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SEN. LOONEY: 

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. If we might stand 

at ease for a moment. 

THE CHAIR: 

The Senate will stand at ease. 

[SENATE AT EASE] 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Looney. 

SEN. LOONEY: 

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. If the Clerk 

might call Calendar 294, Senate Bill 677 on page 15. 

THE CHAIR: 

Mr. Clerk. 

SEN. LOONEY: 

Returning to the Calendar, Calendar Page 15, 

Calendar 294, File 455, .911R~~t:LtlJt© f_qr~-S~en<;~t_e.!Ull. 

_677, An Act Concerning The Use Of State Mobile 

Computing And Storage Devices, Favorable Report of the 
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Committee on Government Administration and Elections, 

Energy and Technology, and Planning and Development. 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Slossberg. 

SEN. SLOSSBERG: 

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I move acceptance 

of the Joint Committee's Favorable Report and passage 

of the bill. 

THE CHAIR: 

Acting on approval of the bill, Ma'am, would you 

like to remark further? 

SEN. SLOSSBERG: 

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. The Clerk has in 

his possession LCO 6513. I ask that it be called and 

I seek leave to summarize. 

THE CHAIR: 

Mr. Clerk. 

THE CLERK: 
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L~O 6513, .whi~h will be designated Senate 

Slossberg of the 14th District, et al. 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Slossberg. 

SEN. SLOSSBERG: 

Thank you, Mr. President. I move adoption. 

THE CHAIR: 

Please proceed, Ma'am. 

SEN. SLOSSBERG: 

Very simply, as the hour is late. This bill 

provides town-specific government access television 

programming to towns in Area 2 of the Cable Advisory 

Council. 

It's a very long story. I can't get, I'm not 

going to get into right now, but basically is that the 

towns in this district, there are six towns, have been 

unable, have been denied the ability to have 
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town-specific programming on their public access 

television. 

What this will do is allow them to work with the 

current nonprofit third-party community access 

provider to develop town-specific programming and 

provide them with an opportunity to do so. 

It will also ensure that funding that was 

supposed to be going to them does actually go to them 

to help them in developing that town-specific 

programming. 

THE CHAIR: 

I'd ask for the support of the Chamber. 

Thank you, Senator Slossberg. Will you remark? 

Will you remark further? Senator Debicella. 

SEN. DEBICELLA: 

Thank you, Mr. President. Mr. President, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. 

I think the intention behind this is good. But 

as so often happens, we're passing legislation, 
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whereas something's happening outside of this Chamber 

that could solve the problem. 

Right now, this legislation is narrowly tailored 

to apply to only a few situations, one of which is 

happening in the Greater Bridgeport region where six 

such towns, as Senator Slossberg mentioned, are trying 

to get some local access programming. 

And the issue of why I oppose this is twofold. 

One is that the person and the company who control the 

current license are in negotiations with the towns to 

actually give them that right to have local access 

programming. And I believe \ve should allow those 

negotiations to continue. 

But second, Mr. President, is more of a 

philosophical point, is that we are essentially, by 

passing this, overruling the DPUC in their decision to 

actually give out a license. 

And so if we believe it is good practice for us 

to second-guess the DPUC, for us to be going in and to 
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changing licenses that they've determined should be 

given out, then you should vote for this bill or this 

amendment. 

I do not believe that's appropriate, 

Mr. President, so I will be opposing this amendment. 

Thank you. 

THE CHAIR: 

Thank you, Senator Debicella. Senator Freedman. 

SEN. FREEDMAN: 

Thank you, Mr. President. I stand in support of 

the amendment. 

As you know, Cablevision has two districts in our 

part of our state. Our part is the beneficiary of 

each town having their own providers for the PEG 

channels, and it does make a big difference. 

The Bridgeport system is entirely different, 

particularly with a third-party provider. And the 

people that live in that part of the district don't 

have their own access. 
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So this amendment will cure that ill and I think 

make it much better for the people who live in the 

towns of that part of the Cablevision area. Thank 

you. 

