPANTS
TO PROPOSE SCHEDULE FOR THE CONSOLIDATING PROCEEDING DUE BY 6/27/25
PETITION JUDGE FOR DE NOVA REVIEW DETERMINATION

Leave of Court Motion David Powell reply to Judges order 53 pursuant to order 49
regarding being PTP reinstated rehearing De Novo determination review in Consolidated
and Conducting Paper Proceedings (eCRB NO. 45225). Direct evidence of illegal per se
dismissed based on fraud on the court of jointly opposing party’s false statements to
maintain status to participate.



3/24/25, 3:02 PM Filing details - eCRB
E United States

Copyright Royalty Board

Dashboard  Casesearch  Documentsearch  Knowledge base ( More...

Filing details

Submitted by Filed in docket

Sy s A
RISITG IO

Se NS A NG
IS IRAS VIR 1o

23-CRB-0013-NSR {2026-2030)

Submitted date Transaction ID
O2/27/2025 054530 34 28T 7 (52 | k7 52

Rejected date
02/28/2025 03:20:35 PM EST

Rejection reason

The period for filing Petitions to Participate has closed and, pursuant to Order 28,
untimely requests for leave to file a late petition to participate are denied.

Petition to participate

https://app.crb.gov/filingManagement/view/21478

1/2



3/24/25, 3:02 PM Filing details - e€CRB

Petitioner David Powell
pob 010950
Miami, FL 33101
& davidpowell008@yahoo.com

Q, 305-539-1755

Statement of significant David Powell has Significant interest in the subject matter of the

interest proceeding because it operates and intends to operate as a new
subscription service during the license period utilizes the Section
112 and 114 statutory licenses at issue in this proceeding January 1,
2026 through December 31, 2030 as a singer, songwriter, sound
recording. producer, copyright owner, music publisher and writer. to
offer consumers performances of sound recordings through cable
and/or satellite television systems. service that performs sound
recordings by means of noninteractive subscription digital audio
transmission that is not a preexisting subscription or preexisting
satellite digital audio radio services and has a stake in the outcome
of this proceedings. As a member of Sound Exchange ss. 351.1(b)(1)

Representative(s)
2, David Powell
pob 010950
Miami, FL 33101
& davidpowell008@yahoo.com
Q 305-539-1755
Filing fee $150 (processed)
Copyright Royalty Board
Contact us | Plugins | Legal notices | Library of Congress | U.S. Copyright Office v6.1.10

https://app.crb.gov/fiingManagement/view/21478 . 202



Pro Se Submission spoliation to a special finding of facts malice exception
and business record exception proved up other claimants, Cahoots w/ right and
License Division concerted actions engaged or engaging in unlawful discriminatory
practices and pattern. Equitable estoppel badge of fraud retaliation settlement fautor
exclusion to not add Mr. Powell to common agent recipient repayment agreement list
since 1999. To include 5% in each sub fund category allocation Phase 1 and 2 cable
satellite royalties & dart music distributions. Mr. Powell as a designated common
agent aware to the mischief Bulk Agent Office of the Commissioner of Baseball
royalty distribution. To Mr. Powell the common agent necessary implication criminal

intent despot and despotism discriminatory intent in_a suborn under handed matter
complicity repeated abuse of power. Pursuant to 42 U 1985(1-3

Mr. Powell the individual d/b/a as Circle God Network Inc. my other businesses
to include colorism discrimination. By all people of certain race all African Americans
and Caribbean Blacks against others of a certain race based on Mr. Powell skin tone.
A chain conspiracy Pinkerton Rule Conspiracy to infringe w/ the exclusive rights of
Mr. Powell and his businesses. A single conspiracy in which each claimant overall
petitioner(s) et al piercing the corporate veil is responsible for a distinct act within
the overall plan & lawyers(s) crime-fraud exception. Clark v. U.S., 289 U.S., 153S.CT.
465 (1933). To include Political overt motivation link to Democratic and Republican
Party manifestation fortia partisan subversive conspire graft corruption activities
state action within the Copyright and Licensing Division accomplice Aid & Abet
mischief Liability fortiori repeated set pattern habit evidence R. 406.

