
Before the 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Washington, DC 20554 

In the Matter of: ) 
) 

Carriage Complaint Against ) 
) 

Service Electric Cablevision, Inc. and ) 
Service Electric Cable Television, Inc. ) 

by ) 
) 

Western Pacific Broadcast, LLC ) 
) 

With Respect to Carriage Within the ) 
Philadelphia, PA Designated Market Area, ) 
of Local Commercial Television Station W ACP, ) 
Licensed to Atlantic City, New Jersey ) 

Directed to: The Chief, Media Bureau 

Docket No. 13-_ 
File No. CSR-__ -M 

CLARIFICATION, SUPPLEMENT AND CORRECTION OF RECORD TO 
DECEMBER 14, 2012 

PETITION FOR SPECIAL RELIEF 
BY ORDER OF CARRIAGE 

Western Pacific Broadcast, LLC ("Western Pacific") hereby respectfully submits 

this clarification, supplement and correction of the record in the above-captioned matter. 

The Petition for Special Relief(the "PSR") filed by Western Pacific in this matter 

requests relief by order of carriage against several CUIDs and two PSIDs in the 

Philadelphia, PA DMA. It is clear from the PSR what cable systems and associated 

community units are the targets of the PSR. They are listed in Exhibit 1 to the PSR, and 

the PSR refers directly to Exhibit 1 for identification of the target cable systems and 

associated community units. 1 

PSR, at 2 n.l. 



However, Western Pacific has labored under what it just recently discovered to be 

a mistake of fact as to the actual corporate entity which controls one of those systems and 

its associated community units. It was Western Pacific's belief that Service Electric 

Cablevision, Inc. ("SE Cablevision") controlled both systems (PSID 001704 and 001711) 

and their respective community units. In fact, we learned very recently, that SE 

Cablevision's "affiliate,"2 Service Electric Cable Television, Inc. ("SE Cable TV") 

controls PSID 001711 and its associated community units. Western Pacific discovered 

that these affiliates were in fact separate legal entities only after serving the PSR on the 

person who we thought was acting as counsel for both systems, only to be told for the 

first time that the SE Cablevision and SE Cable TV are related yet separate legal entities. 

This mistaken identification began with Western Pacific's June 6, 2012 must 

carry election letter, which was addressed to two headquarters office locations (which are 

just 5 miles apart in Allentown, PA), for what we believed to be SE Cablevision, and 

listed both cable systems and associated community units, but listed SE Cablevision as 

the entity operating from both offices, one on Hamilton Street and the other on Liberty 

Lane. What we did not realize was that the Hamilton Street office housed SE Cable TV. 

The letter was received by SE Cable TV at its Hamilton Street address, as demonstrated 

by the US Post Office return receipt notice executed by a SE Cable TV employee and 

appearing in Exhibit 4 of the PSR. As stated in the PSR, Western Pacific received no 

response to this letter from either SE Cablevision or SE Cable TV _3 

2 The websites for both SE Cablevision and SE Cable TV list the other as its 
"affiliate." Copies of web pages printed from these websites which express this 
affiliation are attached as Exhibit 1 to this pleading. 
3 PSR, at 2. 
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Because of the lack of a timely response, Western Pacific sent a September 14, 

2012 must carry demand letter addressed to SE Cab levis ion at the same two addresses, 

which we now know to be an address for SE Cablevision and a second address for SE 

Cable TV. This letter lists both addresses, and contains the same PSID and CUID 

exhibit, showing both PSIDs and associated CUIDs, that was attached to the June 6, 2012 

election letter.'1 

While this letter was addressed to SE Cable TV's office on Hamilton Street, but 

in the name of SE Cablevision, neither SE Cablevision nor SE Cable TV informed us of 

the mistaken identity. Even though not addressed to SE Cable TV, SE Cable TV 

responded to this demand letter through one of its officers and not by counsel. In his less 

than one-half page letter, this officer informed Western Pacific that it did not receive an 

adequate signal from W ACP at the cable headend (although this brief letter provided no 

signal measurement information). Accordingly, SE Cable TV knew it was the proper 

party to respond with respect to one of the two PSID's listed in the exhibit to the demand 

letter. But, although it had to be clear to SE Cable TV that Western Pacific had SE Cable 