THE CHAIR: 

Thank you, Senator Freedman. Will you remark? 

Will you remark further on Senate Amendment "A"? will 

you remark further? If not, let me try your minds. 

All those in favor, signify by saying ''aye''. 

SENATE ASSEMBLY: 

Aye. 

THE CHAIR: 

Opposed, "nay". 

SENATE ASSEMBLY: 

Nay. 

THE CHAIR: 

Senate Bill 677? Will you remark further on Senate 
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Bill 677? If not, Mr. Clerk, please call fqr_a l:Q_lL 

c;a)-1 vote. The machine will be open. 

THE CLERK: 

An immediate roll call has been ordered in the 

Senate. Will all Senators please return to the 

Chamber. 

An immediate roll call has been ordered in the 

Senate. Will all Senators please return to the 

Chamber. 

THE CHAIR: 

Have all Senators voted? If all Senators have 

voted, the machine will be locked. The Clerk will 

call the tally. 

THE CLERK: 

Motion is on passage of Senate Bill 677 as 

amended. 

Total number voting, 36; those necessary for 

passage, 19. Those voting "yeau, 28; those voting 

"nayu, 8. Those absent and not voting, 0. 
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THE CHAIR: 

.T_ll\':'.l:?LLJ as_ am_<'mc!ed pa_s_se_s. Senator Looney. 

SEN. RUSSO: 

Thank you, Mr. President. For purposes of a 

correction, I believe that one of the items placed on 

Consent was a single-starred item. Would have to move 

for suspension so that that item could properly be 

placed on the Consent Calendar. 

That was Calendar Page 12, Calendar 556, _H_o1\SS' 

Bill 587 3. Mr. President, wQtD,Q__wi thdr_gw thS"_ prior 

motion to place it on Consent and would now ask for 

suspension for purposes of placing it on the Conse_nt 

Calendar. 

THE CHAIR: 

Motion to withdraw. Seeing no objection, so 

.w:dex.e_dJ_ And there's a motion for suspension. 

SEN. LOONEY: 
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I'm going ... - -----~ - - -

to be moving some additional items onto the Consent 

Calendar. 

I'm going to start with Calendar Number 470, 

Calendar Number 472, Calendar Number 274, Calendar 

Number 474, Calendar Number 541 and Calendar Number 

403. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

Will the Clerk, the motion before us is to place 

.3/315) 
~;l:~3LS 
5t):A6· 
Ji.!> t)tf: 
5&~-~ 
Ht.J5··r 

the following items on the Consent Calendar for action 

later today and they are Calendar Numbers 470, 472, 

274, 474, 541, 403. 

Is there objection on the motion? Is there 

objection? Hearing none, .t_l:lg§E) __ :L_t_l3]1lS are placed on 

the calendar fo~ later t~day. 

Will the Clerk please call LCO, excuse me. My 

apologies. Will the Clerk please call Calendar Number 

563. 

CLERK: 

Calendar Number 563, $~!1.g''L~:iJ-l_ NL!rnPI3X_Ei77-" AN 

ACT CONCERNING THE USE OF STATE MOBILE COMPUTING AND 
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STORAGE DEVICES, Favorable Report of the Committee on 

Planning and Development. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

Representative Caruso. 

REP. CARUSO: (126th) 

Mr. Speaker, I move for acceptance of the Joint 

Committee's Favorable Report and passage of the bill 

in concurrence with the Senate. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

The question is on acceptance of the Joint 

Committee's Favorable Report and passage of the bill. 

Will you remark, Sir? 

REP. CARUSO: (126th) 

Yes. I move adoption, Mr. Speaker. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

The question is on adoption. Is there objection? 

Hearing none, Sir, you may proceed. 

REP. CARUSO: (126th) 

Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has in his possession 

Senate Amendment "A", LCO Number 6513. I ask that he 

read and I be allowed to summarize. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 
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Please call LCO Number 6513, which was previously 

designated Senate Amendment Schedule "A". 

