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In a letter dated September 1 5th 2015, Mr. Peter Doyle, FCC Audio Division
Chief dismissed the Fusion Application based upon incorrect information and
arguments from Mr. Dan Alpert, an attorney representing MX Applicant "You Matter"
This Reconsideration Petition is based upon the two points used to
dismiss the Fusion Application. Plus, Fusion Pastor Bingenheimer addresses the
mentioned proper number of voting members listed on the application.
1. Site Availability:
We'll demonstrate reasonable assurance of site availability at the original
antenna site, but because of an FCC Notification letter dated April 20th, 2015
regarding FAA paperwork & tower registration, Fusion choose to file an
amended site application.
Exhibit I - Letter From Rod Gardner
Exhibit 2 - Letter From FCC Concerning Tower Registration
Exhibit 3 - Accepted For Filing Amended LPFM Application Before Dismissal

2. Signature On Application:
• The application was signed by Ron Erickson, identified as Consulting Engineer.
Further clarification should have noted that Mr. Erickson is also a Fusion Church
Congregant who also would become the proposed station manager. As such
taking direction from the Pastor in preparing and signing the application seemed
like the right thing to do at the time. In light of the question of proper authority,
Fusion asks for a curative amendment to correct the signature by
accepting Steve Bin genheimer's signature on the amended filing
submitted April 26 2015.
Argument in favor of this comes from past FCC actions allowing same.
•

See, e.g., Communications of Gaithersburg, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order,
60 FCC 2d 537 (1976) (permitting applicant to amend an AM application signed by person
not qualified to sign under the Commission's rules and submit a correct signature); Santa
Monica Community College District, Hearing Designation Order, 9 FCC

•

Rcd 3134 (ASD 1994) (allowing applicant to amend an NCE-FM application to include a
signature that complies with Section 73.3513 of the Commission's rules); and Jane A.
Roberts, Decision, 29 FCC 141, 149-150 (1960) (allowing nunc pro tunc amendment of
signature, thus conforming application with the requirements of the Commission's rules)
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PAGE TWO

"YOU MATTER" NEVER EXISTED
OREGON D.O.J. LETTER TO THE FCC
The Oregon Department of Justice in a six page letter to Mr. Thomas Wheeler,
FCC Chairman, has clearly stated that "You Matter"was not a legal entity at the time of
application, therefore, the "You Matter" arguments, including the petition to deny, must
be considered to have been from inception, without "standing", therefore void. We ask
that all opposition, comments and petitions be retroactively thrown out as irrelevant to
this proceeding.
Exhibit 4- OR D.O.J. LETTER, see Page 2; para 2 & 3 I Page 6; para 2

Because of this now public letter, It has been proven that the MX'd applicant, "You
Matter" was never properly organized under Oregon Law and as such the application
for "You Matter"has been dismissed, creating a "Singleton Application" if Fusion were
reinstated. If our request is granted and a construction permit is issued, Fusion will
operate the new LPFM as a true community station giving voice to all in Albany
Oregon. We believe this to be the embodiment of "Operating In The Public Interest,
Necessity and Convenience."
FUSION FAITH CENTER BY LAWS
Pastor Bingenheimer puts to rest the question of "Church Voting Members"
with the attached letter and portion of church by laws.
Exhibit 5- PASTORS LETTER & APPLICABLE PORTION OF CHURCH BY-LAWS

IN CONCLUSION:
In light of the foregoing information and attached exhibits, Fusion respectfully
requests reconsideration, reinstatement and grant of our New LPFM Application.
All of the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.
SigneçjAugtst--2O15.
__-

imer DCC, Pastor Fusion Faith Center
Copies Submitted to Secretary, FCC, 445 12th Street SW, 20554
Copies mailed to: Dan Alpert, 2120 North 21st Road, Arlington VA 22201

EXHIBIT I - SITE AVAILABILITY
Fusion Faith Center
Reconsideration Petition
Facility ID Number: 195777
File Number: BNPL-20131112AUC

SITE AVAILABILITY STATEMENT AND ATTACHED LETTER
Statement from Ron Erickson
"As you will see in the attached letter, my lease of the larger warehouse site
included permission to remodel, including installing a short tower behind my
suite. The original remodeling agreement was discussed over four years ago, so
I'm not surprised that the facts were overlooked in previous discussions.
Of course, as Mr. Gardner stated, anyone else coming into a new rental or lease
agreement would need to negotiate with the land owner. In my case, my desire
to donate space to Fusion, which is my church, and the proposed use, fell inside
my Ion term warehouse use agreement."
Ro Erickson
Engineer & Fusion Congregant

July 23rd, 2015
Mr. Peter Doyle, Chief Audio Division
Federal Communications Commission
Washington DC
Re: Fusion LPFM Application
BNPL-20131112AUC
Dear Mr. Doyle,
It is my understanding that a less than clear statement from me has been used in part
to dismiss an application for a new LPFM radio station for Fusion Faith Center.
When I was contacted by "You Matter" regarding a tower site located on this property,
I was very confused. I had not had any business dealings with "You Matter" before so
I originally stated that no one had contacted me about a radio tower.
That statement was not only in error, but the more I thought about it, the more I
realized that Ron Erickson's company had been leasing a large commercial site
and this type of location was his to remodel as needed. He had not only spoken
with us about a short tower behind his unit, he had actually received more than
a reasonable assurance from this company that a short tower would be permitted in
line with other remodeling of his warehouse suite
I want to now clear the air and state that the argument that Mr. Alpert put forth was
based upon catching me off guard and at a very busy time, thus my initial confusion.
This letter is sent in hope that you might reconsider the Fusion application.
Sincerely,
/,/

iIL

Rod Gardner
All Secure Manager

EXHIBIT 2
Fusion Faith Center
Reconsideration Petition
Facility ID Number: 195777
File Number: BNPL-20131112AUC

(EXHIBIT 2)

FCC TOWER REGISTRATION LETTER

Attached is a copy of the tower registration letter which was stated to delay
the processing of the Fusion application by 30 days. Rather than take the time to
file for FAA approval and then register the proposed tower at the original location,
Fusion choose to amend our application and relocate the antenna to a metal pole on
top of the roof of the church building.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
445 TWELFTH STREET, SW
WASHINGTON, DC 20554
MEDIA BUREAU
AUDIO DIVISION
APPLICATION STATUS: (202) 418-2730
HOME PAGE: www.fcc.gov/mb/audio/

Fusion Faith Center
241 First Avenue West
Albany, OR 97321

ENGINEER: GARY A. LOEHRS
TELEPHONE: (202) 418-2700
FACSIMILE: (202) 418-1410/1411
MAIL STOP: 1800B3
INTERNET ADDRESS: Gary. Loehrscfcc.gov

