
, .
PLAGIARISM

Plagiarism strikes at the very heart of journalistic

credibility. To claim another person's work as your own is

unethical, immoral and illegal. Material from other sources

must be attributed.

(NOTE: contractually, we are given the right to use

most wire service and video/audio news service material

without attributing the source. Any questions regarding the

use of such material should be. directed to your news

director and general manager).

FAMILY AND PRIVATE LIFE

Generally speaking, the Scripps Howard Broadcasting

News Code of Conduct has no binding effect on your family.

However, we can expect that your family members will not

accept gifts or other special considerations given because

of your connection with a television or radio station.

To protect your credibility as a journalist, you may

not be allowed to cover certain stories if a member of your

family becomes involved in issues such as politics or

commercial matters. You are expected to notify the news

director or general manager of such family involvement so we

can avoid any appearance of conflict of interest.
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IN CONCLUSION

These guidelines are not intended to unduly limit your

participation in community or family life, but we must all

understand that our stations' credibility rests on the

integrity of each of us, and on the way each of us is

perceived by the pUblic.

If at any time you feel you or your station faces a

situation involving ethical or conflict of interest

questions, consult immediately with your news director,

general manager or a corporate manager at scripps Howard

headquarters.

Ours is a public trust, and we have complete

confidence in your ability to keep and build upon that

trust.

It is essential that we each maintain the highest

standard of conduct as we go about the business of informing

the pUblic. As journalists, we must be accurate, honest,

fair and our motives must be above suspicion.



EXHIBIT 6

Scripps Howard Broadcasting Inter-Office Memo Regarding
Issues/Programs Lists

(Information protected by the attorney-client privilege
has been redacted from this exhibit.)



SCRIPPS HOWARD
BROADCASTING

INTER-OFFICE MEMO

TO FG
RGK

TCG
JFM

EH
DWM

WJB
JHK

8JW
WJD

POB'1I0M
JPF Terry H. Schroeder

DATE

January 4, 1990
SUBJECT

Issues/Programs Lists

(Information protected by the attorney-client privilege has been redacted
from this exhibit.)

Dick Janssen and I would like to reaffirm to all of you that
Scripps Howard Broadcasting continues to stress the importance of
this quarterly report and the commitments made in prior license
renewals for public service announcements, news and public
affairs programming. As you are aware our Quarterly Program
Analysis Report continues to measure this compliance even though
not currently required by the FCC.

Please make sure these reports are prepared thoroughly and filed
properly by the due date. A copy of the Quarterly
Issues/Programs List and the Quarterly Program Analysis Report
should be sent to Dick and also to Linda Bocchi who is in the
Washington offlce of Baker & Hostetler.

If you have any questions regarding our procedures in these two
matters please call me.

cc: RJJ
KWL
DPZ
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BDIBIT 7

SCRIPPS BOWARD BROADCASTING COMPANY - POUNDBD AUGUST 24, 1935
AS CONTINENTAL RADIO CO.

BECAME SCRIPPS BOWARD RADIO, INC. MAY 1937

BECAME SCRIPPS BOWARD BROADCASTING CO.
DECEMBER 31, 1961

STATION
PURCHASBD BY

SCRIPPS BOWARD ON AIR

WEWS-TV + 12-17-47

WMC-TV + 12-11-48

WCPO-TV + 07-26-49

WPTV-TV 12-27-61

KJRH-TV 01-01-71

KSHB-TV 10-28-77

KNXV-TV 01-11-85

WFTS-TV 01-02-86

WXYZ-TV 01-02-86

WMAR-TV 05-30-91
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

wi

Martin R. Leader, Esq.
Fisher, Wayland, Cooper and Leader
1225 Twenty-Third Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037·1125

Dear Mr. Leader:

8940-DEB

This refers to the pending applications for Com.issionconsent to the
assilnment ot lic.ns.s ot Stations WPGH-TV (Chann.l 53) and WPTT-TV (Channel
22), both located in Pittsburah, Pennsylvania. Comme~cial Radio Institute,
Inc. (CRI) is cu~r.ntly the lic.ns•• or Station WPTT-TV. It proposes to sell
this station to WPTT, Inc. (BALCT-910117Kr) fo~ s.v.n ailllon dollars. CRI's
par.nt, Sinclair Broadcast Group, Inc. '(SSG), th.n propos.s to purChase Station
WPCH-TV frca Chann.l 53 Lic.ns•• , Inc. (BALCT-9101181!) for fifty-flve ~illion

dollars. Since Section 73.3555(a)(3) ot the eom.ission's Rules prohibits the
own.rship ot more than on. t.l.vision station in a ma~ket, CRt/Sac must
dispose of its attributable interests in Channel 22 prio~ to acquiring an
attributable interest in Chann.l 53.

