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Before the 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Washington, D.C.  20554 
 

In the Matter of ) 
  ) 
Applications of Comcast Corporation,  ) MB Docket No. 10-56 
General Electric Company )  
and NBC Universal, Inc.  ) 
  ) 
For Consent to Assign Licenses or  ) 
Transfer Control of Licensees  ) 
  
 

JOINT OPPOSITION TO REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
TO FILE PETITIONS TO DENY AND COMMENTS 

 
 Comcast Corporation (“Comcast”), General Electric Company, and NBC Universal, Inc. 

(“NBCU”) (collectively, “Applicants”) hereby oppose the request for extension of time filed 

June 14, 2010, by Bloomberg, L.P. (“Bloomberg”).1  Bloomberg seeks to delay by 45 days the 

due date for submitting petitions to deny and comments in response to the Applications and 

Public Interest Statement submitted by the Applicants on January 28, 2010.  Bloomberg’s 

request should be denied.   

 The asserted basis for the delay is that Bloomberg needs “sufficient time to fully consider 

the record,”2 including the materials recently submitted by Comcast and NBCU in response to 

the Information and Discovery Requests issued by the Media Bureau on May 21, 2010.3  Delay 

                                                 
1  Bloomberg, L.P., Request for Extension of Time to File Petitions to Deny and Comments, MB Docket No. 
10-56 (filed June 14, 2010) (“Bloomberg Request”).   

2  Bloomberg Request at 1. 

3  In the Matter of Applications of Comcast Corporation, General Electric Company and NBC Universal, Inc. 
for Consent to Assign Licenses or Transfer Control of Licensees, Information and Discovery Request for Comcast 
Corporation, MB Docket No. 10-56 (rel. May 21, 2010); In the Matter of Applications of Comcast Corporation, 
General Electric Company and NBC Universal, Inc. for Consent to Assign Licenses or Transfer Control of 
Licensees, Information and Discovery Request for NBC Universal, Inc., MB Docket No. 10-56 (rel. May 21, 2010) 
(collectively, “Information Requests”). 
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appears inconsistent with the Commission’s stated intentions and would be prejudicial to 

Applicants.   

 The Commission has carefully considered the interests of would-be petitioners and 

commenters by issuing its Information Requests at a relatively early stage of the review process.  

Such requests are usually issued after petitions and comments are due – and, indeed, usually 

several months after the full pleading cycle has been completed.  For example, the Commission 

issued an information request approximately three months after the end of the pleading cycle in 

the AT&T-Centennial transaction, more than two months after the end of the pleading cycle in 

the Liberty Media-DirecTV transaction, and four months after the end of the pleading cycle in 

the Frontier-Verizon transaction.4  In dozens of transactions reviewed by counsel, only a handful 

of instances were identified in which the FCC issued an information request before the end of the 

pleading cycle, and in none of those transactions did parties file their responses to an information 

request prior to the initial comment/petition deadline as Applicants have done here.  When 

responses to information requests have been filed after the initial pleading cycle (which has been 

the case in the vast majority of transaction reviews), the Commission has not established new 

comment periods.  The Commission’s decision to issue the Information Requests at an earlier 

                                                 
4  In the Matter of Applications of AT&T Inc. and Centennial Communications Corp. For Consent to Transfer 
Control of Licenses, Authorizations, and Spectrum Leasing Arrangements, Public Notice, WT Docket No. 08-246 
(Dec. 16, 2008) (establishing February 2, 2009 as the end of the pleading cycle); In the Matter of Applications of 
AT&T Inc. and Centennial Communications Corp. For Consent to Transfer Control of Licenses, Authorizations, and 
Spectrum Leasing Arrangements, Request for Information, WT Docket No. 08-246 (Apr. 30, 2009); Application of 
News Corporation and The DIRECTV Group, Inc., Transferors, And Liberty Media Corporation, Transferee, For 
Authority to Transfer Control, Public Notice, MB Docket No. 07-18 (Feb. 21, 2007) (establishing April 9, 2007 as 
the end of the pleading cycle); Application of News Corporation and The DIRECTV Group, Inc., Transferors, And 
Liberty Media Corporation, Transferee, For Authority to Transfer Control, Request for Information, MB Docket 
No. 07-18 (June 15, 2007); In the Matter of Applications filed by Frontier Communications Corporation and 
Verizon Communications Inc. for Assignment or Transfer of Control, Public Notice, WC Docket No. 09-95 (Aug. 
11, 2009) (establishing October 11, 2009 as the end of the pleading cycle); In the Matter of Applications filed by 
Frontier Communications Corporation and Verizon Communications Inc. for Assignment or Transfer of Control, 
Request for Information, WC Docket No. 09-95 (Feb. 12, 2010). 
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stage of the process affords all parties an improved ability to present the facts and analyses they 

believe will support their respective positions, but it cannot logically be a reason for delaying 

further the already-deferred dates for initial petitions and comments. 