CLERK: 

LCO. ]))\l!Ub_er 6513, Senate "A", offered by Senator 

Slossberg, Representative Klarides, et al. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

The Representative has asked to summarize. Is 

there objection? You may summarize, Sir. 

REP. CARUSO: (126t0
) 

Yes, Mr. Speaker. The amendment provides access 

to the Towns of Bridgeport, Fairfield, Milford, 

Orange, Stratford and Woodbridge for their nonprofit 

community access. I move adoption. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

The question is on adoption. Will you remark? 

Will you remark? If not, let me try your minds. All 

in favor please signify by saying Aye. 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

Aye. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

Opposed, Nay. The Ayes have it. 

Care to remark further on the bill as amended? 
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Thank you. A question through you, Mr. Speaker. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

Please frame your question, Sir. Representative 

Caruso, please prepare. You may proceed, Sir. 

REP. HETHERINGTON: ( 12 5th) 

What was the basis of, okay. Actually, I think 

it's self-evident. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I withdraw the question. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

Thank you, Sir. Appreciate that, Sir. Care to 

remark further on the bill as amended? Care to remark 

further? If not, staff and guests come to the Well of 

the House. Members, take your seats. The machine 

will be opened. 

CLERK: 

The House of Representatives is voting by Roll 

Se>J-1, Members to the Chamber. The House is voting by 

Roll Call. Members to the Chamber. 

SPEAKER AMANN: 



~-----~-~~~-~ 

006671 

tmp 601 

House of Representatives May 7, 2008 

Have all the Members voted? Do not run, please. 

Do not run. Do not run. I want no injuries on my 

watch. 

Have all the Members voted? If all the Members 

have voted, please, no running please. Please check 

the board and make sure your vote has been properly 

cast. 

If all Members have voted, the machine will be 

locked and the Clerk will take a tally. Will the 

Clerk please announce the tally. 

CLERK: 

Senate Bill Number 677, as amended by Senate 

Amendment Schedule "A", in concurrence with the 

Senate. 

Total Number Voting 147 

Necessary for Passage 74 

Those voting Yea 147 

Those voting Nay 0 

Those absent and not voting 4 

SPEAKER AMANN: 

The billpasses a[> __ ~qm~nded_, Will the Clerk 

please call Calendar Number 418. 
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DECISION



DECISION

I. INTRODUCTION

A. SUMMARY

In this Decision, the Public Utilities Regulatory Authority, formerly known as the
Department of Public Utility Control, finds that it does not have the jurisdiction to rule on
the constitutionality of §§16-331ff and 16-331gg of the General Statutes of Connecticut.
Additionally, since the Legislature has not made any substantive changes to these
statutes, the Public Utilities Regulatory Authority cannot assume that the failure to act
was not intentional. Accordingly, the Public Utilities Regulatory Authority at this time
declines to issue a declaratory ruling in response to Sound View’s petition until such
time as the Legislature takes action to amend the applicable statute.

B. BACKGROUND OF THE PROCEEDING

In the Cablevision of Southern Connecticut, L.P. service area,1 community
access has been managed by Sound View Community Media, Inc. (SVCM) since
November 1999. Pursuant to the Public Utilities Regulatory Authority’s (Authority or
PURA) Decision dated November 22, 2006 in Docket No. 97-09-09, Application of
Cablevision of Southern Connecticut, L.P. for Franchise Renewal (November 22, 2006
Decision), SVCM was to continue as the community access provider. The Area Two
Advisory Council was also designated as the Advisory Council in the Cablevision of
Southern Connecticut, L.P. service area and has been in existence prior to 1999.

Sections §§16-331ff and 16-331gg of the General Statutes of Connecticut (Conn.
Gen. Stat.) state:

(a) Any third-party nonprofit community access provider
serving six municipalities, one of which has a population of
more than one hundred thirty thousand, shall, upon request
from any town organization, authority, body or official within
its service territory, provide written consent, pursuant to its
service provider agreements, for said town organization,
authority, body or official to (1) operate education and
government public access channels in that town, and (2)
engage freely and directly the community antenna television
company providing services in that town to use their
headend equipment for dissemination of town-specific
community access programming on such channels. Said
third-party nonprofit community access provider must grant
such written consent to said requesting town organization,
authority, body or official within three business days. Written

1 The Cablevision of Connecticut, L.P. service area consists of the municipalities of Bridgeport, Fairfield,
Milford, Orange, Stratford and Woodbridge.
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consent not provided within three business days shall be
deemed granted.

