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August 22, 2008

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING

Marlene H. Dortch, Esquire
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Notification ofEx Parte Communication
MB Docket Nos. 06-121 and 02-277
MM Docket Nos. 01-235, 01-317, and 00-244

Dear Ms. Dortch:

This is to advise you, in accordance with Section 1.1206 of the FCC's rules, that
yesterday, August 21, 2008, George L. Mahoney, Vice President, Secretary, and General
Counsel of Media General, Inc. ("Media General"), and I met with Catherine Bohigian, Chief of
the Office of Strategic Planning and Policy Analysis, to discuss the positions that Media General
took and the arguments that it set forth in the Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration that it
filed on May 6, 2008 in the above-referenced dockets. A copy of the Opposition was provided at
the meeting. The attached excerpt from the Congressional Record was also discussed at the
meeting, and a copy is attached to this report.

As required by Section 1.1206(b), as modified by the policies applicable to electronic
filings, one electronic copy ofthis letter is being submitted for each above-referenced docket.

V~.fru2L

M. Anne Swanson

Enclosure
cc w/encl. (by email):

Catherine Bohigian, Esquire

Dow Lohnes PI.LC
Attorneys at law
www_dowtolm~s.wm

WASHINGTON. DC I AtlANTA, GA 1200 New Hampshire Avenue. NW, Suite 800
Washington, DC 20036-6802
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DISAPPROVAL OF FCC OWNERSHIP
RULE SUBMITTAL

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro­
ceed to the consideration of S.J. Res.
28, which the clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A resolution (S.J. Res. 28) disapproving the

rules submitted by the Federal Communica­
tions Commission with respect to broadcast
media donorship.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
2 minutes equally divided. The Senator
from North Dakota is recognized.

Mr. DORGAN. This is a resolution of
disapproval of an FCC rule dealing with
media ownership. The Commerce Com­
mittee has passed this out to the floor
of the Senate. I will not go into great
length on the merits of the issue except
to say we have visited this issue pre­
viously. I think there is too much con­
centration in the media. The FCC rule
moves in exactly the wrong direction,
adding more concentration.

I ask that Members of the Senate
who wish to would be able to make
statements that appear prior to this
vote. I believe we have agreed to a
voice vote.

I yield the floor. I reserve my time.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­

ator from Alaska is recognized.
Mr. STEVENS. I yield to the Senator

from Georgia.
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I

know we are going to have a voice
vote. I ask unanimous consent I be re­
corded as a "no."

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
record will so reflect.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I wish
the record also to reflect I voted "no"
on S.J. Res. 28.

Mr. STEVENS. I ask unanimous con­
sent statements in opposition to the
resolution of the Senator from North
Dakota be printed in the RECORD at
this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CROSS OWNERSHIP RULE

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I rise
today to thank my colleague from
North Dakota for his work on media
ownership issues and to engage him in
a colloquy to clarify one point about
the resolution of disapproval. I note
that Senator DORGAN has long been a
champion of media localism and diver­
sity, issues that are quite important to
me as well.

Because I believe that the Federal
Communications Commission ignored
Congress's repeated admonitions about
following appropriate processes in
reaching the agency's new cross-owner­
ship rules, I support this bipartisan
resolution.
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Yet I believe that if the Senate

adopts this resolution, the existing
waivers contemplated under the FCC
cross-ownership rule should be pro­
tected. This means that those waivers
would not be a part of this resolution.

I have significant concerns that if
these waivers are not protected, this
legislation could harm some media
markets and constituents' access to
news and information in my State of
Virginia.

I would like to confirm that this res­
olution, while it would nullify the re­
vised version of the FCC's newspaper
cross-ownership ban, would not undo or
in any manner change the FCC's deci­
sion to grant permanent waivers to five
existing newspaper-broadcast combina­
tions, and thus grandfather them, as
set forth in paragraphs 77 and 158 of the
FCC's December 18, 2007 Report and
Order. It is my understanding that this
resolution will not affect these five
specific waivers, and I would like to
clarify this understanding

Senator DORGAN, is it your goal and
understanding that the waivers that
the FCC granted in conjunction with
the cross-ownership rule be protected?

Mr. DORGAN. Under the Congres­
sional Review Act, the resolution of
disapproval is intended to overturn a
specific rule, not other parts of an
agency's order. The waivers are not
rules.

The resolution is written in a specific
way referring to an order, but it is the
rule that is nullified. These waivers
could have been granted alone or under
the previous cross-ownership ban. It is
not the intention of this resolution to
affect the waivers in the order.