TV confused with its affiliate SE Cablevision, SE Cable TV's letter to Western Pacific 

did not point this out. 5 

4 A copy of this September 14, 2012 letter appears in Exhibit 3 of the PSR. 
5 A copy of this letter appears in Exhibit 5 to the PSR. The letter was printed on 
stationary that had as its letterhead the name "Service Electric Cable TV & 
Communications" appearing with a strand of cable running through the name, but neither 
this letterhead nor the contents of the letter itself offered any indication that SE Cable TV 
was a company different than SE Cablevision that controlled one of the two systems, or 
that the name in the letterhead was anything more than a trade name or an operating 
company. Nowhere in that letter was the required entity designation (such as Inc. or 
LLC) used or disclosed. 
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Within two weeks of receiving SE Cable TV's letter, Western Pacific received a 

formal response from an attorney, whose letter states in its first sentence that he 

represents SE Cablevision "and its subsidiaries." This letter is described in the PSR and 

attached to it as Exhibit 6. While this counsel's letter was written expressly is in 

response to and specifically addresses Western Pacific's carriage demand letter, counsel's 

letter did not inform Western Pacific that Western Pacific's carriage demand letter 

incorrectly attributed SE Cable TV's PSID and its CUIDs to SE Cablevision and did not 

tell Western Pacific that SE Cable TV existed as a separate legal entity. In fact, counsel's 

letter made no mention ofSE Cable TV. Moreover, the reference line of counsel's letter 

refers to Western Pacific's demand for carriage "on Service Electric Cablevision, Inc. 

Counties of Berks, Bucks, Chester, Lehigh and Northampton, Pennsylvania." This is 

significant as that is the complete list of counties in Western Pacific's demand letter and 

of the 5 counties listed two of them, Lehigh and Northampton, are not served by SE 

Cablevision at all but are served only by SE Cable TV.6 Based upon this letter, Western 

Pacific was led to believe that the one headend listed in counsel's letter was the 

"principal headend" for both PSIDs, and Western Pacific proceeded to deal exclusively 

with this counsel to determine the issue of whether there is a "good quality signal" at the 

listed principal headend. Indeed, never has either SE Cable TV or SE Cablevision 

informed Western Pacific that SE Cable TV has a separate counsel or has employed an 

engmeer. 

After numerous interactions with this counsel for SE Cablevision (as recited in 

detail in the PSR), Western Pacific filed the PSR and served it on this counsel, as shown 

6 See Exhibit 1 to the PSR. 
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in the certificate of service. To repeat, the PSR is addressed to SE Cablevision and listed 

both PSIDs and both of their associated CUIDs in its Exhibit 1. The PSR also includes as 

its Exhibit 5 the brief reply ofSE Cable TV to Western Pacific's carriage demand letter. 

After receiving his service copy of the PSR, counsel for SE Cablevision sent counsel for 

Western Pacific an email which, for the first time, revealed that Western Pacific had been 

confused as to which of the Service Electric affiliates, SE Cablevision or SE Cable TV, 

controlled PSID 001711. A copy of that email is attached to this document as Exhibit 2. 

This counsel also informed us that, while he regularly represents SE Cable TV, he was 

not representing it in this matter. He also asked that we provide SE Cable TV's Vice 

President with a copy of the PSR/ which we did as shown in the email attached as 

Exhibit 4 to this document. Although we asked SE Cable TV's Vice President by that 

email and by voice message to contact us to discuss the PSR, and to hopefully resolve it 

without the need to have the Bureau consider the case and draft an order, SE Cable TV 

has not replied to us. 

