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Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: In the Matter ofApplications ofComcast Corporation, General Electric Company and
NBC Universal, Inc. for Consent to Assign Licenses or Transfer Control ofLicensees,
MB-Docket No. 10-56

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On November 2, 2010, Sylvia Strobel, Executive Director of the Alliance for Community
Media ("ACM"), Dan Coughlin, board member of the Alliance for Communications Democracy
("ACD") and Executive Director of the Manhattan Neighborhood Network ("MNN"), Jim
Horwood of Spiegel & McDiarmid LLP, and the undersigned, met with Jim Bird of the FCC
General Counsel's Office, Holly Sauer, Bill Freedman, Marcia Glauberman and Judith Herman
of the Media Bureau, and Chuck Needy of the Office of Strategic Planning and Policy Analysis,
regarding the above-captioned proceeding. The PEG-related merger conditions proposed by
ACD in its June 21, 2010, comments in the proceeding, and amplified by ACD's August 19
reply comments, were explained and discussed.

Ms. Strobel stated that ACM supports ACD's position. The outline attached as
Attachment A, summariz:ing ACD's and ACM's position, was distributed and discussed at the
meeting. Also distributed at the meeting was the April 2010 report performed for ACD by
Group W Communications, LLC, "Aggregate Data on Cable Viewership" (attached as
Attachment B), which was cited in ACD's June 21 comments in this proceeding and filed in the
Commission's pending Future ofMedia proceeding, GN Docket No. 10-25. The Group W
report concludes, among other things, that subscribers value PEG programming highly and that
higher-numbered channel locations result in lower viewership. Mr. Coughlin explained the
uniquely local nature of PEG programming, using as an example MNN, which is offering the
only Manhattan-specific coverage of the November 2 election results.
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At the meeting, FCC staff also asked ACD and ACM for input and clarification on three
additional issues.

1. FCC staff noted that in Comcast's and NBCU's August 19,2010, "Reply to
Responses" in this proceeding (at 19 n.58), they "clarif[ied]" that their VOD trial commitment
extended to public, as well as educational and governmental, access. ACD and ACM appreciate
this clarification, which ACD had proposed it in its June 21 comments, and we urge the
Commission to include it in any PEG-related conditions imposed on the merger.

2. FCC staff requested clarification concerning the intent of the "same signal
quality" language in ACD's proposed Merger Condition No.3. In particular, FCC staff asked
whether it was the intent of the condition to require Comcast to take steps to upgrade the quality
of a PEG signal it receives if the PEG signal is not delivered to Comcast at the PEG origination
point in a quality level equivalent to local broadcast channels. The answer is no; the purpose of
the language is to prohibit Comcast from degrading the signal quality ofthe PEG programming it
receives in any form or fashion (whether through compression, data speed, or otherwise) in any
way greater than it degrades the signal quality of the local broadcast channels it receives. As
most PEG centers have moved, or will be moving, to digital, most PEG programming will be
delivered to Comcast in signal quality comparable to broadcast. ACD and ACM ask that, as a
condition to the merger, Comcast be prohibited from degrading PEG signals any more than it
degrades broadcast signals, and that if PEG signals are delivered to Comcast in quality
equivalent to that delivered to it by local broadcasters, Comcast be required to deliver those PEG
signals to subscribers in that equivalent quality.

3. FCC staff asked for ACD's and ACM's reaction to Comcast's November 1,2010,
ex parte letter in this proceeding concerning its PEG VOD commitment. ACD and ACM
appreciate Comcast's clarification that its PEG VOD commitment is in addition to, and "is not
intended to affect or replace Comcast's existing franchise requirements for traditional liner PEG
channel carriage." Any merger condition should so state explicitly. ACM and ACD also
appreciate Comcast's further explanation of its VOD commitment in the November 1 letter, but
that explanation still leaves important questions unanswered and does not satisfy ACD's
proposed PEG Merger Condition No.4 concerning VOD and online delivery of PEG
programming. Comcast's commitment is still styled as a "trial" or "pilot" and does not contain
any enforceable promise actually to include PEG programming on Comcast's VOD and online
platforms on an ongoing basis, much less any commitment that Comcast will not discriminate
against PEG on those platforms, in terms of accessibility and menu selection, vis-a.-vis its own or
affiliated programming carried on those platforms. It also leaves Comcast with complete
discretion to choose where it will, and will not, offer PEG on those platforms, which PEG
center's programming it chooses to select for the "trial," and even whether the "trial" or "pilot"
will become permanent. We recognize and appreciate that there may ~e technical limitations,
such as server capacity, that could affect Comcast's implementation of PEG on VOD and online
platforms, and we and PEG centers around the nation would be happy to work with Comcast on
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those issues. But if the uniquely local and diverse nature of programming provided by PEG is to
be allowed to survive in the increasingly nationalized,' and integrated, video programming and
distribution markets that the proposed merger will create, then Comcast's PEG VOD and online
commitment must be permanent, and it must prevent Comcast from discriminating against PEG
in its VOD and online platforms vis-a.-vis its treatment of its own affiliated content, especially
that of its local broadcast affiliates.

Pursuant to Section 1.1206 of the Commission's rules, this letter is being submitted via
ECFS for inclusion in the public record of the above-captioned proceeding. Should you have
questions or require further information, please feel free to contact the undersigned.

Counsel for Allian for Communications
lliance for Community
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