Undue influence bad motives revenge cover up crime fraud exception habit
evidence a repetitive response set pattern Joint offense participation and Joint
Enterprise subterfuge plan to avoid liability discrimination intent complicity. Through
Intra-corporate conspiracy 18 USCA ss. 371 by respondeat superior employer liable
wl coconspirator(s) person employed or associated agents w/ any enterprise network
under false pretext and false statements. Overt undue influencing peddling w/ both
political parties practice and pattern of racketeering (RICO) activity receiving political
favors inter alia. A conspiracy to defraud interfere w/ Mr. Powell vested exclusive
rights. Conspiracy to infringe & injure economically through intra-enterprise chain
conspiracy deception conspiracy to monopolize of a commercial market concerted
action. Directed at a substantial part of interstate commerce w/ intent to acquire
monopoly power inter alios lllegal Per Se illegality.

S. . U.S. v. Turkette. 452 U.S. 576.101 S.Ct. 2524 (1981




4/25/25, 3:37 PM 18 USC Ch. 119: WIRE AND ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS INTERCEPTION AND INTERCEPTION OF ORAL COMMUNICA....

ll Current ' v D

<< Previous TITLE 18/ PART |/ CHAPTER 119 Next >>

[Print] [Print selection] [OLRC Home] Help

B e Yout oo s e g s e e B s e A W WA IS T N -
~ 18 USC Ch. 119: WIRE AND ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS INTERCEPTION AND §
* INTERCEPTION OF ORAL . COMMUNICATIONS

From Title 18—CRIMES AND CRIMINAL PROCEDURE
f PART |I—CRIMES
CHAPTER 119—WIRE AND ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS INTERCEPTION

AND INTERCEPTION OF ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
Sec.
2510. Definitions.
2511. Interception and disclosure of wire, oral, or electronic communications prohibited.
2512. Manufacture, distribution, possession, and advertising of wire, oral, or electronic
communication intercepting devices prohibited.
2513. Confiscation of wire, oral, or electronic communication intercepting devices.
[2514. Repealed.]
2515. Prohibition of use as evidence of intercepted wire or oral communications.
2516. Authorization for interception of wire, oral, or electronic communications.
2517. Authorization for disclosure and use of intercepted wire, oral, or electronic
communications. ;
2518. Procedure for interception of wire, oral, or electronic communications.
2519. Reports concerning intercepted wire, oral, or electronic communications.
2520. Recovery of civil damages authorized.
2521. Injunction against illegal interception.
2522. Enforcement of the Communications Assistance for Law Enforcement Act.
2523. Executive agreements on access to data by foreign governments.
EpiTORIAL NOTES
AMENDMENTS

2018—Pub. L. 115-141, div. V, §105(b), Mar. 23, 2018, 132 Stat. 1224, added item 2523.

1994—Pub. L. 103414, title II, §201(b)(3), Oct. 25, 1994, 108 Stat. 4290, added item 2522.

1988—Pub. L. 100-690, title VII, §7035, Nov. 18, 1988, 102 Stat. 4398, substituted "wire, oral, or
electronic™ for "wire or oral" in items 2511, 2512, 2513, 2516, 2517, 2518, and 251 9.

1986—Pub. L. 99-508, title 1, §§101(c)(2), 110(b), Oct. 21, 1986, 100 Stat. 1851, 1859, inserted "AND
ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS" in chapter heading and added item 2521.

1970—Pub. L. 91452, title I, §227(b), Oct. 15, 1970, 84 Stat. 930, struck out item 2514 "Immunity of
witnesses", which section was repealed four years following the sixtieth day after Oct. 15, 1970.

v

1968—Pub. L. 90-351, title |11, §802, June 19, 1968, 82 Stat. 212, added chapter 119 and items 2510 to
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