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To: Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary, Federal Communications Commission

Attn:  Hon. Richard L. Sippel, Chief Administrative Law Judge

ENFORCEMENT BUREAU’S COMMENTS
on
REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

1. By e-mail, dated July 28, 2009,' the Presiding Judge requested the Enforcement
Bureau (“Bureau”) to comment by one o’clock on July 29, 2009, on “why it might be appropriate” for
him to grant the Motion to Amend Scheduling Order (“MASN Extension Request”), filed July 27,
2009, by TCR Sports Broadcasting Holding, L.L.P. d/b/a Mid-Atlantic Sports Network (“MASN”).
The MASN Extension Request seeks a one-week extension of time, until August 7, 2009, for the
Bureau to file its post-hearing comments in this proceeding.

2. Although it appears from their respective filings’ that the captioned parties disagree
on the imminence and likelihood of a settlement, the Bureau has no independent knowledge or
understanding of the extent to which they are and have been engaged in settlement negotiations.

Nevertheless, the Burcau concurs with the Presiding Judge with respect to the high public interest in

' E-mail from Richard L. Sippel, Chief Administrative Law Judge, Federal Communications Commission, to
various counse] for TCR Sports Broadcasting Holding, L.L.P. d/b/a Mid-Atlantic Sports Network, Comeast
Corporation, and the Enforcement Bureau, at 10:49 AM on July 28, 2009.

* See MASN Extension Request and Opposition, filed July 27, 2009, by Comcast Corporation.



case resolution by settlement and agrees in principle with a limited extension of time to accommodate
the good faith efforts of the captioned parties and their counsel to attempt to negotiate a settlement of
this complex dispute. Furthermore, the Bureau does not believe that such a brief extension will
materially impair the Presiding Judge’s ability to issue a Recommended Decision on an expedited
basis in the event such settlement negotiations are unsuccessful.

3. Therefore, as indicated in the MASN Extension Request, the Bureau does not oppose
MASN’s request for relief.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Ernestine Creech, a Paralegal Specialist in the Enforcement Bureau’s Investigations and Hearings

th

Division, certifies that she has, on this 29" day of July 2009, sent via first class United States mail and

E-Mail copies of the foregoing “Enforcement Bureau’s Comments” to:

David C. Frederick, Esq.
Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd, Evans & Figel, P.L.L.C.
1615 M Street, N.W., Suite 400
Washington, DC 20036
DFREDERICK@KHHTE.com
Counsel for TCR Sports Broadcasting Holding, L.L.P.

David H. Solomon, Esq.
Wilkinson Barker Knauer, LLP
2300 N Street, N.W., Suite 700
Washington, DC 20037
DSolomon{@wbklaw.com

Counsel for Comcast Corporation

Copies of the foregoing also were hand-delivered and sent via e-mail to:

Honorable Richard L. Sippel

Chief Administrative Law Judge
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, S.W., Room 1-C861
Washington, D.C. 20054
Richard.sippel@fce.gov

Mary Gosse

Office of Administrative Judges
445 12" Street, S.W., Room 1-C831
Washington, D.C. 20054

Mary.gosse@fcc.gov
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