 It also bears emphasis that Applicants have provided an abundance of information long 

before their recent responses to the Information Requests.  Substantial details about this 

transaction were announced more than six months ago;5 the Applications and Public Interest 

Statement were filed more than four months ago;6 an economic report on the application of the 

staff’s foreclosure model to this transaction was filed more than three months ago;7 and two 

additional economic reports were filed six weeks ago.8  These submissions collectively represent 

vastly more information than has typically been provided by applicants prior to the time that 

petitions and comments are due.  In addition, in this case, Applicants have also answered dozens 

of congressional questions on the record in this proceeding9 and have now answered, without any 

request for an extension of time, significant information requests.  (Moreover, there have been 

                                                 
5  See, e.g., Comcast Corporation, Creating a Premier Media and Entertainment Company, Dec. 3, 2009, 
available at http://www.comcast.com/nbcutransaction/pdfs/Investor_Presentation_Comcast-NBCU_FINAL%20-
%20No%20Notes.pdf; Memorandum from David L. Cohen, Executive Vice President, Comcast Corporation, Dec. 
3, 2009, available at http://www.comcast.com/nbcutransaction/pdfs/PublicInterestCommitments.pdf; Press Release, 
Comcast Corporation and General Electric Company, Comcast and GE to Create Leading Entertainment Company, 
Dec. 3, 2009, available at http://www.comcast.com/nbcutransaction/pdfs/Press%20Release_Final_12.3.09.pdf.  

6  See In the Matter of Applications of Comcast Corporation, General Electric Company and NBC Universal, 
Inc. For Consent to Assign Licenses or Transfer Control of Licensees, MB Docket No. 10-56, Applications and 
Public Interest Statement, Lead Application File Nos. BTCCDT-20100128AAG (MB), SES-ASG-20100201-00148 
(IB), and 0004101576 (WTB) (filed Jan. 28, 2010) 

7  See Mark Israel and Michael L. Katz, Application of the Commission Staff Model of Vertical Foreclosure 
to the Proposed Comcast-NBCU Transaction, MB Docket No. 10-56 (filed Mar. 5, 2010).  

8  See Mark Israel and Michael L. Katz, The Comcast/NBCU Transaction and Online Video Distribution, MB 
Docket No. 10-56 (filed May 4, 2010); Gregory L. Rosston, An Economic Analysis of Competitive Benefits from 
the Comcast-NBCU Transaction, MB Docket No. 10-56 (filed May 4, 2010).  

9  See Comcast Corporation, General Electric Co., and NBC Universal Inc., Responses of Comcast 
Corporation and NBC Universal, Inc. to Questions Submitted by Several Members of the United States House of 
Representatives, MB Docket No. 10-56 (filed June 2, 2010).   
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five thorough congressional hearings at which proponents and opponents have ventilated the 

issues thoroughly.)  The plain fact is that the Applicants have provided more information, earlier, 

than any applicants in any transaction the Commission has ever reviewed.   

 Senators, representatives, and governors, as well as state, county, and local officials, have 

urged the Commission to conduct an expeditious process.10  The Commission has tried to do 

precisely this, in part by rejecting prior proposals to delay the proceeding11 and in part by issuing 

the Information Requests at an early stage of the process.  The Commission was well aware 

when it issued the Information Requests that the due date for responses, June 11, was a relatively 

short period before petitions and comments are due.  The Commission was also aware that all 

parties have had ample time to formulate their positions, and they will have ample opportunity to 

articulate them over the course of the pleading cycle that already stretches into August.  There is 

no need to delay the process further.   

 Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the Commission deny Bloomberg’s 

Request.  

                                                 
10  See, e.g., Letter from Christopher Dodd and Joseph Lieberman, United States Senators from Connecticut, 
to the Commission, MB Docket No. 10-56 (filed June 4, 2010); Letter from Congressman John Larson et al. to the 
Commission, MB Docket No. 10-56 (filed June 4, 2010); Letter from Governors Paterson, Rendell, and 
Schwarzenegger to the Commission, MB Docket No. 10-56 (filed May 25, 2010); Letter from Georgia State Senator 
Don Balfour, President, National Conference of State Legislatures, to Chairman Genachowski, MB Docket No. 10-
56 (filed May 14, 2010). 

11  See In the Matter of Applications of Comcast Corporation, General Electric Company and NBC Universal, 
Inc. For Consent to Assign Licenses or Transfer Control of Licensees, Order, MB Docket No. 10-56, DA 10-536 
(MB rel. Mar. 26, 2010) (denying Media Access Project’s request for an extension of the pleading cycle); In the 
Matter of Applications of Comcast Corporation, General Electric Company and NBC Universal, Inc. For Consent 
to Assign Licenses or Transfer Control of Licensees, Order, MB Docket No. 10-56, DA 10-595 (MB rel. Apr. 5, 
2010) (denying Mabuhay Alliance’s request to stop the review process to allow for widespread hearings). 
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 Respectfully submitted, 

 

      Arthur J. Burke   
Arthur J. Burke 
DAVIS POLK & WARDWELL LLP 
450 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10017  
(212) 450-4352 
Counsel for Comcast Corporation 
 
 
    A. Richard Metzger, Jr.   
A. Richard Metzger, Jr. 
LAWLER, METZGER, KEENEY & LOGAN, LLC 
2001 K Street, NW, Suite 802 
Washington, DC  20006 
(202) 777-7700 
Counsel for General Electric Company 
 
 
      David H. Solomon   
David H. Solomon 
WILKINSON BARKER KNAUER, LLP 
2300 N Street, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, DC  20037 

 (202) 783-4141 
 Counsel for NBC Universal, Inc. 
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