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very decidedly in the direction of monopoly. Both the statute and ordinary prudence require that the 
decision in this matter be the product of careful analysis of record evidence and that it be reflected in a 
reasoned explanation. 

In this regard, SBS will respond to the many factual assertions contained in the May 14,2003, 
Univision submission shortly. Unsurprisingly, we do not find Univision’s propositions probative of 
the substantive issues nor do we find Univision’s legal and policy points relevant to the resolution of 
this important matter. (We note that the submission, inexplicably, is not posted on the ECFS site and 
thus remains unavailable to anyone seeking to follow the proposed transaction through the 
Commission’s Web site). 

Finally, we note the unusual circumstance presented by today’s Commission vote 
fundamentally changing its principal media ownership regulations (following “the most exhaustive and 
comprehensive review of [the] broadcast rules ever undertaken”) and the pendency of this major 
broadcasting transfer application. As we are able to learn the details of the new ownership rules, we 
will submit our analysis of their significance for the Univision proposal. 

Respectfully submitted, 

I s /  Philip L. Verveer 
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