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But those changes are not the only ones that cause us to question your commitment to robust
localism and diversity. Eliminating the main studio rule gives large TV station ownership
groups carte blanche to centralize their operations and eliminate the home base that a broadcaster
has always maintained in every local market it serves. When combined with the troubling trend
by some broadcasters of using corporately-developed national news content as a substitute for
local journalism, your recent actions risk making the “local” in local broadcasting a thing of the
past.

Additionally, late last year, the FCC paved the way for additional consolidation within local
markets by loosening the local market ownership limits. No longer are the rules for owning
multiple stations in a market clear; rather, permissive consolidation is permitted by the FCC
based on its assessment of the impact a particular deal would have on a market. The first test of
this new approach to local market consolidation lies in the pending merger between Sinclair
Broadcast Group and Tribune Media. Many believe that your rush to alter the local ownership
rules was designed to ease the final restrictions on this merger, clearing a path to approval with
minimal divestitures, even in light of questions about how Sinclair operates its local stations and
complies with its public interest obligations. These suggestions raise concerns about whether the
FCC will objectively apply this new permissive standard to Sinclair and what sort of treatment
other (potentially less favored) broadcasters may receive in the future.

Finally, in December, you opened an inquiry into whether and how the FCC should alter

the national TV station ownership cap. We believe that the legality of any attempt by the FCC to
change this statutory cap is in serious doubt (given that the FCC was directed by Congress to
adopt the current cap) and we do not find the arguments presented thus far by proponents of
raising the cap very persuasive. Moreover, you opened this examination in the midst of your
consideration of the Sinclair transaction, which originally proposed to give one company
beneficial ownership of stations reaching well over 70 percent of households in the United States
(and even in proposed revised form, would reach over 50 percent of households). Although this
could be an unfortunate coincidence, these actions raise troubling questions as to whether an
ultimate decision has been preordained on this issue. If the agency were to grant the Sinclair
transaction first, it could mean that either (1) you have concluded that the cap should be raised to
no less than the final ownership percentage given to Sinclair; or (2) you have concluded that
Sinclair should benefit from a different — and presumably more liberal — ownership cap than one
that applies to others in the same market.

It is time for the FCC to comply with Congress’ directive contained in Section 202(h) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and conduct a thorough, fact-based and impartial review of the
current state of broadcast ownership and the media marketplace. The rapid technological and
practical changes in the broadcast space in the past several years suggest that the FCC must build
a new and thorough record about the state of broadcasting and media today. Only once that
review is complete can policymakers at the FCC and in Congress, and the public at large, fully
comprehend what changes to the media ownership rules are justified. And any such review
should examine the factual and legal basis for any media ownership action you have taken since
assuming the chairmanship of the FCC, as serious concerns have been raised that those actions
were not properly grounded in fact or law.
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

d
‘Ug \/‘ an.
Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, [ believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SPRVAN P

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

| appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

e Vo Yan

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, | believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

o Ve

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
1s to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

~l/t7 \/ an.

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

e Ve Van

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, | would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SRV %

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step. and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

] appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

.\Z“j \/ o

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

oo Ve (o

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and 1
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-~

e Ve Yan

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

1 appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

=V (o

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SPRVAR

Ajit V. Pai






Page 2—The Honorable Tammy Baldwin

is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

] appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

| appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

e Vo e

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

o Vo

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, | would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SPRVAR %

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, [ would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

e Vo an

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

<o Ve (o

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and [
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information

necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

<o Ve {lax

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

] appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-~

e Vo Yan

Ajit V. Pai
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