APR 2O:2O15
Re:

NEW-LP, Albany, OR
Facility ID No. 195777
Fusion Faith Center
File No. BNPL-2013 11 12AUC

Dear Applicant:
The staff has under consideration the above-captioned application for a new LPFM station.
Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 17.4(a), any proposed construëtion of a new antenna structure or proposed alteration of an
existing antenna structure that requires notification to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requires
registration with the Commission prior to the proposed construction or alteration. Our records indicate that the
tower for the facility proposed in the captioned application is not registered. FCC antenna structure registration
may be accomplished electronically via the internet at http://wireless.fcc.gov/antennal. Please note that FAA
approval is necessaiy in order to obtain FCC antenna structure registration. Following FCC registration of the
antenna structure, a curative amendment to the application, which includes the antenna structure registration
number, must be submitted to the Commission so that processing of your application may be completed.
Further action on the subject application will be withheld for a period of thirty (30) days from the date of this letter
to provide an opportunity to submit the requested information. If the antenna structure cannot be registered within
30 days of the date of this letter, the Audio Division must be notified in writing, concerning the delay. In the event
that further delays in the registration process occur, the applicant must provide the Audio Division with written
updates every 30 days thereafter. Failure to respond within this time period or to provide the written updates every
30 days will result in the dismissal of the application for failure to prosecute pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 73.3 568(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Deputy Chief
Audio Division
Media Bureau

EXHIBIT 3
Fusion Faith Center
Reconsideration Petition
Facility ID Number: 195777
File Number: BNPL-20131112AUC

(EXHIBIT 3) ACCEPTED FOR FILING COPY OF AMENDED APPLICATION
Fusion submitted an amended application on April 26, 2015 in hopes
of expediting the processing of their application by eliminating the FAA approval
process and subsequent tower registration. Consequently, the question of
application signature was updated with the signature of Pastor Steve Bingenheimer
on the amended application form.

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

Approved by 0MB FOR FCC USE ONLY
3060-0920 (April 2013)

FCC 318
APPLICATION FOR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FOR
A LOW POWER FM BROADCAST STATION

FOR COMMISSION USE ONLY

BNPL - 2013111 2AUC

Read INSTRUCTIONS Before Filling Out Form
Section I - General Information
1. Legal Name of the Applicant
FUSION FAITH CENTER
Mailing Address
241 FiRST AVENUE WEST
City
ALBANY

State or Country (if foreign address)
OR

Telephone Number (include area
code)
5419261946

E-Mail Address (if available)
INFO@FUSIONFAITHCENTER.COM

FCC Registration Number:
0007502123

Call Sign
NEW

Facility Identifier
195777

2. Contact Representative (if other than applicant)
RON ERICKSON

Firm or Company Name
ERICKSON BROADCAST SALES
COPORATION

Telephone Number (include area code)
5414600249

E-Mail Address (if available)
RON.ERICKSON@YAHOO.COM

3. Application Purpose
C New station

-'

C Major change in licensed facility

Major modification of construction permit
Minor modification of construction permit

C Minor change in licensed facility

t.

(a) File number of original construction permit:

-

(b) Station location:
ALBANY

Zip Code
97321 -

Amendment to pending application

OR
If an amendment, submit as an
Exhibit a listing by Section and
Question Number the portions of the
pending application that are being
revised.

[Exhibit 1]

NOTE: The failure to include an explanatory exhibit providing full particulars in connection with a "No" response
may result in dismissal of the application. See General Instructions, Paragraph I for additional information
regarding the completion of explanatory exhibits.
Section II Legal
-

New LPFM station applicants must complete all questions in Section II. Major and minor change applicants must complete

only questions 1, 4, 6, 7 and 9.
1 Certification. Applicant certifies that it has answered each question in this application based on its
• review of the application instructions and worksheets. Applicant further certifies that where it has
made an affirmative certification below, this certification constitutes its representation that the
application satisfies each of the pertinent standards and criteria set forth in the application,
instructions, and worksheets.

Yes

No

Yes

No

C Yes

No

C Yes

No

2 Eligibility. Bach applicant must answer "Yes" to one and "No" to two of the three following
• certifications. An applicant should not submit an explanatory exhibit in connection with these
Question 2 "No" responses.
The applicant certifies that:
a. it is a nonprofit educational organization; or
b. it is a Tribe or Tribal organization; or
c. it is a state or local government or a non-government entity that proposes a noncommercial
public safety radio service to protect the safety of life, health, or propexty.
If the answer to 2c is "Yes" and the applicant is submitting multiple applications, is this
application the "priority" application? See Creation of a Low Power Radio Service,
Memorandum Opinion and Order on Reconsideration, 15 FCC Rcd 19208, 19239-40, 79-80

__________________

C Yes C No
N/A

(2000).
__________________

Note: An applicant that answers "Yes" to 2a. must include an exhibit that describes the applicant's
educational program and how its proposed station will be used to advance its educational program.
If the applicant is incorporated, the exhibit must include the state and date of applicant's
incorporation. If the applicant is unincorporated, the exhibit must include the state in which it is
registered or otherwise recognized and the date of such registration or recognition.
An applicant answering "Yes" to 2b. must include an exhibit that specifies whether the applicant is
a Tribe or Tribal organization, and describes its proposed noncommercial service. if the applicant
is a Tribal organization and is incorporated, the exhibit also must state which Tribe or Tribes own
or control the applicant, and specify the state and date of applicant's incorporation. If the applicant
is a Tribal organization and is not incorporated, the exhibit must state which Tribe or Tribes own
or control the applicant, and specify the state in which the applicant is registered or otherwise
recognized and the date of such registration or recognition.
An applicant that answers "Yes" to 2c. must include an exhibit that describes the applicant's public
safety radio program and how the proposed station will be used to protect the safety of life, health
or property. If the applicant is a non-governmental entity and is incorporated, the exhibit must
include the state and date of applicant's incorporation. If the applicant is a non-governmental entity
and is not incorporated, the exhibit must include the state in which it is registered or otherwise
recognized and the date of such registration or recognition.