Both applications are SUbject to petitions to deny filed on behalf of ~.rk I.
Baseman (petition.r or Baseman), who lives in the Pittsburah area. In
assess ina the merits or a petition to d.ny, the Commission is guided by
Section 309(d)(1) and (2) ot the Communications Act, as analyzed in Astro~~r.e

Communlcations Co. v. F.C.C., 857 F.2d 1556 (D.C. Clr 1988). First, the
Commission deter8ines wh.th.r the petitioner has made specific allegations of
fact that, if true, would demonstrate that grant ot the application would ~e

prima facie. inconsistent with the public int.rest. It so, then the Commissi.on
proc••ds. to exa.in. and w.ilh allot the mat.~ial b.fore it, including
information p~vlded by the appllcants, to d.ter8ln. wh.ther there is a
substantial and ..te~lal qu.stion or fact requirina resolution in a hearing.
Finally, the C~lss1on .ust d.t.r81n. wh.th.r arant o~ d.nial of the
application would serve the public int.r.st.

Backlround The Pr.sldent, T~easur.r,·Oir.ctorand 100' votinl shareholder of
WPTT, Ina. ls Edvln L. Edwards, Sr., the curr.nt WPTT~TV Station Hanaa.r and
Co-.nlty Aftalea. Dlr.ator. Edwards is an Arrican-gerican. 1 Assianee
propos.. ~ operate Station WPTT-TV as a Ho.. Shoppina N.twork afriliate.
WPTT, Ina. will ••ecute a on. alllion dollar "Conv.~tibl. Subordinate
D.b.nture- (debenture) and a six million dollar "T.... Not•• " Th. deb.nture is
at 8.5', interest only, and is due in the y.ar 201.. The d.bentur. permits
CRI to convert its interest, subject to Cam.lssion app~val, into 80S of WPTT,

1 CRI has ~equested a tax certif1cate pursuant to the C~ission's policy
on Mino~lty Own.~shlR or Brotdcastinl '.cllltl•• , 68 FCC2d 919 (1918). W. will
Issue the ta. c.~tlr1cat. s.pa~.t.ly.
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Inc.'s equity. The Term Note provides for interest-only payments for the
first ten years. Principal payments are to be paid in years eleven to fifteen.
The Term Note is secured by a "Security Agreement" and a "Stacie Pledge
Agreement." In addition the agreement between CRI and WPTT,Inc. requires that
Edwards enter into an "Employment Agreement" with WPTT, Inc. As originally
flled, the application did not contain copies of the Term Note, Security
Agreement or Employment Agreement.

The Pleadins! Baseman's main concern with the Channel 22 assignment 2 is the
extent of control that CRI and its owners will have over Station WPTT-TV atter
consummation of the sale. First, Baseman notes that CRI/WPTT, Inc. failed to
provide a copy of the Term Note with the application. Petitioner believes that
the Commission should scrutinize the terms of the Term note, to ascertain the
extent to which CRI milht be attemptinl to retain a reversionary interest in
WPTT-TV throulh the default terms' in the note. Second, Baseman arlues that the
debenture provision livinl CRI the righ~ to conv.rt its lnt.rest into eighty
percent of WPTT, Inc.'s votlnl stOCk, coupled with the Term Not. v101ates the
Commission's multipl.-ownership rul., S.ction 13.3555(a)(3), because CRI will
,have attributable lnter.sts in two tel,vi~ion stations in the same market.
Horeover, Baseman cont.nds that the relationships created by these agreements
would violate the cross-int.rest policy b.caus. CRI would have a meaninlful
relationship in a comp.ting station in the sam. market. Petitioner concludes
that CRI ls retaininl interests which will provide it with substantial control
over WPTT-TV and its 11cense. and that such interests ensure that Channel 22
(operated as a Home Shoppinl Networlc affiliate) will remain noncompetitive
with Station WPGH-TV.