We ask that this clarification of the record be considered a part of the record in 

this PSR proceeding given the understandable confusion under which Western Pacific 

has labored and to which, perhaps inadvertently, SE Cablevision and SE Cable TV have 

at least passively contributed. 8 SE Cable TV knows and has known full well that 

Western Pacific has demanded carriage on its system, as the carriage demand letter as 

well as the preceding election letter were addressed to SE Cable TV's offices, listed its 

PSID and CUIDs (along with those of SE Cablevision), and SE Cable TV replied to the 

7 See Exhibit 3 to this document. 
a We want to emphasize that we are not accusing counsel for SE Cablevision of 
intentionally misleading Western Pacific. 
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demand letter as though it were SE Cablevision. That there was not further 

communications directly between SE Cable TV and Western Pacific is the natural 

outgrowth of SE Cablevision' s counsel's letter to us that ( 1) said he represented SE 

Cablevision "and its subsidiaries"; (2) referred to SE Cablevision systems in Lehigh and 

Northampton, Pennsylvania as covered by his letter even though the systems in those 

counties are controlled by SE Cable TV and not SE Cablevision; and (3) provided a 

single headend location, thus communicating to us that this single headend served as the 

principal headend for both PSIDs listed in the carriage demand letter, including the 

Lehigh and Northampton, Pennsylvania systems controlled by SE Cable TV. Thus, we 

reasonably concluded that SE Cable TV's brief and informal letter to Western Pacific 

misidentified the principal headend, which is easy for non-lawyers to do given that the 

concept is a legal concept and frequently the principal headend is not where a TV signal 

would be received. Accordingly, Western Pacific did not reply to SE Cable TV and dealt 

exclusively with SE Cablevision's counsel, thinking we were arranging carriage through 

him on both systems. 

As reflected in the PSR, Western Pacific and SE Cablevision interacted frequently 

concerning this issue of carriage and not once was Western Pacific informed that counsel 

for SE Cablevision "and its subsidiaries" was not speaking for the one of the two PSIDs 

controlled by SE Cable TV. Indeed, counsel for Western Pacific thought that the parties 

were close to resolving the carriage issue, as stated in the PSR, and even reached out to 

the Bureau with the knowledge ofSE Cablevision's counsel, to ask ifthe Bureau could 
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hold the PSR in abeyance while negotiations progressed toward what we expected to be a 

soon-to-come resolution.9 

For these reasons, and considering the fact that the PSR has not appeared on 

public notice, Western Pacific respectfully requests that the Bureau recognize SE Cable 

TV as a party to the PSR and accept this clarificat ion for the record. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FLETCHER, HEALD & HILDRETH, PLC 
1 300 North 17' 11 Sh·eet, Suite 1100 
Arlington, VA 22209 
(703) 812-0400 

January 9, 20 13 

ott Johnson 
Thomas J. Dougherty, Jr. 
Its Counsel 

9 Copies of emails concerning this appear in Exhibit 5 to this document. 
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Service Electric Cable TV and CommWlications - Our Founder http://www .sectv .corn/LV/our _foLUlder.htrnl 
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Services Channel Lineups What's On TV2 L~ust~lll&r Service _ About Us ( 0.. Search ) 

Our Founder 
---

Our President 

Our Business 

Our Personnel 

Our Community 

Our Partners 

----i 

Employment Opportunltios 

EEO Public Flio 

BCAP ----------j' Additional Links 
- --~-~-------

Web Site Credits 

John Walson Sr. 

Service Electric Cable TV. Inc. is a successor corporation to a community antenna television business started by John watson 
in June 1948. Prior to beginning the nation's first commwlity antenna television system. later known as cable television. in Mahanoy 
City, Pennsylvania, Mr. Walson was employed by the Pennsylvania Power & Light Company. In addition to that occupation. he and 
his wife also operated an electric appliance store under a General Electric franchise. In 1947, the Walsons began selling television 
sets at their appliance store. It was impossible to receive the three Philadelphia network stations in Mahanoy City because the 
town is surrounded by mo11111ains. Because of this situation, an antenna tower was built on top of a nearby mountain. Mr. Wslson 
was able to demonstrate his new television recehlers at this mountain top location. In searching for ways to increase television 
sales. a line was constructed from that antenna site to his appliance warehouse. 