[Exhibit 2j

___________________

__________________

__________________

3 Parties to the Application.
a. List separately each party to the application including, as applicable, the applicant, its officers, directors, five percent
or greater stockholders, non-insulated partners, members, and all other persons and entities with attributable interests.
If a corporation or partnership holds an attributable interest in the applicant, list separately, as applicable, its officers,
directors, five percent or greater stockholders, non-insulated partners, and board members. Create a separate row for
each individual or entity. Attach additional pages if necessary.
(1) Name and address of party.
(2) Citizenship.
(3) Positional Interest: Officer, director, general partner, limited partner, LLC member, or investor/creditor
attributable under the Commission's equity/debt plus standard.
(4) Percentage of votes.
(5) Percentage of total assets (equity plus debt).
-

[Enter Parties/Owners Information]
Parties to the Application
List separately each party to the application including, as applicable, the applicant, its officers, directors, five percent
or greater stockholders, non-insulated partners, members, and all other persons and entities with attributable
interests. If a corporation or partnership holds an attributable interest in the applicant, list separately, as applicable,
its officers, directors, five percent or greater stockholders, non-insulated partners, and board members. Create a
separate row for each individual or entity. Attach additional pages if necessary.
(1) Name and address of party.
(2) Citizenship.
(3) Positional Interest: Officer, director, general partner, limited partner, LLC member, or investor/creditor
attributable under the Commissions equity/debt plus standard.
(4) Percentage of votes.
(5) Percentage of total assets (equity plus debt).

(1) Name and Address

(2)
Citizenship

STEVE BINGENHEIMER, 2040 LAFAYETTE ST. SE,
ALBANY OR 07322

(2)
Citizenship

DEE BINGENHEIMER, 2040 LAFAYETTE ST. SE,
ALBANY OR 07322

(1) Name and Address

(2)
Citizenship

BRIAN AGEE, 1505 NW HARDER LANE,
ALBANY OR 97321

(1) Name and Address

(3) Positional
Interest

US

20

(4) Percentage of
Votes
20

20

(3) Positional Interest (4) Percentage of
(2)
Votes
Citizenship

LORI SEMMEL, 61 53RD AVE SE, ALBANY, US
OR 97321

20

(5) Percentage of total
assets
20

(4) Percentage of
Votes

(3) Positional
Interest
BOARD MEMBER

20

(4) Percentage of (5) Percentage of total
Votes
assets

VICE-PRESIDENT

BOARD MEMBER

US

20

(3) Positional
Interest

US

(2)
Citizenship

(I) Name and Address
KEITH SEMMEL, 615 3RD AVE SE, ALBANY,
OR 97321

PRESIDENT

US

(I) Name and Address

(4) Percentage of (5) Percentage of total
Votes
assets

(3) Positional
Interest

SECRETARY-TREASURER 20

b. Applicant certifies that equity and financial interests not set forth above are non-attributable.

(5) Percentage of total
assets
20

(5) Percentage of total
assets
20

Yes
No
EN/A
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 3]

4 Community-Based Criteria. The applicant certifies that:
a. it is a nonprofit educational organization that is physically headquartered or has a campus
within 16.1 kilometers (10 miles), if applicant is in the top 50 urban markets, or 32.1
-

Yes

No

-

-

kilometers (20 miles) if applicant is outside the top 50 urban markets, of the proposed
transmitting_antenna site_specified_in this_application.

__________________

b. it is a nonprofit educational organization that has 75 percent of its board members residing
within 16.1 kilometers (10 miles), if applicant is in the top 50 urban markets, or 32.1
kilometers (20 miles) if applicant is outside the top 50 urban markets, of the proposed
transmitting_antenna site_specified_in this_application.

Yes

-

No

__________________

c. it is a Tribe and its Tribal Lands, as that term is defined in Section 73.7000 of the
Commission's rules, are within the service area of the proposed LPFM station; or it is a Tribal
organization owned or controlled by a Tribe (or Tribes) and such Tribe's (or Tribes') Tribal
Lands, as that term is defined in Section 73.7000 of the Commission's rules, are within the
service area of the proposed LPFM station. See 47 C.F.R. Sections 73.853(c) and 73.7000.

0 Yes

No

d. it proposes a public safety radio service and has jurisdiction within the service area of the
proposed LPFM station.

0 Yes

No

-

Note: An applicant should not submit an explanatory exhibit in connection with these Question 4 "No" responses.
5 Ownership.
a. Applicant certifies that it and all parties to the application comply with the multiple
ownership limits set forth in Section 73.855 of the Commission's rules. See 47 C.F.R. Section
73.855.

Yes 0 No
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 4]

-

b. Applicant certifies that it and all parties to the application comply with the cross-ownership
limits set forth in Section 73.860 of the Commission's rules. See 47 C.F.R. Section 73.860.

Yes 0 No
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 5]

-

c. Applicant certifies that it and all parties to the application comply with the Commission's
policies relating to media interests of immediate family members.

Yes 0 No
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 6]

-

d. Applicant certifies that it and all parties to the application comply with the Commission's
policies relating to investor insulation and the non-participation of non-party investors or
creditors.
-

Yes 0 No
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 7]

6 Character Issues. The applicant certifies that neither the applicant nor any party to the application
has or has had any interest in, or connection with:
a. any broadcast application in any proceeding where character issues were left unresolved or were
resolved adversely against the applicant or party to the application; or
b. any pending broadcast application in which character issues have been raised.
7 Adverse Findings. The applicant certifies that no adverse finding has been made and no adverse
final action has been taken by any court or administrative body as to the applicant, any party to
this application, or any non-party equity owner in the applicant, in a civil or criminal proceeding
brought under the provisions of any law related to the following: any felony; mass media related
antitrust or unfair competition; fraudulent statements to another governmental unit; or
discrimination?
If the answer is "No," attach as an Exhibit a full disclosure concerning the persons and matters
involved, including an identification of the court or administrative body and the proceeding (by
dates and file numbers), and a description of the disposition of the matter. Where the requisite
information has been earlier disclosed in connection with another application or as required by 47
C.F.R. Section 1.65, the applicant need only provide: (i) an identification of that previous
submission by reference to the file number in the case of an application, the call letters of the
station regarding which the application or Section 1.65 information was filed, and the date of
filing; and (ii) the disposition of the previously reported matter.
8 Unlicensed Operation. The applicant certifies, under penalty of perjury, that neither the applicant
nor any party to the application has engaged in any manner, individually or with other persons,
groups, organizations, or other entities, in the unlicensed operation of any station in violation of
Section 301 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. Section 301.
-

Yes 0 No
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 8]

Yes 0 No

[Exhibit 9]

Yes 0 No

9 Anti-Drug Abuse Act Certification. Applicant certifies that neither the applicant nor any party to
the application is subject to denial of federal benefits pursuant to Section 5301 of the Anti-Drug
Abuse Act of 1988, 21 U.S.C. Section 862.

Yes

No

Section III - Point System Factors
New station and major change applicants must complete the following questions.
Point system factors are used only for selection among mutually exclusive applications for new LPFM stations and major
modifications of authorized LPFM stations. Mutually exclusive applicants will be awarded a point for each of the following:
1 Established community presence.
a. Nonprofit educational organizations. The applicant certifies that, for a period of at least two
years prior to the date of this application, it has existed as a nonprofit educational organization
and has been physically headquartered, has had a campus, or has had seventy-five percent of
its board members residing within 16.1 kilometers (10 miles), for the top 50 urban markets, or
32.1 kilometers (20 miles), outside the top 50 urban markets, of the coordinates of the
proposed transmitting antenna.