In respons., CRI denies that the WPTT-TV transaction violates the multiple­
ownership rule, the cross-interest policy or the reversionary rule (Section
13.1'50 of the Commission's rules). Moreover, CRI states that WPTT-TV has
never been a serious competitor with WPGH-TV because WPTT-TV has consistently
been last aDOnl P1ttsburah's over-the-air stations and even laas behind three
different cable chann.ls in terms of mark.t share.

Staff Inquiri., On Aprl1 22, 1991, in response to a requ.,t by the staff, CRI
prOVided copie. at the Security Aar....nt and StOCIe Pledae Aar....nt. On May

. 10, 1991, the statt wrote the applicants and raised s.v.ral matters concerning
sam. of the t.~ ot thes. documents. W. qu.,tioned: (a) CRI's rilht to
convert tht debenture iAto .1ahty p.rcent (801) at WPTT, tnc." votinl common
share.; (b) cer~~ ev.nt. ot detault (such as, d.tault if there has been a
mat.rlal adver•• chanae in the condition of WPTT, Inc. and default if the
prosp.ot ot re,.,.ent ot int.r.,t or principal is impaired for any reason); and
(c) certaln provision, whlch appeared to limit the a"ian.." discretion in
dete~lnlni the station" operation (for ex..ple, a limitation on the amount of
as,llnee', Iro•• revenue; a 11mitat10n, w1thout any r.ter.nce to a zone of
reasonablene.s, on ,the amount ot liabilit1.s and obl1lation....lln.. can
1ncur; and a 11mitation on the .-aunt as'1lne. can .xpend Oft the acqui.it10n or
proaramainl). W. afforded the applicant, an opportun1ty to respond to our

2 Baseman al.o ral,es sa-e equal employment opportun1ty (110) conc.rn.
w1th respect to both WPTT-TV and WPCH-TV. Th.,e are discUl'ed below.

/
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concerns. We also afforded petitioner the opportunity to respond.

On May 15, 1991, the applicants amended the application. ~irst, the debenture
was amended to provide that any conversion by CRI into the assignee's equity
"shall be into nonvoting cOllllllOn shares" and is "subJect to and must comply
with all rules, regulations, and policies of the ~CC." Next, the questioned
events of default were eliminated. rinally, limitations on assignee's gross
revenues and programminl liabilities were eliminated; limits on annual
capitalized lease obligations were chanled from $25,000 sinlly or in the
allregate, to $100,000 sinlly or $250,000 in the allrelate; and limits on
annual capital expenditures were changed from $100,000 to $250,000.

On May 22, 1991, Baseman filed a response to the May 15th amendment.
Petitioner raises concerns that the applicants had not submitted copies of
certain documents and alreements, such as the tower site and studio buildinl
leases, and the Employm.nt Alreem.nt b.tw.en assign•• and Edwards. Petitioner
questions the arranlem.nt whereby CRI will leas., to the assilnee, the
station's tower for a one-year p.riod and studi%ftic. buildinl on a month-to­
month basis. Baseman also sp.culates about possible restrictive clauses in
the employment alreement betw••n Edwards and WPTT, Inc. Furthermore,
petitioner cont.nds that the provision in the Term Note that prohibits
prepayment by WPTT, Inc. without prio~ written consent of CRI, means that
assilnee cannot refinance or sell Channel 22 (for example, to a strong
comp.titor) without CRI's consent. In addition, Baseman contends ~hat the
cross-interest policy will b. violated because CRI has access to the assignee's
financial statements and other information with respect to the operation of the
assignee and CRI can enter WPTT,Inc.'s place of busin.ss to examine assignee's
records. Petitioner also raises a question about the provision that assignee's
receipts are to be placed in a bank account that CRI alone can access and ~he

provision which permits CRI to direct parties who owe money to WPTT, Inc. to
pay such money directly to CRI.