In June 1948, that line was extended on utaity poles to the Walsons' appliance store. Along the way, several fam~ies were 
connected to his community antenna system. Three television sets were displayed in the window of the store. Many people 
congregated in front of the store to V.ew either channel 3, 6. or 1 o from Philadelphia. As a result, a new industry was started in 
America. 

Mr. Walson's pioneering achievements were recognized by the Congress of the United States and the National Cable Television 
Association in the spring of 1979. Quoting from the 96th Congressional record: By adding new antennas and boosters, and by 
starting to wire individual homes, Mr. Walson was able to create the Nation's first cable television system in 1948 ... 

From this early beginning of cable telavision, Mr. Walson began constructing systems in nearby communities. Others, who 
observed his success. were quick to foUow in areas where recaption of television signals was d~ficl.dt or impossible. His faith in the 
future of cable television never diminished. As systems were offered for sale, he purchased them. When franchises were 
available. he applied. Mr. Walson was guided by the one fundamental principle, people wanted television service. They were 
entitled to recehle it, and his duty was to provide quality access to television. 

With an alertness to change, adaptability to improving tecnnology. and a conscientious responsibility to its customers, Ser!l.ce 
Electric continues to build Its reputation in the cable teleV.sion fiald. This requires the combined efforts of many dedicated people. 
This company is fortunate to haw such people and we value them. 

Phone Internet CablelV Bundled Services More 
• Residential Services • Residential Services • Lifeline • Valu·PIC • What's Newt 
• Add'l Features • Bualnass Services • Full Channa! Lineup • Cable & Phone • History 
• Help • Broadband VIdeo • HD Services • Employment 
• Web Portal • Help • VIdeo OnDemand • Sita Map 

• My PTD Webmail • Help 
• Channol Llnoups 
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Service Electric Cable TV and Communications - Affiliates http://www .sec tv .com/ affi Hates .html 
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I. In £ovino ~Memory 
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"1948- 2012 
. . . 

The following are our affiliate offices: 

• Service Electric Cablevision 
http:l/www.secv.com 
Birdsboro: 610-582-5317 
Hazleton: 570-454-3841 
Sunbury: 570-286-5951 
Mahanoy City: 570-773-2585 

• Service Electric Cable Company 
http://www.secable.com 
Sparta: 973-729-7653 

Click here to go back to our home page 

Plar Our Holiday Commerc:lall 

0 

Note: This web site is best viewed in 1 024x768 screen resolution or better 
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Service Electric Cable TV and Communications - Our Partners http://www .sectv.com/LV/partners.htm\ 
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Our Personnel 
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Our Partners 

Employment Opportunities 

EEO Public File 
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BCAP 

Additional Links I 
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Web Site Credits ' 

As cable companies are venturing into ,_ competitive services. Service Electric once again is leading the way by investing 
millions of dollars in interactive cable lines to provide the non-television services such as internet and telephone. Service Electric 
has formed partnerships with the following companies which enables us to offer Internet and telephone services. 

Partners: 

• PenTeleData (Internet provider since 1995) 
http:l/www.ptd.net 

• Ironton Telephone (telephone provider since 1998) 
http:l/www.lronton.com 

Our Affiliates: 

• Servlco Electric Cablevlsion 
http:l/www.secv.com 
Birdsboro: 610.582-5317 
Hazleton: 571l-454·3841 
Sunbury: 570-286·5951 
Mahanoy CitY: 570.773-2585 

• Service Electric Cable Company 
http://www.secable.com 
Sparta: 973-729-7653 

• Service Electric Telephone 
http://www.setelephone.com 
610.865-9100 

• Service Electric TV2 
http://www.tv2sports.com 
610-434-7833 

Phone Internet Cable 1V Bundled Services More 
• Residential Services • Residential Services • Lifeline • Valu·PIC • What's New! 
• Add'l Features • Business Services • Full Channel Lineup • Cable & Phono • History 
• Help 
• WebPortal 