-

__________________

Yes

No

[Exhibit 101

An applicant claiming a point under I a. must submit an exhibit documenting its established
community presence. See instructions.

b. Tribes and Tribal organizations. The applicant certifies that it is a Tribe and that its Tribal
Lands are within the service area of the proposed LPFM station; or that it is a Tribal
organization owned or controlled by a Tribe (or Tribes) and its (or their) Tribal Lands are
within the service area of the proposed LPFM station.
c. Public Safety Radio Service. The applicant certifies that, for a period of at least two years
prior to the date of this application, it has had jurisdiction within the service area of the
proposed public safety radio service LPFM station.
2 Local program origination. The applicant pledges to originate locally at least eight hours of
programming per day.
3 Main studio. The applicant pledges to maintain a publicly accessible main studio that has local
program origination capability, is reachable by telephone, is staffed at least 20 hours per week
between 7 a.m. and 10 p.m., and is located within 16.1 kilometers (10 miles) of the proposed site
for the transmitting antenna for applicants in the top 50 urban markets and 32.1 kilometers (20
miles) for applicants outside the top 50 urban markets.

Yes

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

________________

Yes

No

4 Local program origination and main studio. The applicant certifies that it qualifies for a point
under both the local program origination and the main studio criteria.

Yes

No

5 Diversity of ownership. The applicant certifies that neither it nor any party to the application
holds an attributable interest in any other broadcast station.

Yes

No

The applicant claiming a point under 3. must provide the proposed address and telephone number
for the main studio.

Address:
241 1ST AVENUE WEST
City
ALBANY

State or Country (if foreign address)
OR

Telephone Number (include area code)
5419261946

E-Mail Address (if available)

.

Zip Code
97321-

.

6 Tribes or Tribal organizations. The applicant certifies it is a Tribe proposing to locate its
transmitting antenna site on its Tribal Lands, or a Tribal organization proposing to locate its
transmitting anteima site on the Tribal Lands of the Tribe or Tribes that own or control more than
51 percent of the organization.
Section IV - Involuntary Time-Share Information

Yes

No

New station and major change applicants must complete the following questions.
information will be used only for selection among mutually exclusive applications for new LPFM stations and major
ification of authorized LPFM stations and only in the event that two or more applications are tied after the point
ysis. See 47 C.F.R. Section 73.872.
blished Community Presence: Provide the date on which the applicant qualified 03/20/1967 (mm/ddlyyyy) as
See 47 C.F.R. Section 73.853(b).
certifies that it has remained local at all times since this date.

Yes C No

Section V - Certification
The applicant certifies that the statements in this application are true, complete, and correct to the best of its knowledge and
belief, and are made in good faith.
The applicant acknowledges that all certifications and attached Exhibits are considered material representations.
The applicant acknowledges that the submission of false or misleading statements will subject the applicant to fines,
revocation of license(s), and applicable criminal penalties.
The applicant hereby waives any claim to the use of any particular frequency as against the regulatory power of the United
States because of the previous use of the same, whether by licensee or otherwise, and requests an authorization in
accordance with this application. (See Section 304 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended.)
Typed or Printed Name of Person Signing
STEVE BINGENHEIMER

Typed or Printed Title of Person Signing
CHURCH PASTOR

Signature

Date
04/26/2015

Section VI - LPFM Engineering, Tech Box
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS
Applicants must list technical specifications accurately. Contradictory data found elsewhere in this application will be
disregarded. All items must be completed. The response "on file" is not acceptable.
TECH BOX
1.

Channel: 287

2.

Antenna Location Coordinates: (NAD 27)

3.
4.

Latitude:
Degrees 44 Minutes 38 Seconds 15.9

North

C South

Longitude
Degrees 123 Minutes 6 Seconds 21.9

West

East

Antenna Structure Registration Number:
Not Applicable El Notification filed with FAA

Antenna 80
Location meters
Site
Elevation
Above
Mean Sea
Level:
5.
Overall 18
Tower meters
Height
Above
Ground
Level:
6.
Height of 17
Radiation meters
Center
Above
Ground
Level:
Power and height limitations. By checking 'Yes', the applicant
1? Yes C No
acknowledges that it will be authorized to operate within the parameters
defined in 47 C.F.R. Section 73.8 11 as calculated based on the data specified
herein.
An explanatory exhibit providing full particulars must be submitted for each question for which a "No" response is
provided.
7.

8. a. Interference. The applicant certifies that the proposed facility complies with all
pertinent distance separation requirements of 47 C.F.R. Section 73.807.
_______________________________________________________________________________________
Note: New station applications that fail to meet all of the co-channel and firstadjacent channel separation requirements set forth in 47 C.F.R. Section 73.807 will
be returned and will not be provided an opportunity to file a curative amendment.

-

An applicant seeking a waiver of second-adjacent channel minimum distance
separation requirements must submit an exhibit demonstrating that the proposed
station operations will not result in interference to any authorized radio service. See
instructions for additional information.

b. Interference to Translator or Booster Input Signals. The applicant certifies that
the proposed facility complies with all pertinent requirements of 47 C.F.R. Section
73.827(a).
______________________________________________________________________

-

-

Yes
No
See Explanation in
[Exhibit_11]

C Yes
No
N/A
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 12]

Note: Where Section 73.827(a) is applicable, an applicant must certify that the
proposed facility complies with the distance separation requirements set forth in
that section or demonstrate that "no actual interference" would occur based on
either the signal strength ratio showing or minimum distance separation formula set
forth in 47 C.F.R. Section 73.827(a) or an alternative technical arrangement agreed
to by both the applicant and the affected FM translator or FM booster station.

9. TV Channel 6 Interference (Channel 201-220). The applicant certifies that the
proposed facility complies with 47 C.F.R. Section 73.825.

C Yes C No

-

____________________________________________________________________________

10 National Environmental Policy Act. The applicant certifies, based on its completion

•

of Worksheets 2 and 3 and its review of the instructions to this application, that the
proposed facility is excluded from environmental processing under 47 C.F.R. Section
1.1306 (i.e., the facility will not have a significant environmental impact and complies
with the maximum permissible radiofrequency electromagnetic exposure limits for
controlled and uncontrolled environments). Unless the applicant can determine
compliance through the use of the attached General Environmental and RF Exposure
Worksheets, an Exhibit is required.