On May 29, 1991, the applicants submitted copies of the leases, the Edwards'
employment alreement and a modified security alreement. Th. applicants also
submitted declarations of David D. Smith (President ot both CRI and SeC) and
edwards. In his d.claration, Smith stat•• that the l.ases are for short terms

. tor business reasons. In that relard, CRI wants to maintain its fleXibility
over the tower site; tor exampl., it may want to us. the pres.nt WPTT-TV tower
for a mlcrowave facl1ity in conn.ction with its op.ration ot WPCH-TV or to sell
or l •••e the tower-and'real estate on which it stands. Similarly, h. asserts
that the studio l.ase is on a month-to-month basis to maintain CRI's
flexlbl11ty to s.ll or 1.... the build1nl b.cause WPTT, Inc. may not n••d to
leue that 1mch space tor lts op.ration. Edwards responds that h. wants only a
one-year tower leas. b.caus. h••y want to mov. the WPTT-TV transmission
facility rrom Monro.vill., r1tt..n miles east or downtown Pittsburlh, to a
downtown site. Thus, a on.-year lease would liv. Edward. rlexlbility.
Likewis., Edwards stat.s that h. needs flexibility with r.sp.ct to the studio
(acilities. The studio contains approximat.ly 3-,000 square teet. Upon
reviewing the type or prolr...lnl that WPTT-TV ..yair att.r the acquisltion,
Edwards te.ls that h••y n.ees u·l1ttl. as 2,000 square teet. Thus, he wants
to keep hls opt10ns op.n to move WPTT-TV's studios to a small.r bulldlnl" tor­
reasons of ertieieney and cost savinls.

/
/"



(

/.I.

(

Smith explains that CRI's reason for requlrLng Edwards to enter into an
employment agreement with WPTT, Inc. is based on the fact that Edwards is a
"key person" in the transaction. He states that CRI chose to sell WPTT-TV to
Edwards "at extremely favorable terms" since CRI was purchasing WElCH-TV and had
to sell Channel 22, it had no leverage and was in a weak position to obtain a
market price for the station. Secondly, the sale to Edwards was a reward for
his III&ny years of loyal service to ·the station. Further, CRI wished to
encourage Minority ownership in a top 20 television market. Therefore, it was
necessary, in CRI's opinion, to have Edwards remain with the station. ~lso,

from a business standpoint, CRI needed to ensure that WPTT, Inc. would not
immediately sell the station without CRI realiZing the value it expects from
the transaction. "Thus, the employment alre..nt, in connection with a loan
provision requiring CRI's consent to any sale of tRe station, operate to ensure
that if WPTT, Inc. sells the station within the terll of Hr. Edwards' employment
agreesent, it will first satisfy its loan oblieation to CRI. These provisions
do not prohibit WPTT, Inc. froll selline the station at any time, they in no way
repr.sent an .ffort by CRI/SSG to control Hr. Edwards' op.ration of the
station, and they do not restrain comp.tition in the Pittsbureh mark.t."

Edwards .xplains that th.r. are two reasons why he was willing to enter into an
employment agreement with WPTT, Inc. First, on a purelr emotional level, he
has b••n with WPTT-TV for approximately '3 years and has d.veloped a great
sense of loyalty to the station. Secondly, froll a busin.ss perspective, .tr am
aware that I am the key person in the proposed sal., and that WPTT-TV's
creditors are relying on the continued presence of my talents and managerial
skills at the station. I therefore determined it would benefit both me and the
station to commit to entering into an employment agreement as a maeerial term
of the.sale."

Discussion The Cam.ission has long supported increased minority participation
and own.rship in the broadcast industry. Such participation b.n.rits not only
minorities, but the general public as well, by diversitying control of the
lIedia and thus the selection of available progr...inc. Cam.ission Policy
¥TtIrdinl the Advlftc!l!ftt ot Minority OwnerShip in Broadcastinl, 99 FCC 2~ 1249
(19 5). The C~l••lOft ~ecolniled in that report, that sell.~ tinancine can
facilltate .ino~lty entrance into the broadcast induatry •. Howeve~, the
Comais.lon conoluded that even in the context of selle~ financing to minority
buyers, any au~'10 reversionary interest in a 11cense is prohibited. When
we que.tloned C.~. rllftt to convert the d.benture into 801 of the asslanee's
voting .~, the appllcanta amended the agr....nt to specify nonvotlng stOCK.
Note 2(t) ot sea'lon 13.3555 of the Co~ission's rules provides that hold.r, or
nonvotlnl Itooe shall not be att~ibuted an int.rest In the issulng entlty
unless and until conver.lon is atr.ct.d. We, theretore, flnd that CRt has not
retained an interest 1n the WPTT-TV llcens. in contravention or Section 13.1150
at the Com-isslonls .rules.