• Broadband Video 
• Help 

• HD Services 
• Video OnDernand 

• Employment 
• SiteMap 

• My PTD Webrnail • Help 
• Channel Lineups 

12/20/2012 10:02 AM 



Service Electric Cablevision- Company History http://www .secv .cornlsWlbury/commWlity _history_ SWl.html 
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________ _] Company History 

Service Electric Cablevlslon, Inc., Incorporated In early 1991, Is one of 
several successor corporations to a community antenna television 
(now called cable television) business started by John and Margaret 
Walson In the spring of 1948. 

Service Electric CollliNiny. the original name, was formaci by Mr. ancl Mrs. Walson in the 
mid-1940s to sell, install, ancl repair General Electric appliances in the Mahanoy Ctty area 
of Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania. In 1947, they began selling television sets; however, 11 
was noarly imposstbla to receive the threo Phtladelphia network stations in Mahanoy Crty 
becauso the town is surrouncled by mountains. Duo to tho geographical interference. Mr . 
Walson docided to erect a utility polo en lop of a nearby mountall'l, placed an antenna on 
top of tho polo, and thus domonstrated televtSIOtl. In an allempt to increase sales, he 

connected lhe tower SilO to their appliance stare by using wire/cable ancl mod~ied stgnal boosters. 

In June of194B, he succassfully connected a nearby tower site to tho appliance store as well as to several homes along the cable 
path. His e.periences as a PP&L f101d employee ancl his technical degree in electronics proved beneficial in starting the nation's first 
CATV system. People whO lived in lha small mountainous towns of norlheastem Pennsylvania could now receive three Philadelph•a 
telaviaiOtl channels m !half hcmas, wh•la clhars congregated outstdo tho Watson's appliance store to view this new communicalion 
madtum Cable TV was bom1 

Tho lato John Watson was recognized by tho U.S. Congress and tho National Cablo Television Association as the foundor 
of tho cablo tolovlslon Industry. Mr. Walson can also claim many other firsts, including being the first cable operator to use 
microwave to import distant television stalions, the first to use coaxial cable for improved picture quality, anclthe flfst to distribute pay 
television programming (HBO). 

Today, Service ElectriC T elaviSion is a priYalo, lamtly owned cable business servicing over two hundred felly thousancl (250.000) 
subscnbars localed in approXJmalely two hundred ancl felly (250) communities '" Cenrrat anc1 Nonhaastem Pennsylvania ancl 
Northwastem New Jersey On an industry-wide basis, Service Etactnc Television ranks as the sildeenth (16th) largest Mun;ple 
System Operator (MSO). Sorv•ce Electric Cablevision, sn affiliate company of Service Electric Television, serves over one hundred 
thousand (100,000) subscr•bers ancl one hundrad (100) Pennsylvania communities In three operating regions. 

About Us I Site Map I J:9Jms & Conclilions I_Contact Us 1 @2012 Service Eloctnc Cablevision 
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Service Electric Cablevision- Partners and Affiliates http://www .secv .com/sunbury/partners_ sun.html 
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Partners and Affiliates 

Service Electric together with CATV Service 

Serving tho following PA areas: 

Danville 
LOWlsburg 
Milton 
Watsontown 

88S.300.1567 

www. catvsorvoce. com 

Service Electric Cable TV and Communications Inc. 

Serving tho following PA and NJ areas: 

Lehigh Valley, PA 610 855.9100 OR 800232.9100 
Phillipsburg, NJ/ Hunderton, NJ. BOO 225.9102 
Wllkos·Barre/Ncrthern Luzerne: 570 825.8508 

www sectv com 

Service Electric Broadband Cable 

Serving tho followlfl!l NJ areas. 