Between June 19, 2008 and July 25, 2008, the towns of Fairfield, Orange,
Woodbridge and the City of Milford separately requested and were granted the right to
operate education and government channels.

On April 2, 2009, in Docket No. 08-06-03, DPUC Investigation of the Sound View
Community Media, Inc. (SVCM), the PURA designated the method and procedures to
comply with Conn. Gen Stat. §16-331ff. The Area Two Advisory Council was to receive
$100,000 annually from Cablevision of Connecticut, L.P. and report its usage to the
PURA. That Decision also conducted a review of SVCM’s budget and it was determined
that SVCM could continue to operate with less funding.

On January 18, 2008, Cablevision of Litchfield, Inc. (Cablevision or Company)
filed an application (Application) for a certificate of video franchise authority (CVFA). By
its February 1, 2008 letter in Docket No. 08-01-14, Application of Cablevision of
Litchfield, Inc. for a Certificate of Video Franchise Authority, the PURA awarded
Cablevision a CVFA, except for its legacy Litchfield franchise area, pursuant to Conn.
Gen. Stat. §16-331e(e). By its July 2, 2008 letter in Docket No. 08-06-12, Application of
Cablevision of Connecticut, L.P and Cablevision Systems of Southern Connecticut,
L.P., the PURA approved the Cablevision of Connecticut, L.P. and Cablevision Systems
of Southern Connecticut, L.P. CVFAs each of the company’s franchise area except for
their respective legacy franchise areas.

By letter dated July 29, 2011 in Docket Nos. 08-01-14 and 08-06-12, Cablevision
requested three separate CVFAs that reflected a transfer of certificates between the
Cablevision companies. As a result of these transfers, Cablevision’s Litchfield
certificate encompasses all 169 towns in Connecticut.

C. CONDUCT OF THE PROCEEDING

On July 12, 2011, SVCM filed a Motion in Docket No. 11-01-03, DPUC Annual
Community Access Support Review. On July 26, 2011, the PURA opened the instant
docket to issue a declaratory ruling on SVCM’s request. On August 31, 2011 the PURA
issued a Notice of Request for Written Comments and Reply Comments to be filed on
September 16, 2011, and reply comments on September 23, 2011. No hearing was
requested and none was held. Cablevision, OCC and SVCM agreed to an extension to
Conn. Gen Stat. §4-176(i) that allowed a final decision to be issued by PURA no later
than February 1, 2012. Cablevision, OCC and SVCM letters dated January 6, 2012.
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D. PARTIES AND INTERVENERS

The PURA recognized Sound View Community Media, Inc., 211 State Street,
Bridgeport, Connecticut 06010; Cablevision of Litchfield, 28 Cross Street, Norwalk,
Connecticut 06850; and the Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC), Ten Franklin Square,
New Britain, Connecticut 06051 as Parties to this proceeding. Cox Communications,
Inc.; AT&T of Connecticut; Comcast Communications Inc.; MetroCast Communications,
Inc.; Thames Valley Communications, Inc.; Verizon New York, Inc.; Cablevision of
Litchfield Advisory Council; Area Two Advisory Council; Area Nine Advisory Council;
and the Statewide Video Advisory Council were designated as Interveners.

II. AUTHORITY ANALYSIS

By Motion dated July 12, 2011 (Motion), SVCM petitioned the PURA for a
declaratory ruling. In particular, SVCM seeks a declaratory ruling that Conn. Gen. Stat.
§§16-331ff and 16-331gg were invalid because it violates SVCM’s rights to equal
protection under the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution and
under Article 1, §§1 and 20 under the Connecticut Constitution. In the alternative
SVCM seeks a ruling that Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-331gg are no longer
applicable because the designated recipient of the funds, the Area Two Cable Advisory
Council (Council) legally ceased to exist as of July 7, 2008. Motion, pp. 1 and 2.