Sectlon 13.3555(a)(3) or the rules prOhibits control or two television
stations in the s... are.. The croas-interest pollay, which ca-pl...nts the
.ultiple-ownership rule., is intended to p~event the prinoipal. ot a licensee
or a broadcast faoUlty to have a "uaninlrul relationship· with a second
facillty servinc esaentially the s... area. §!! He-elamination of the
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Corrmlssion's Cross-Interut ?olicy, 4 FCC Rcd 2208 (1989>' "The otlJecti.ve of
the policy is ~he promotion and mai.ntenance of full competition within a given
broadcast area," Cleveland Television Core. v. FCC, 732 F. 2d, 962, 969 (0. C.'
Cil'. 1984). The Co_ission has recognized that "to allow one entity to
exercise a significant role in the operation or one medium in the community,
coupled with an investment in another media outlet in the same area, might in
some instances result in the egregious dimiflution of the arm's length
competition and the diversity of viewpoints that cross-interest policy seeks to
foster." Wisconsin Television, Ltd., 59 RR 2d 193,195 (1985). Normally,
how.ver, a m.r. debtor-creditor r.lationship in one station in a market does
not, by itself, trigler concerns under the cross-interest policy. "(Aln
ext.nsion of the 'crOSS-interest' policy to encompass m.re creditor
relationships would cut a swath across the entire broadcasting industry without
any rational basis." Morris. Pierce' Pierce, 88 FCC 2d 713, 717-8 (Rev. Sd.
1981), review denied, FCC 83-31 (released January 25, 1983). Here CRI is only
prOViding financinl to WPTT, Inc. None of CRI/Sac's principals will b.
employ.es or consultants of the assilnee. The assiln•• is fre. to operat.
Channel 22. within the conf1n.s of the negotiated and fully disclosed
a.r....nts. as it s.es fit. Th.r. are no agreements b.tween the assignor and
assignee concerninl the type of prolram-ing to be broadcast on Channel 22 nor
will CRI/SSG prinCipals b. otherwise involved in the day-tO-day ,operation of
the station •

While the petitioner did not have the ben.fit of viewing the lease agreements
or the .mployment alreement wh.n he raised a questions about them, they have
now been filed and he was served with copies of them. After reviewing chei~

provisions, w. conclude that they are not inconsistent with the cross-inte~est

policy or the multiple-ownership ~ules. They are the r.sult of a negotiated
alreement betw••n the parties which tak.s into consideration ~easonable

busin.ss decislons or both s.ller and buyer. Soth parties want to maintain
fleXibility and the leases reasonably achieve that result. The employm.nt
alr••••nt requirement alao r.fl.cts reasonable business Judlement. CRI only
seeks leliti_te business sareguards with respect to a "key p.rson," Edwards.
Furthermore, we disacr.. with petitioner's interpr.tation ot the provision in
the T.ra Not. that prohibits prepa,.ent by asslan.. without prior written
cons.nt ot CRI. Baaed on our int.rpretat1on. we find that wm, Inc. has the
richt to refinance or sell the station without first obtaining CRI's approval.
'The clauae only atrlac. ...1l"ee's rilht to prepay and. it do•• not restrict
future sale. or retLnano1nl ri.ht.. We also note that CRI's conversion richts
are, by their te~, sabJ.ct to the Co.-ission's multipl.-ownership rules and
cross.lnte~t policy. Moreover, with resp.ct to the bank account and the
provis1on wblob pe~it. CRI to r.ceive direct payeents fra. those who owe
IIOney to the _ien-, the S.curity alr....nt has now been aaended to provide
that the.. conditlona will only occur aft.r d.fault by WPTT,Inc. Likewise.
access to a borrower'. tinancial stat...nts and books i. typlcal ot loans in
the broadcastlnl industry and is reasonable under the clrcu.stance. here.
Accordinlly, we tind that the ..r....nt. b.tween eRI and WPTT, Inc. tully
co.ply with the multiple own.rship-rule. and the Cam.ls.lon's cross-lnterest
pollcy.