See Explanation in
[Exhibit 13]
Yes C No
See Explanation in
[Exhibit 14]

___________________________
THE FOLLOWING PREPARER'S CERTIFICATION MUST BE COMPLETED AND SIGNED.

PREPARER'S CERTIFICATION

I certify that I have prepared Section V (Engineering Data) on behalf of the applicant, and that after such preparation, I have
examined and found it to be accurate and true to the best of my knowledge and belief.
Name
RON ERICKSON

Relationship to Applicant (e g Consulting Engineer)
CONSULTING ENGINEER

Signature

Date
04/26/2015

Mailing Address
P0 BOX 2575
City
ALBANY

State or Country (if foreign address)

Telephone Number (include area code)
5414600249

E-Mail Address (if available)
RON.ERICKSON@YAHOO.COM

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 3 12(a)(1)), AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.S. CODE, TITLE 47, SECTION
503).

Exhibits
Exhibit 1

Description: TRANSMITTER SITE RE-LOCATION
THE PURPOSE OF THIS EXHIBIT IS TO SHOW A PROPOSED RE-LOCATION FOR THE APPLICANTS LPFM
TRANSMITTER SITE THIS SITE WILL NOT REQUIRE FAA APPROVAL AS IT IS LOCATED AT THE CHURCH
BUILDING WITH THE ANTENNA STRUCTURE ONLY 20 FEET FROM THE ROOF LINE OF THE BUILDING.
PLEASE SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT.

Attachment 1

Description
New proposed tiansrnittei site

Exhibit 2

Description: INCORPORATION AND EDUCATIONAL DESCRIPTION
ATTACHED PDF SHOWS FIRST INCORPORATION IN 1967, NAME CHANGE, EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM AND
PLANS FOR RADIO STATION IF GRANTED.

Attachment 2

Description
INCORPORATION AND EDUCATION EXHIBIT

Exhibit 10
Description: PLAINVIEW MENNONITE CHURCH DOCUMENTATION
FUSION FAITH CENTER WAS ORIGINALLY ORGANIZED AS PLAINVW MENNONITE CHURCH IN 1967. PDF
ATTACHED.
Attachment 10

Description
Exhibit 10. Original Incorporation Document

Exhibit 11
Description: CHANNEL 287 INTERFERENCE STUDY
COMSTUDY 2.2 SEARCH OF CHANNEL 287AT 44-39-04.9 N, 123-03-42.8 W.
CALL

CITY

KRSK
KRSK
KEUG
KEUG
KEUG*
KPIK-LP

MOLALLA OR 286 Cl 99.96 100.00 14.3
-0.0
MOLALLA OR 286 Cl 99.96 100.00 14.3
-0.0
VENETA
OR288C3 72.18 67.00 183.2
5.2
VENETA
OR 288 C3 72.15 67.00 183.3
5.2
VENETA
OR 288 C3 74.05 67.00 201.8
7.0
STAYTON OR 288 LPIOO 22.50 14.00 80.8
8.5
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EXHIBIT 4
Fusion Faith Center
Reconsideration Petition
Facility ID Number: 195777
File Number: BNPL-20131112AUC

(EXHIBIT 4) OREGON D.O.J. LETTER TO THE FCC
On July 2', 2015 the attached letter was sent to FCC Chairman Thomas Wheeler
alerting the commission about an issue that Fusion discovered in looking
into "You Matter" and other FCC Applications for new LPFM stations, which all had
a common denominator, namely Mr. Bob Lund. The letter has been made public
and we requested this copy through Oregon public information.
The letter clearly states that "You Matter" and fourteen other applications were
submitted to the FCC in an effort to obtain FCC Construction Permits. In fact, all of
these organizations used the same attorney, we believe Attorney Alpert was hired by
Mr. Lund in an effort to file petitions to deny against every MX'd applicant.
This letter is our proof that the MX condition never really existed since the entity
of "You Matter" was never legally organized in Oregon, so Fusion's application should
have been considered a singleton.
The content of this letter along with with a clear and strict interpretation of
"Standing" makes any further comments from "You Matter," inconsequential.
The "You Matter" application was nothing more than a ruse since Oregon states they
were never a valid entity. Therefore their petition to deny "Fusion" should be
retroactively disregarded.

FREDERICK M. BOSS
Deputy Attorney General

ELLEN F. ROSENBLUM
Attorney General

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
CIVIL ENFORCEMENT DIVISION

June 2,2015

Chairman Thomas Wheeler
Federal Communications Commission
l2' St., S.W.
Washington, DC 20554
Mr. Wheeler:
The purpose of this letter is to bring information to your attention regarding several organizations
that applied for Low Power FM (LPFM) radio licenses. The applications in question are all
associated with a Robert Lund, who has stated that he has acted as consultant for the applicants.
Based upon the face of the applications, the entities at issue were not formed or operated in
conformance with Oregon law at the time of their applications. Furthermore, many of the
applications on which Mr. Lund is identified as a contact person share similarities that indicate
that Mr. Lund has considerable influence over the applicants that extends beyond providing
technical assistance, as described in more detail below.
Mr. Lund submitted LPFM licenses on behalf of at least 20 Oregon nonprofit corporations that
were incorporated shortly before the FCC license applications were submitted. This letter refers
to these entities collectively as the "Lund Corporations" because of the corporations' association
with Robert Lund. Each of the Lund Corporation applications included articles of incorporation
that identified the corporations as Oregon nonprofit public benefit corporations.
Each of the Lund Corporations was, in fact, incorporated as an Oregon nonprofit public benefit
corporation shortly before the LPFM applications were filed. In fact, all of the corporations were
incorporated between September and November 2013. Not all of the Lund Corporations listed
below may be continuing to pursue their LPFM licenses. A number have been administratively
dissolved and have not renewed their corporate status with the Oregon Secretary of State.
However, we list them in the event that the similarities in the applications and subsequent events
may be relevant to the issue of the nature of Mr. Lund's relationship to the applications.
The fifteen applications listed below purported to have a single director with 100% of the voting
control over the corporation.'
1 Five Lund Corporation applications reported having at least three directors: Christian Youth Promotion and
Advancement, Corvallian Waves, East Liim County Christian Foundation, Green Peter Eclectic Tunez, and Young
American Promotion and Preservation. The LPFM application for Christian Youth Promotion and Advancement
was withdrawn. The LPFM application for Corvallian Waves was dismissed due to an attributed interest issue.
Those listed as "directors" for the East Linn County Christian Foundation had no knowledge of their inclusion or of
the LPFM application, have not renewed their state corporate registration and remain administratively dissolved.
While these five applications do not share the same defect in the stated number of directors as the fifteen identified
above, there still may be issues as to whether these corporations have acted independently from Robert Lund or
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A Home for Everyone
A Life Worth Sustaining
All About Children
Blue Stone Media Activists
Cascadia Sound Waves
Central Oregon Spiritual Awareness Advocates
Futuristic Prophetic Advancement
Health Freedom For All
OHOP (Oregon House of Prayer)
Seal Rock Community Arts Consortium
Second Chance Ministry
Sweet Home All for One and One for All
Sweet Home House of Prayer
The Bride of Christ As One
You Matter
The 15 applications identified above are facially defective because Oregon nonprofit public
benefit corporation must have at least three persons serving as directors in order to operate.
While a single person may incorporate a nonprofit, before a public benefit corporation can
engage in activities or operations, including activities such as filing applications on behalf of the
corporations or entering into contracts, at least three persons must be elected or designated to
serve as directors of the corporation.
Pursuant to ORS 65.301(1) and (2), a nonprofit corporation is required to have a board of
directors that directs the affairs of the corporation. Per Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS)
65.3 07(1), "a board of directors must consist of one or more individuals for a mutual benefit or
religious corporation and three or more individuals for a public benefit corporation. .
(emphasis added). It is evident from the LPFM applications that the above Lund Corporations
did not have the necessary board of directors in place to act on behalf of the corporation at the
time of filing a license application. In their LPFM applications, each of the above corporations
states they are public benefit corporations, but also claim to be controlled by a board consisting
of a single director, with 100% of the voting control over the organization. This is not consistent
with the requirements of ORS 65.307(1).
If the initial directors are not named in the articles, and they were not in the case of the Lund
Corporations, the organization of the corporation is not complete until there is an organizational
meeting called for by the incorporator at which the initial slate of directors is elected. ORS
65.057. Since no organizational meeting was held to elect the necessary minimum of three
directors, the organization of the Lund Corporations was never properly completed.