Sparta end parts of Sussex/Warren Countios: 973.729.7653 

www seeable com 

Service Electric Telephone 

www setolophone net 

Ironton Telephone 

www. 1ronton.com 

PenTeleData 

wwwptdnet 

In 1995 Service Etectnc Cablovision, along with our Servoee Electric affdoates and other companies ltlduding Bluo 
Ridge CommuniCations, CATV Setvicos. and ~onton Telephone formed a parlnef$hip called PenToloOata to offer a 
wide range of internet services to rosidential cuslomers and commarcial businesses throughout Pennsylvania and 
Now Jersey. 

M9utJb I ~ I Terms & Condd!OOS l.!ill!!l.itCllJil @2012 Service Elactric Cablevislon 
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Tom J. Dougherty 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Lutzker, Gary (glutzker@dowlohnes.com] 
Wednesday, December 19, 2012 8:56PM 
Tom J. Dougherty 

Cc: Scott Johnson 
Subject: WACP Carriage 

This message from the law finn of Dow Lohnes PLLC m:~y conl'Jin confidential or prililt:ged infonnation. If you recr:ived this tr.msmission in error, ple~~se e~~H 
us 11t (202) 776-2000 or conflict us by E-mail at admin@dowlohnes.com. Disclosure or use of any part of this message by persons other than the intended 
recipient or the agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient is prohibited. 

Tom: 

We received WACP's Carriage Complaint today. Is the Bureau planning to hold off on the PN for this for a minute 
while we resolve the issue? Have you heard back from your client regarding Senricc Electric's proposal? In any 
case, we should be able to get this done in plenty of time. 

By the way, Senrice Electric Cablevision, Inc. (SECV) is a separate company from Service Electric Cable Television, 
Inc. (CATV). Your Exhibit 5 includes a letter from Joe Macus at CATV. Although we have represented CATV on 
various matters in the past, our involvement in this case has been limited to SECV. 

Anyway, do you have any time tomorrow or Friday to discuss? I have calls tomorrow at 2:00 and 4:00. Friday is 
more open for me. I will be out of the office all next week. 

Best regards, 
Gary 

P.S. Good seeing you at the Chairman's Dinner. 

Gary S. Lutzker I Dow Lohnes PLLC 
Member I (P): 202·776·21071 (F): 202-776-41071 
(M): 202-415-28131 glutzker@dowlohnes.com 
18513.0009 
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Tom J. Dougherty 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Lutzker, Gary [glutzker@dowlohnes.com] 
Thursday, December 20, 2012 10:51 AM 
Tom J. Dougherty 

Subject: RE: WACP Carriage 

I sent to SECV, but not CATV. I can forward it to Joe, but you also should scnrc him with a paper copy if you 
have not already. 

Best, 
Gary 

From: Tom J. Dougherty [mailto:dougherty@fhhlaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2012 10:21 AM 
To: Lutzker, Gary 
Subject: RE: WACP carriage 

Gary, 

Did you send the PSR to CATV? Thanks. Tom 

Thomas J. Dougherty, Jr., Esquire I Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, PLC 
1300 N. 17th Street, Suite llOOIArlington, VA 22209 
Tel: 703.812.04091 Fax: 703.812.04861 Mobile: 202.714.7024 
Dougherty@FHHLAW.com I www.FHHLAW.com I www.commlawblog.com 

TAX ADVICE DISCLAIMER: Under applicable U.S. Treasury Regulations, we are required to inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this email 
or any attachment hereto is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, either (i) for purposes of avoiding penalties imposed under the U.S. 
Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) for promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any tax-related matter addressed herein. 

This electronic message transmission contains infom1ation from this law firm which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be 
for the usc of the indi-vidual or entity named abO\·e. If you arc not the intended recipient, he aware that any disclosure, copying, dist1ibution or use of the 
contents of this infommtion is prohibited. 