/
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The Pleadings Baseman also objects to a grant oC the WPTT-TV and the WPCH-7V
applications oecause of allegedly inadequate minority employment at Channel ;3
and Channel 22. Relying on the Annual Employment Reports submitted to the
Commission. petitioner states that in 1989. WPCH-TV had Cour Cull-time minort':Y
employees (out of 58 total full-tlme employees) and for '990, minority
employment declined to three Cull-time minority employe.s (out of 58 total
Cull-time employees). Likewise. Baseman alleces that CRI's record ror WPTT-7V
is also deficient. In 1989, Channel 22 had six full-time minority employees
(out oC a total oC 43 Cull-time employees), While in 1990, WPTT-TY had rive
Cull-time minority employees (out of a total of 49 Cull-time employees.)
Baseman concludes that these numbers demonstrate serious violations or the
Commission's EEO policies and that the WPCH-TY application should not be
granted.

WPCH-TV r.sponds that the reduction of one Cull-time minority employee between
1989 and 1990 occurred only because on. minority employee's status had been
changed, at her request (owing to child car. arran.ements), from full-time to
part-ttme. Moreover, WPCH-TY argues that sine. the total minority labor Coree
percentace in Pittsburch is 1.31, its 5.21 1990 minority employment level is
111 of labor force parity and, thUS, is in compliance with EEO guidelines. sac
also r.sponds that its E£O record provide. no basis for denyinl the assignment.
Even aft.r the 1990 decrease 1n Cull-time minority positions, the total
percentac. of minority employees at WPTT-TV is 10.21. which is more than 100~

parity with the total Pittsburgh minority labor rorce.

Discussion The E£O policies and practices of Stations WPGH-TV and WPTT-TV were
reviewed by the Commis.ion and found to be acc.ptabl. at tne time oC the
stations' last renewal in 1989. There i. notninl in the materials submitted by
Baseman that would alter our earlier determinations or otherwise cause us to
now deviate tro. our u.ual practice ot reviewinl EEO r.lated complaints against
particular stations in the context at license r.newal applications. §!!
M.tromedia, Inc., 98 FCC2d 300, 302, n.2 (198-). The data on tile with the
Commi••ion shows that in 1990, Station WPGH-TV had 58 total full-time

o employ.... lnoludln. two Black mal•• aRd one Black temale and Station WPTT-TV
had 49 total tu11-t~ -.ployee., lnclu41nl two Black. mal•• , two Black females
and one Hlspaalo'-.le. The percentale. are c.rtainly within the "zone of
reasonablenes.- ~r the requirement. of B111n'ytl-81cultural Coalition on the
Mas. Mt91. v. rcc, 59 , 2d 621 (D.C. Cir. 1978). Accordinlly, Baseman has not
raised a suffioient qu••tion wlth r.spect to WPOH-TV's or WPTT-TV's E£O records
to warrant~rtheractlon.

Conclusion Hav1n. con.idered all the material. betore ua ln this matter, we
flnd that the petl~loner tailed to raise a sUb.tantial an material question or
fact that would warrant any further inquiry. We further conclude that all of
the applicant. betore us ar. fully qualifl.d and that a lrant ot both the WPCH­
TV ...ll~t application and the WPTT-TV asslanment appllcation will serve the
publlc int.re.t. Accordin.ly, the petition. to deny tlled by Mark Baaeman are

/
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denied and the assignment applications are granted this day, subject to the
condition that the sale of Station WPTT·TV be consummated prior to the
cons~mation of the sale of Station WPCH-TV.

Sincerely,

Barbara A. Kreisman
ehler, Video Services Division
Hass Media Bureau

cc: Donald E. Martin, Esq.
Arthur B. Goodkind, Esq.

/

/
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PROGRAMMING EXHIBIT A





religious points of view. All stations I repeat broadcasts of local

programming were included, including late night repeats where the

relevant information was available.

It is emphasized that Scripps Howard has no group policy that

simply encourages the offering of greater quantities of this type

of programming than that offered by competitors in the market.

Scripps Howard expected that a positive showing would result in

this comparison because of its special policies encouraging the

production of local programming which serves community needs.

The two months researched here were selected for being

relevant and for being reasonably easy to research. These are the

only time periods to date which have been systematically reviewed

by Scripps Howard for market-wide comparison of non-entertainment

program quantity.

