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445 12th Street, S.W. Office of the Secretary

Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: Notice of Ex Parte Communication
File No. BRCT-20070201AJT
MB Docket No. 07-260

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On June 13, 2011, the undersigned of this Firm, representing Fox Television
Stations, Inc. (“Fox™), licensee of WWOR-TV, Secaucus, NJ, spoke by telephone
with Sherrese Smith of Chairman Genachowski’s office to discuss matters relating to
the above-referenced proceeding.

In particular, we discussed the legal standard applicable to the Commission’s
review of WWOR-TV’s pending license renewal application. I reiterated Fox’s
position, set forth on pp. 15-18 of its May 30, 2007 Opposition to Petition to Deny,
that WWOR-TV’s obligation to serve the needs and interests of its viewers is not
substantively different from the obligations of any other station, although WWOR-
TV is required to serve the needs and interests of viewers throughout Northern New
Jersey (rather than just its community of license). As the Opposition to Petition to
Deny explained: “The FCC made clear that WWOR-TV’s ‘obligation to serve the
issues and concerns of northern New Jersey is not different in kind or degree from
any licensee’s obligation to serve its community of license,” and concluded that
WWOR-TV’s ‘performance should be judged in the same manner as any other