Cablevision states that SVCM’s petition is without merit and recommends that it
be denied. Cablevision asserts that the PURA does not have the legal authority to fix
what SVCM failed to secure in the legislature, nor to determine the constitutionality of
an act. Cablevision September 16, 2011 Written Comments, pp. 1 and 2. Cablevision
believes that Conn. Gen Stat. §16-331gg clearly defines the service territory advisory
council and the funding which it should receive. Id., p. 6.

Nine Connecticut legislators2 avow that they were the primary sponsors of Conn.
Gen. Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-331gg and recommended that the PURA deny SVCM’s
request for declaratory ruling because the existing funding mechanism is being
implemented within applicable law. The legislators recommend that SVCM focus on its
responsibility to deliver community access programming. Legislator letter dated
September 16, 2011. Additionally, 18 customers in the Fairfield area filed letters of
support for its local programming.

Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-331gg became effective on June 12, 2008.
The only changes to these provisions occurred in 2009 for an editorial change and in
2011 in Public Act 11-80, An Act Concerning the Establishment of the Department of
Energy and Environmental Protection and Planning For Connecticut’s Energy Future,
wherein the term “Department of Public Utility Control” was changed to” Public Utilities
Regulatory Authority.” Therefore, there have been no substantive changes to the
provisions of these statutes since there adoption.

2 Senators John McKinney and Gayle Slossberg; Representatives Kim Fawcett, Paul Davis, Brenda
Kupchick, Tony Hwang, Richard Roy, Kim Rose and Themis Klarides.
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Regarding SVCM’s Constitutional Law issue, the PURA does not create law, but
merely implements and follows the laws passed by the General Assembly or Congress.
It is the function of the courts, not the administrative agency to determine the
Constitutionality of a statute. Therefore, the PURA declines to rule on the
constitutionality of Public Act 08-159.

Regarding the applicability of Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-331gg to
SVCM, the PURA must look at the language of the applicable provisions and to the
rules of statutory construction for guidance. These statues provide in relevant part that
the holder of a CVFA in a specified service area shall direct the sum of one hundred
thousand dollars per year from the subscriber funds that it provides to the existing third-
party nonprofit community access provider (SVCM) directly to the service area’s
community antenna television advisory council. SVCM’s contention is that the provision
is no longer valid since the cable advisory council ceased to exist as of July 7, 2008.

It is a well-established rule of statutory construction that the Legislature is
presumed to be aware of existing statues. Board of Public Utilities Commissioners v.
Yankee Gas Services, 236 Conn. 287,295 (1996). Therefore, the PURA must assume
that the legislature is aware of the provisions of Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-
331gg. It is also a well-established rule that the Legislature is presumed to be aware of
the impact of its actions or inactions on an existing statute. CL&P vs. Texas –Ohio
Power, Inc., 243 Conn 635 (1998). Since the passage of these statutes and the
cessation of the existence of the Advisory Council, the Legislature has had ample
opportunity to amend Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-331ff and has failed to do so. The PURA
cannot assume that the failure to act was not intentional. Furthermore, the PURA
cannot at this time make any determination as to the validity or invalidity of the terms of
Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-331gg in regards to SVCM.

III. FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Public Act 08-159 became effective on June 12, 2008.

2. Public Act 08-159 has been codified as Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-
331gg.

3. The Legislature has made no substantive changes to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-
331ff and 16-331gg since the June 12, 2008 effective date.