Finally, since Station WMAR-TV was not a Scripps Howard

station until May 30, 1991, a different time-period comparison is

offered for it: July 1991 and mid-September 1991. As the table

and grids show, the July 1991 market-wide comparison shows WMAR-TV

in third place. As of mid-September 1991, however, the station had

added the locally produced "Morning Show" news program which moved

WMAR-TV into a strong first place in the Baltimore market.



II II
KAY 1990

- - MAlUtET -­
DETROIT, MICHIGAN

Station

WX:YZ-TV*

WDIV-TV

WJBK-TV

WKBD-TV

WX:ON-TV

Station

WX:YZ-TV*

WDIV-TV

WJBK-TV

WKBD-TV

WX:ON-TV

Hours

29

20.5

20

9

o

JULY 1991

Hours

27

26

20

6.5

o

Rank

1

2

3

4

5

Rank

1

2

3

4

5

* Scripps Howard station.



II

Station

WCPO-TV*

WKRC-TV

WLWT-TV

WXIX-TV

WSTR-TV

MAY 1990

-- MAIUtBT
CINCINNATI, OHIO

Hours

20

15

14.5

o

o

II

Rank

1

2

3

4 (tie)

4 (tie)

JULY 1991

Station Hours Rank

WCPO-TV* 17.5 3

WKRC-TV 20 2

WLWT-TV 20.5 1

WXIX-TV 0 4 (tie)

WSTR-TV 0 4 (tie)

* Scripps Howard station.



II
- - MAlUtBT -­

CLBVBLAND, OHIO

:MAY 1990

II

Station Hours Rank

WEWS-TV* 25.5 1

WJW-TV 24 2

WKYC-TV 18 3

WUAB-TV 7.5 4

WOrO-TV 2 5

JULY 1991

Station Hours Rank

WEWS-TV* 25.5 1

WJW-TV 20 2

WKYC-TV 15.5 3

WUAB-TV 8 4

WOrO-TV 1.5 5

* Scripps Howard station.



II

- - IlJUUtBT -­
MEMPHIS, TENNESSBB

MAY 1990

II

Station Hours Rank

WMC-TV* 19 1

WHBQ-TV 14.5 2

WREG-TV 11 3

WPTY-TV .5 4

WLMT-TV 0 5

JULY 1991

Station Hours Rank

WMC-TV* 19.5 1

WHBQ-TV 14.5 2

WREG-TV 12.5 3

WPTY-TV .5 5

WLMT-TV 5 4

* Scripps Howard station.



II II
- - MA.RD:T --

WEST PALM BEACH, PLORIDA

MAY 1990

Station

WPTV-TV*

WPEC-TV

WPBF-TV

WFLX-TV

WTVX-TV

Hours

15.5

15

13

1.5

.5

Rank

1

2

3

4

5

JULY 1991

Station Hours Rank

WPTV-TV* 21.5 1

WPEC-TV 20.5 2

WPBF-TV 10.5 3

WFLX-TV 1.5 4 (tie)

WTVX-TV 1.5 4 (tie)

* Scripps Howard station.



II
- - MARltBT -­

TULSA, OltLAHOMA

MAY 1990

II

Station Hours Rank

KJRH-TV* 16** 1

KOTV-TV 15.5 2

KTUL-TV 9.5 3

KOKI-TV 0 4

JtlLY 1991

Station Hours Rank

KJRH-TV* 16** 2

KOTV-TV 18 1

KTUL-TV 14.5 3

KOKI-TV 0 4

* Scripps Howard station.

** Arbitron did not report late-night programming in this
market, and the station was unable to confirm the
presence of late-night local public affairs programming
on the other market stations. Accordingly, while the
attached grids show that ltJRB-TV offered an additional
two and one-half hours of local news programming per week
during these periods, the tables do not include this
programming.



II II
- - MAIUtBT -­

BALTDIORB, MARYLAND

JULy 1991

Station

WMAR-TV*

WJZ-TV

WEAL-TV

WEFF-TV

WNUV-TV

Hours

20.5

21

24.5

12

o

Rank

3

2

1

4

5

MID-SBPTlllBBR 1991

Station Hours Rank

WMAR-TV* 26 1

WJZ-TV 23.5 2

WEAL-TV 22.5 3

WEFF-TV 12.5 4

WNUV-TV 0 5

* Scripps Howard station.