whether they improperly identified themselves in their applications as public benefit corporations when they later
claimed to be religious corporations.
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All 20 of the Lund Corporations subsequently filed Articles of Amendment with the Secretary of
State, purportedly reflecting each corporation's independent decision to amend its articles of
incorporation to convert from a public benefit to a religious corporation. The articles of
amendment were filed only after our office notified four of the Lund Corporations that, as public
benefit corporations, they were subject to this office's registration and reporting requirements?
Although we notified only four of the Lund Corporations of these requirements, all Lund
Corporations subsequently filed virtually identical articles of amendment on the same day with
the Oregon Secretary of State, purporting to change from public benefit to religious corporations.
They each claimed that the amendment was adopted by the board of directors one day after filing
initial articles of incorporation as public benefit corporations, although each failed to file the
articles reflecting that conversion in a timely manner. Instead, the amended articles for the
twenty different corporations were all filed on Sept. 23, 2014, well after the decisions to convert
were purportedly made.
The purported amendments should not be viewed as curing the defects in the structure of the
Lund Corporations or their FCC LPFM applications. While religious organizations may lawfully
operate with a single director, the decision of a public benefit corporation to convert to a
religious corporation would require the majority vote of at least two of three directors. The Lund
Corporations do not appear to have ever had a three-person board in place capable of authorizing
conversion to a religious corporation.3 Even assuming that the Lund Corporations properly
converted to religious corporations capable of operating with a single director, the FCC
applications should be rejected for failing to properly describe the corporations and failing to
provide the appropriate amended articles of incorporation at the time of their applications. If the
Lund Corporation directors had in fact voted to convert to religious corporations prior to filing
their FCC applications, then the filed applications were erroneous and inconsistent in claiming
that the applicants were public benefit corporations.
It also appears that Mr. Lund's involvement with these corporations extends beyond that of an
adviser or consultant, as described in more detail below. Possibly, given their shell-like nature,
the Lund Corporations may have been formed to circumvent FCC licensing restrictions limiting
the ability of persons to have an interest in more than one license.