From: Lutzker, Gary [mailto:glutzker@dowlohnes.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2012 8:56PM 
To: Tom J. Dougherty 
Cc: Scott Johnson 
Subject: WACP carriage 

This message from the Jaw linn of Dow Lohnes PLLC may contain confidential or pri1ilegcd infonnation. If you received this transmission in error, please caD 
us at (202) 776-2000 or contact us by E-mail at ndmin(jj'doutohncs.com. Disclosure or usc of tmy part of this message by persons other than the intended 
recipient or the ~~gCnt responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient is prohibited. 

Tom: 

We received WACP's Carriage Complaint today. Is the Bureau planning to hold off on the PN for this for a minute 
while we resolve the issue? Have you heard back from your client regarding Service Electric's proposal? In any 
case, we should be able to get this done in plenty of time. 
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By the way, Service Electric Cablevision, Inc. (SECV) is a separate company from Service Electric Cable Television, 
Inc. (CATV). Your Exhibit 5 includes a letter from Joe Macus at CATV. Although we have represented CATV on 
various matters in the past, our involvement in this case has been limited to SECV. 

Anyway, do you have any time tomorrow or Friday to discuss? I have calls tomorrow at 2:00 and 4:00. Friday is 
more open for me. I will be out of the office all next week. 

Best regards, 
Gary 

P.S. Good seeing you at the Chairman's Dinner. 

Gary S. Lutzker I Dow Lohnes PLLC 
Member I (P): 202·776-21071 (F): 202·776-41071 
(M): 202-415-28131 qlutzker@dowlohnes.com 
18513.0009 
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Tom J. Dougherty 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Mr. Marcus, 

Tom J. Dougherty 
Friday, December 21, 2012 9:48AM 
'macus@sectv.com' 
Petition for special relief 
SERVICE ELECTRIC PSR (00468486).pdf 

Last week, we filed a petition with the FCC for carriage of TV station WACP, Atlantic City, NJ, on the Service Electric cable 
systems. Believing that Gary Lutzker was representing all Service Electric affiliates, we served a copy on him. He 
subsequently informed me that, while he normally represented all of the Service Electric affiliates, he was not 
representing Service Electric Cable TV & Communications. He told me that he could forward a copy of the petition to 
you but that I also should do that. In accordance with his request, please find attached to this email a copy of the 
petition (which also appears on the FCC's Electronic Comment Filing System under holding Docket 12-1, at 
http://apps.fcc.gov/ecfs/comment search/input?z=dw2c). 

This petition relates to WACP's carriage election and subsequent carriage request letters dated June 6 and September 
14, 2012. The CUIO's involved are listed on the attachment to each letter, and those letters are attached to the petition 
as its Exhibits 1 and 3. Several of the CUIDs are held by Service Electric Cable TV & Communications. As you may recall, 
you responded to the September 141etter by a letter in which you informed us that your engineers could not receive the 
WACP signal. Your letter, which is an exhibit to this petition, invited WACP to discuss alternatives to carriage. We 
remain amenable to such discussions, and would prefer to resolve the carriage issues {which appear technical in nature) 
outside of FCC processes. That said, we filed the petition to preserve WACP's rights, recognizing that ultimately 
arranging for carriage always involves cooperation between the parties. To that end, we are more than happy to defer 
any time for response that FCC rules may impose on you while we discuss carriage. 

Please Jet me know when it would be a good time for our respective engineers to speak. 

Thanks. Tom Dougherty 

Thomas J. Dougherty, Jr., Esquire I Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, PLC 
1300 N.17th Street, Suite 1100IArlington, VA 22209 
Tel: 703.812.0409IFax: 703.812.0486IMobile: 202.714.7024 
Doughertv@FHHLAW.com I www.FHHLAW.com I www.commlawblog.com 

TAX ADVICE DISCLAIMER: Under applicable U.S. Treasury Regulations, we are required to inform you that any U.S. tax ad\ ice contained in this email 
or any attachment hereto is not intended or ·written to be used, and cannot be used, either (i) for purposes of avoiding penalties imposed under the U.S. 
Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) for promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any tax-related matter addressed herein. 

