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EAU’'S C N REPLY
QF SCRIPPS HOW, R CASTIN (0] AND FQUR JACKS
BROADCASTING, INC.
1. On March 24, 1995, Scripps Howard Broadcasting Company
and Four Jacks Broadcasting, Inc. ("Settling Parties") filed a
joint request for approval of settlement agreement. On April 3,
1995, the Mass Media Bureau filed comments in support of the

joint request. On April 28, 1995, the Settling Parties filed a

reply to the Mass Media Bureau’s comments.

2. In its comments the Bureau supported approval of the
settlement agreement on the condition that the Settling Parties
reform Section 8 of their agreement which prohibited either party

from filing any document with the Commission that opposses the
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grant of an application filed by the other. The Bureau’s concern
was that Section 8 would prevent either party from bringing
information to the Commission’s attention about the other party
even if that party had a bona fide belief that the other party’s
station was not being operated in the public interest. The
Bureau pointed out that Section 8 was similar to a clause in
another settlement agreement that the Review Board had ordered

reformed before approving. Nirvana Radio Broadcasting Corp., 4

FCC Rcd 2778, 2779 (1989).

3. 1In their reply, the Settling Parties note that the
agreement in the Nirvana case prohibited any filings by the
parties with the Commission, while Section 8 of their agreeement
only prohibits the parties from filing a document "that opposes
the grant of any application." Thus, the Settling Parties state,
consistent with Section 8 of their agreement, either could file a
statement with the Commission bringing relevant information to
the Commission’s attention about the other, so long as the
statement did not object, formally or informally, to the grant of

an application.

4. In light of the explanation provided by the Settling

Parties of Section 8 of their agreement, the Bureau no longer



opposes approval of the settlement agreement as submitted. The
Bureau now unconditionally supports approval of the joint

agreement and termination of this proceeding.
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