2 On September 16, 2014, this office sent notifications concerning registration requirements to the following four
entities: Blue Stone Media Activists, Cascadia Sound Waves, OHOP, and You Matter! Three of the notifications
were sent to Robert Lund as registered agent and one was sent to Sonya McKendree-Brown, the registered agent for
Cascadia Sound Waves. On September 23, 2014, Articles of Amendment were filed with the Oregon Secretary of
State for these four entities and every other Lund Corporation, purporting to convert them from public benefit to
religious corporations. Each of the Articles of Amendment includes a statement indicating the amendment was
adopted one day after the respective non-profit corporation's original incorporation date. While some of the Lund
Corporations appear to have religious purposes, over half of them do not including Young American Promotion and
Preservation and Green Peter Eclectic Tunez according to their own LPFM application Purpose Statements.
The Lund Corporations filed Articles of Amendment, as opposed to Articles of Correction allowed under ORS
65.0 14. This indicates that the decision to incorporate as public benefit corporations was deliberate and not a
mistake, despite the purported decision to change corporate form one day after incorporating. The articles of
incorporation are required to designate whether the corporation is one of three types: a public benefit corporation, a
mutual benefit corporation, or a religious corporation. ORS 65.047(l)(b).
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It is beyond the bounds of credibility that 20 independent corporations would all decide to
incorporate as public benefit corporations, all decide to convert to religious organizations a day
later, all apply for LPFM licenses, all neglect to inform the FCC that they were religious
corporations in their applications, all neglect to file the appropriate amendments in a timely
manner, and then all file amended articles on the exact same day nearly a year later. The obvious
explanation is that the entities at issue are effectively controlled by Robert Lund and that he
orchestrated these activities.
This explanation is consistent with information this office obtained in our interviews of several
persons identified as the corporate director for a number of the Lund Corporations. They
indicated that Robert Lund initiated the discussion regarding LPFM licenses and forming
nonprofit corporations to obtain such licenses. Lund prepared the articles of incorporation for
each entity, secured the respective nominal key person's signature on each of the respective
articles, and filed the articles of incorporation with the Oregon Secretary of State for each entity.
The nominal directors we interviewed indicated that they did not pay the corporate filing fees. In
at least one instance, the nominal director did not even know an LPFM radio station license
application had been filed on behalf of the corporation with which she is associated until after
being notified that the license had been granted.
Each of the nominal incorporators/directors who agreed to be interviewed during our
investigation knew very little about their respective nonprofit organizations, conducted no
meetings, and kept no minutes. They have done nothing with or on behalf of their respective
corporations. Each indicted that "Bob" [Mr. Lund] is responsible for the corporations'
operations. In general, the incorporators/directors with whom we spoke did not express an
understanding of the responsibilities of managing a nonprofit organization or a radio station and
did not appear to be in a position to obtain the financing necessary to accomplish the nonprofit's
stated objectives.
Directors of some of the Lund Corporations live or have lived in the same trailer park located in
Sweet Home, Oregon. Mr. Lund has an ownership interest in all but one or two of the trailers in
that park and, thus, in essence, was the landlord of a number of "applicants." For example,
Sonya McKendree, the Director of Cascadia Sound Waves, is the manager of the trailer park.
Her daughter Leanna McKendree, the Director of Blue Stone Media Activists, is the assistant
manager of the trailer park. Some of the listed directors have moved from those trailers since the
time of incorporation and FCC application. Directors of other Lund Corporations appear to be
related to Mr. Lund.
All of the Lund Corporations came into existence shortly before the LPFM license applications
were filed. Within days of incorporating, Lund filed the LPFM applications. In four instances
the public benefit corporation was registered the day before the FCC LPFM license application
window closed on November 14, 2013.
With the exception of the Articles of Amendment signed by Lund's wife, Colleen, the signatures
on the Articles of Amendment generally look markedly different from the respective signature
on the corporation's original Articles of Incorporation, despite the fact that both documents were
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purportedly signed by the same person. Four of the nominal incorporators/directors with whom
DOJ staff spoke indicated that they did not sign the articles of amendment, despite the fact that
the amended articles purported to bear their signature. Those same four incorporators/direötors
also stated that they had never seen the amendment form; they had never discussed the form with
Robert Lund; Lund never contacted them about signing the form; Lund never asked for their
authorization to sign the form on their behalf; and they did not make the decision to amend their
respective corporate articles on the alleged dates or on any other dates. A fifth
incorporator/director gave a similar statement during a telephone interview, but then
subsequently indicated he has memory issues and believed it was possible he signed the form.
He subsequently ceased further communications with this office.
There is also evidence to suggest that Robert Lund has provided financial support to the
applicants in ways that may violate FCC regulations concerning attributable interests. All of the
Articles of Incorporation filed by Robert Lund on behalf of the corporate applicants required a
$50.00 filing fee be paid to the Oregon Secretary of State's office. The applicants with whom
this office spoke stated that none of them paid money to Lund for corporate filing fees. Their
consistent testimony was that Mr. Lund handled everything related to the corporation and the
FCC applications. The Articles of Incorporation reflect that for all entities incorporated before
November 13, 2013, the filing fees were paid in cash. Given that at least some of the Lund
Corporations' directors denied paying corporate filing fees, it would appear that Robert Lund
made at least some of the required payments on behalf of the corporations. (The filing fees of
entities that incorporated on November 13, 2013 were paid by check, but copies of those checks
are not presently available to this office.)
In a statement Mr. Lund filed with the FCC, he acknowledged that he paid another consultant for
assistance in developing others' applications. He also acknowledged that the applicants he was
assisting knew "little to nothing about the technical matters of LPFM" and that Lund provided
assistance with "nearly every aspect of the corporation filing and application process." This
included assisting them with such fundamentals as the creation of educational goal statements.
Mr. Lund appears to acknowledge that the people he has been assisting are unsophisticated and
not familiar with either nonprofit corporations or operating radio stations. The applicants' lack
of sophistication makes the degree of influence that Mr. Lund is likely to have over the
corporations greater. It is possible to be a defacto director even if not named as such by the
corporation.
The fact that a number of the Lund Corporations have been administratively dissolved for failing
to renew their corporate status and have apparently abandoned their corporations and LPFM
applications is further evidence that the directors of many of the Lund Corporations were not
independently interested in operating a nonprofit or LPFM license but were allowing Mr. Lund
to use the corporate entities formed in their name to pursue his own interests.
As further evidence of Mr. Lund's influence, all of the Lund Corporations' articles of
incorporation state that upon dissolution the assets of the corporations will be distributed to other
Lund Corporations, specifically Blue Stone Media Activists ("Blue Stone) and Cascadia Sound
Waves ("Cascadia"). In the event then that Blue Stone dissolves, all of its assets would be
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distributed to Cascadia. In the event that Cascadia dissolves, all of its assets would be distributed
to Blue Stone. This distribution scheme potentially concentrates the distribution of all LPFM
assets to one corporation, either Blue Stone or Cascadia. If the directors of each Lund
Corporation were acting independently, they likely would have designated more well-known
charitable organizations with purposes more in keeping with their own missions. The only way
that the other Lund Corporations would even be aware of Blue Stone or Cascadia is through
Robert Lund. The assets of the Lund Corporations would include whatever interests they have
arising from their LPFM applications and as indicated in their articles, those assets would flow to
Blue Stone first and then to Cascadia upon dissolution. Depending on how the FCC defines
attributable interest, Blue Stone Media Activists and Cascadia Sound Waves may have
attributable interests in more than one license, particularly in light of the fact that a number of
Lund Corporations are currently dissolved as reflected in the Oregon Secretary of State's
records.
In conclusion, as indicated above, the LPFM applications of fifteen of the Lund Corporations are
facially inconsistent with Oregon legal requirements in that the applications list only a single
director when Oregon law requires public benefit corporations to have a least three directors.
The evidence shows that these entities were non-conforming with Oregon state law when their
respective FCC LPFM applications were submitted. Furthermore, there may be additional
grounds for denying LPFM licenses to the Lund Corporations, including that they failed to
provide the appropriate amended articles of incorporation at the time of their applications. There
is also evidence to suggest the corporations are not being operated independently.
Thank you for your attention to these matters and please let me know if this office can be of
additional assistance.
Sincerely,

Eflzabeth M. Grant
Sr. Assistant Attorney General
Charitable Activities Section

EXHIBIT 5
Fusion Faith Center
Reconsideration Petition
Facility ID Number: 195777
File Number: BNPL-20131112AUC

(EXHIBIT 5) FUSION LETTER & BY LAWS
Proof of Fusions claim that the Leadership Board was properly
identified on the LPFM Application as the governing body with business
voting rights. Pastor Bingenheimer answers all claims in this letter.

"The glory of God is a
hwman being fully alive!"