This electronic message transmission contains information from this law firm which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be 
for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the 
contents of this information is prohibited. 
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EXHIBITS 

(004&5126-1) 



Tom J. Dougherty 

From: Tom J. Dougherty 
Sent: 
To: 

Friday, December 07, 2012 11:09 AM 
'Lutzker, Gary' 

Subject: FW: PSRs 

Gary, 

I asked Steve Broeckaert whether we could agree to a deferral of the filing deadline and, as shown in his response 
below, the answer is no. Tom 

Thomas J. Dougherty, Jr., Esquire I Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, PLC 
1300 N. 17th Street, Suite llOOIArlington, VA 22209 
Tel: 703.812.04091 Fax: 703.812.04861 Mobile: 202.714.7024 
Doughertv@FHHLAW.com I www.FHHLAW.com I www.commlawblog.com 

TAX ADVICE DISCLAIMER: Under applicable U.S. Treasury Regulations, we are required to inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this email 
or any attachment hereto is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, either (i) for purposes of avoiding penalties imposed under the U.S. 
Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) for promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any tax-related matter addressed herein. 

This electronic message transmission contains information from this law firm which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be 
for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you arc not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the 
contents of this information is prohibited. 

From: Steven Broeckaert [mailto:Steven.Broeckaert@fcc.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2012 12:04 PM 
To: Tom J. Dougherty 
Subject: RE: PSRs 

Tom, 

We can't allow that. What we would welcome is the filing of a petition that states therein, or in a companion pleading, 
that petitioner is only filing to preserve its rights but requests that we toll the 120 day statutory period while the parties 
pursue a voluntary arrangement and that petitioner will either subsequently (1) withdraw the petition because carriage 
has been arranged, or (2) notify the Commission that there is no carriage arrangement and to commence processing the 
petition. 

Sound OK? 

Steve 

Steven A. Broeckaert 
Deputy Chief, Polley Division, Media Bureau 
Federal Communications Commission 
steven.broeckaert@fcc.gov 

***Non-Public: For Internal Use Only*** 

From: Tom J. Dougherty [mailto:dougherty@fhhlaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2012 10:17 AM 
To: Steven Broeckaert 
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Cc: Scott Johnson 
Subject: PSRs 

Steve, 

I am nearing the deadline to file a petition for special relief for an order compelling a cable operator to carry a local TV 
station. The cable operator and my client are hopeful that the remaining technicalities can be resolved soon, but they 
will not be before I have to file or lose my right under Rule 76.61 to file. My question is whether the Bureau would 
honor an agreement between the broadcaster and the cable operator to allow the PSR to be filed late in the event that 
our joint efforts breakdown? Thanks. Tom 

Thomas J. Dougherty, Jr., Esquire I Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, PLC 
1300 N. 17th Street, Suite llOOIArlington, VA 22209 
Tel: 703.812.04091 Fax: 703.812.04861 Mobile: 202.714.7024 
Dougherty@FHHLAW.com I www.FHHLAW.com I www.commlawblog.com 

TAX ADVICE DISCLAIMER: Under applicable U.S. Treasury Regulations, we are required to inform you that any U.S. tax advice contained in this email 
or any attachment hereto is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, either (i) for purposes of avoiding penalties imposed under the U.S. 
Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) for promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any tax-related matter addressed herein. 

This electronic message transmission contains information from this law firm which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be 
for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you arc not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the 
contents of this information is prohibited. 
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CERTlFICATE OF SERVICE 

T, Michel le Brown Johnson. hereby certify that on this 9th day of January, 2013, I 
caused a copy of the foregoing "Clarification, Supplement and Correction of Record to 
Petition for Special Relicfby Order Of Carriage" to be served via U.S. mail , postage 
prepaid, and email upon the following entity: 

Gary Lutzker, Esq. 
Dow Lohnes PLLC 
1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20036-6802 
Counsel for 
Service Electric Cablevision, Inc. 

Joseph G. Macus 
Vice Pres ident 
Service Electric Cable Television, inc. 
1045 Hamilton Street 
Allentown, PA 181 0 1 


