ALTV Advocate Summary

Issue: Newspaper Crossownership

Interviewee: Bob Branson (BB), Counsel

Organization: Association of Local Television Stations (ALTV)
Advocate #: 96-04

Date of Interview: August 28, 2001

Basic Background: BB did not give a detailed history or background of the issue because he knew I had interviewed John Sturm at NAA.  He explained that both associations have the same position and stake in repealing the rule because it will make them more competitive with other types of media companies.  He also said, “The rules don’t fit the current situation.  A rule that prohibits crossownership is remarkable today…[when the rule was written] newspapers were seen as a monopoly on local news.  It’s just not so anymore.”

Prior Activity on the Issue: none mentioned

Advocacy Activities Undertaken:

· Testified at hearing (but did not say what hearing)

· Has kept in informal contact with House and Senate Commerce Committee staff and FCC 

Future Advocacy Activities Planned:

· BB anticipated that the issue would be brought up at the next FCC meeting

· Hoped FCC would publish a notice of proposed rulemaking 

Key Congressional Contacts/Champions:

· Senator McCain

Targets of Direct Lobbying:

· FCC Commissioners and staff

· House and Senate Commerce Committee members and staff

Targets of Grassroots Lobbying: no grassroots mentioned

Coalition Partners (Names/participants): no coalition mentioned

Other Participants in the Issue Debate: 

· National Association of Broadcasters (NAB)

· Newspaper Association of America

· The TV networks

Ubiquitous Arguments and Evidence:

· “The rules don’t fit the current situation.  A rule that prohibits crossownership is remarkable today…[when the rule was written] newspapers were seen as a monopoly on local news.  It’s just not so anymore.”

· “[The rule’s] just not needed.  With the Internet and cable, there’s a plethora of media voices.  It’s anachronistic.”

· [In response to opposition’s argument that multiple viewpoints are needed]: “The viewpoint diversity argument is valid, but [the rule] doesn’t account for the whole market.  There’s no evidence of abuse…  Look at Chicago.”  He explained how the Chicago media market is exempt from the FCC rule.

Secondary Arguments and Evidence:

· [These companies are very different.]  “It’s like the entertainment industry.  I always use the analogy that broadcasters and newspapers are like Hollywood and Broadway…”

Targeted Arguments, Targets, and Evidence: 

· “The politicians’ monopoly concern is endorsements…” “It’s just not reality that there would be an intra-media, centralized editorial.  There’ll still be competition between newspapers and broadcasters.”

· “The fact is is that most broadcasters don’t do candidate endorsements.  They still implicitly follow the fairness doctrine.”

Nature of the Opposition: BB described the opposition as “the national broadcast networks.”  “I used to work for NBC…they want to keep the local stations in check.”  He further explained that consumer advocates were concerned that the local media would suffer from a lack of diversity of viewpoints.

Ubiquitous Arguments and Evidence of the Opposition:

· “The consumer groups raise the viewpoint diversity issue.”

· “[The networks] want to keep the local stations in check.”  

Secondary Arguments and Evidence of the Opposition: none mentioned

Targeted Arguments, Targets, and Evidence of the Opposition: none mentioned

Described as a Partisan Issue: No.

Venues of Activity:

· House and Senate Commerce Committees

· FCC

Action Pending or Taken by Relevant Decision Makers: He said that he expected the FCC to raise the issue at a meeting next month.  “We’ll see what happens.”

Policy Objectives and Support for/Opposition to the Status Quo:  ALTV wants the FCC to repeal the regulation restricting companies from owning local broadcasters/radio stations and local newspapers.

Advocate’s Experience: Tenure in Current Job/Previous Experience:

· FCC lawyer, two times

· Counsel, NAB 

· Senior Counsel, FCC Commissioner Barrett

· Attorney with Washington Post for 8 years

· General Counsel, ALTV for a few months

Reliance on Research: In-house/External: BB said they tend to rely on research done by NAB and independent 

Number of Individuals Involved in Advocacy: 2 lobbyists, including himself and the association president.

Units in Organization Involved in Public Affairs/Policy: 1

Advocate’s Outstanding Skills/Assets: Experience.

Type of Membership (None, Institution, Individuals, Both): institutions

Membership Size: did not know

Organizational Age: missing from interview

Miscellaneous: The interview was brief because ALTV had basically the same perspective as NAA.  I did not know that when I arranged the interview. 