First Avenue West
Albany, OR 97321
Web fusionfaithcenter.com
241

-

541-926-1946

August

7th

2015

Mr. Peter Doyle
Chief, Audio Division
FCC Media Bureau
re: New LPFM, Albany, Oregon
Facility ID Number: 195777
File Number: BNPL-20131112AUC
Dear Mr. Doyle,
We respectfully request a reinstatement of our application for a new LPFM station. We believe that
our petition for reconsideration will successfully answer the objections that resulted in your decision to
dismiss. I will however take time to address an issue which was mentioned in the dismissal letter, but
was not apparently used as a point of contention.
Regarding the concern that not all voting members were listed on our application, the attached copy
of our church by-laws; Article IV, Section 2-B, paragraph two specifically states:
"The corporate powers, business and affairs of the corporation shall be exercised, conducted
and controlled by the Leadership Board." The by laws continue to explain the Leadership Boards
authority by stating that the only business transactions that require full church membership vote include:
"transactions involving the purchase, lease, mortgage, encumbrance or sale of real property."
As Pastor, I know that we correctly identified the parties of interest in the application tendered for
the new LPFM station by listing the members of the Leadership Board. Regarding the contention that
congregational members "are indeed officers" as stated by "You Matter", - There is no evidence in
our by laws to support such a claim.
While we Christians, above others, need to be factual in filing official forms, we view the claim by
attorney Alpert to the FCC "that we did not list all voting members on our LPFM application" is an
blatant attempt to impugn our integrity. The Leadership Board members were properly identified as
listed on our application and this was done according to our written by-laws. Now as we put this
objection to rest as the internal church organizational matter it is, we certainly hope that officials of the
government would not wish to question the method by which we govern our church.
I request please that you review our information and allow the corrective filing previously made in
our amended filing that was submitted in April 26h, 2015. It was accepted for filing prior to your
review. Note that my name now appears in the proper box. We plead for a reconsideration and
reinstate and subsequent grajt of our now "Singleton" application.
RespectfuiIy>(er, DCC
Fusion Faith Center

ARTICLE IV

-

GOVERNMENT

Section 1. Officers
A.

The Executive Pastor
1. Duties
The Church finds its headship, under the Lord Jesus Christ, in its
Executive Pastor who serves as the spiritual overseer of the Church and
shall be general supervisor of its activities. By virtue of office, the
Executive Pastor shall be the President of the corporation and its Chief
Executive Officer and the Registered Agent for the corporation. The
Executive Pastor shall preside at the meetings of the Leadership Board,
and of the members, shall execute or direct the execution of all deeds,
bonds, contracts, and other obligations and instruments authorized by the
Leadership Board to be executed. The Executive Pastor shall be an ex
officio member of all committees and departments. The Executive Pastor
shall provide for all the services of the Church. No persons shall be
invited to speak or preach in the Church without pastoral approval. The
Executive Pastor shall also have other powers and shall perform such
other duties as may be assigned by the Leadership Board.
2. Qualifications
The Executive Pastor shall comply with the scriptural standards of ministry
(1 Timothy 3:2-7; Titus 1:6-9; and I Peter 5:2-3), and is expected to
maintain appropriate ethical and moral standards.

B.

The Executive Co-Pastor
1. Duties
The Executive Co-Pastor shares the ministerial call and authority of the
Executive Pastor. The Executive Co-Pastor serves in an advisory
capacity, with the Executive Pastor, in all matters pertaining to the Church
in its spiritual life and in the ministry of its ordinances. The Executive CoPastor provides counsel and mutual assistance in the administration of the
business and work of the Church. In the absence of the Executive Pastor,
the Executive Co-Pastor assumes the corporate duties of the Executive
Pastor. In the absence of the Executive Pastor, the Executive Co-Pastor
shall preside at the meetings of the Leadership Board, and of the
members, shall execute or direct the execution of all deeds, bonds,
contracts, and other obligations and instruments authorized by the
Leadership Board to be executed and shall be an ex officio member of aH
committees and departments and shall provide for all the services of the
Church.
2. Qualifications
The Executive Co-Pastor shall comply with the scriptural standards of
ministry (1 Timothy 3:2-7; Titus 1:6-9; and 1 Peter 5:2-3), and is expected
to maintain appropriate ethical and moral standards.

C.

Secretary
1. Duties
The Secretary shall keep a full and complete record of the proceedings of
the Leadership Board and of the business meetings of the Church, and
shall file annual returns with the Corporation Division and other official
bodies as required.
2. Qualifications
The Secretary shall meet the same qualifications as a Deacon or Elder.

D.

Treasurer
1. Duties
The Treasurer shall be entrusted with the finances of the Church. They
shall oversee the receiving, depositing, and distribution of the funds of the
Church, employing the services of personnel provided by the Church.
They shall assist in acquiring and maintaining tax exemptions provided
under state and local law. They shall be responsible to have an annual
audit performed.

Section 2. Leadership Board
A.

Corporate Officers
The government of the Church shall be vested in the Leadership Board,
which shall consist of the Executive Pastor(s), and spiritually qualified
persons with leadership capabilities and who meet the Biblical
qualifications, who can serve as Deacons or Elders and
Secretary/Treasurer. The members of the Leadership Board shall act as
trustees of the corporation, with the Executive Pastor serving as the
President of the corporation.

B.

The Board
1. Duties
The Leadership Board consists of the Deacons and/or Elders who shall
act in an advisory capacity, with the Executive Pastor(s), in all matters
pertaining to the Church in its spiritual life and in the ministry of its
ordinances. They shall provide counsel and mutual assistance in the
administration of the business and work of the Church. They shall act in
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the examination of applicants for membership and in the administration of
the discipline of members of the Church.
The corporate powers, business and affairs of the corporation shall be
exercised, conducted and controlled by the Leadership Board. The
Leadership Board shall have the power to mortgage, encumber or
hypothecate the assets of the spiritual community. The Leadership Board
shall have the power and authority to borrow money on behalf of Fusion
Faith Center, and to maintain an indebtedness up to an amount equal to
ten percent (10%) of the preceding year's unrestricted giving (i.e. tithes).
This amount of indebtedness shall be in addition to any amount authorized
by action of the membership. The Leadership Board shall have power to
accept and dispose of personal or real property given as donations to the
spiritual community. All transactions involving the purchase, lease,
mortgage, encumbrance, or sale of real property (except as previously
stated) must be approved by a vote of the membership of the Church.
The Leadership Board shall select a Secretary and a Treasurer (one
person may be chosen to fill both offices at the discretion of the
Leadership Board) who shall serve for three (3) years, but may be
returned to the office upon appointment of the Leadership Board.
The Leadership Board shall have the responsibility of selecting from its
membership on an annual basis an individual who shall act as its Vice
Chairman, and the Vice President of the corporation. The Vice Chairman
shall preside over the Leadership Board meetings if the offices of the
Executive Pastor(s) have been vacated or if they both have been deemed
unable to fulfill their responsibilities in accordance with the provisions of
ARTICLE V. Section 1(C). The Vice Chairman shall perform duties as
assigned by the Leadership Board in cooperation with the members of the
pastoral staff.
The members of the Leadership Board shall serve without compensation,
except for their actual expenses.
2. Qualifications
The Deacons and/or Elders that form the Leadership Board shall be men
or women of mature Christian experience and knowledge whose lives and
conduct, following conversion to Jesus Christ as Lord and Savior, conform
to Scriptural standards (1 Timothy 3:1-13). They shall be voting members
of the Church and shall faithfully support the same with tithes and
offerings, have a cooperative spirit and regularly attend the regular service
of the Church.

7