IV. CONCLUSION

The PURA does not have the jurisdiction to rule on the constitutionality of Conn.
Gen Stat. §§16-331ff and 16-331gg. Since the Legislature has not made any
substantive changes to these statutes, the PURA can not assume that the failure to act
was not intentional. Accordingly, the PURA at this time declines to issue a declaratory
ruling in response to SVCM’s petition until such time as the Legislature takes action to
amend any applicable statute(s).
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The Authority is an affirmative action/equal opportunity employer and
service provider. In conformance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA),
the Authority makes every effort to provide equally effective services for persons
with disabilities. Individuals with disabilities who need this information in an
alternative format to allow them to benefit and/or participate in the agency’s
programs and services, should call 860-424-3035 or e-mail the ADA Coordinator,
at DEP.aaoffice@ct.gov. Persons who are hearing impaired should call the State
of Connecticut relay number 711. Requests for accommodations must be made
at least two weeks prior to the meeting date (Emphasis added).
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DOCKET NO. 11-07-09 PURA DECLARATORY RULING OF THE SOUND VIEW
COMMUNITY MEDIA, INC.

This Decision is adopted by the following Directors:

Kevin M. DelGobbo

Anna M. Ficeto

John W. Betkoski, III

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The foregoing is a true and correct copy of the Decision issued by the Public
Utilities Regulatory PURA, State of Connecticut, and was forwarded by Certified Mail to
all parties of record in this proceeding on the date indicated.

February 2, 2012

Kimberley J. Santopietro Date
Executive Secretary
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection
Public Utilities Regulatory PURA

















February 1, 2008
In reply, please refer to:
Docket No. 08-01-14:CATV

Paul Jamieson, Esq.
Senior Counsel, Government Affairs
Cablevision Systems Corporation
1111 Stewart Avenue
Bethpage, NY 11714-3581

Re: Docket No. 08-01-14, Application of Cablevision of Litchfield, Inc. for a Certificate
of Video Franchise Authority

Dear Mr. Jamieson:

The Department of Public Utility Control (Department) acknowledges receipt on
January 18, 2007, of Cablevision of Litchfield, Inc.'s (Cablevision or Company),
application for a statewide Certificate of Video Franchise Authority (Application) filed
pursuant to Section 2 of Public Act No. 07-253, An Act Concerning Certified Competitive
Video Service (the Act).1 The Department hereby notifies the Applicant that its
Application is complete as required by Section 2(d) of the Act.

The Department has reviewed the filing and hereby approves in part, and denies
in part, the Application. Pursuant to Section 2(a) of the Act,2 Cablevision may apply for
a certificate of video franchise authority only for a service area in which it was not
certified to provide community antenna television service pursuant to Connecticut
General Statutes (Conn. Gen. Stat.) § 16-331 et seq on or before October 1, 2007.3 As
the Company was certified to provide community antenna television service in the
Litchfield franchise area prior to October 1, 2007, it is not eligible for video franchise
authority in that area.4 Unless facts are offered indicating that a certified competitive

1 Cablevision of Litchfield, Inc. currently holds a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
(CPCN) to provide community antenna television service (CATV or cable service) in the Litchfield
franchise area pursuant to the Department's October 1, 1998 Decision in Docket No. 98-06-10,
Application of Time Warner Entertainment Company, L.P. for Approval to Transfer Its Assets and
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity to A-R Cable Investments, Inc.

2 Section 2(a) of the Act states, in pertinent part: A community antenna television company may apply
for a certificate of video franchise authority pursuant to this section for any service area in which it was
not certified to provide community antenna television service pursuant to section 16-331 of the general
statutes on or before October 1, 2007.

3 The Litchfield franchise area includes all or a portion of the following municipalities: Cornwall, Goshen,
Litchfield, Morris, Thomaston, Torrington, Warren, and Watertown.

4 See October 31, 2007 Memorandum of Decision on Plaintiff's Claim for Declaratory Relief, Docket No.
CV 07-40433448-S, Southern New England Telephone Co. d/b/a AT&T Connecticut v. Connecticut
Department of Public Utility Control ("The Act provides that the excluded cable providers may apply for



video service provider is offering video service in the Litchfield franchise area,
Cablevision may not apply for a Certificate of Cable Franchise Authority for that
franchise area.5

Pursuant to Section 2(e) of the Act, Cablevision is issued a Certificate of Video
Franchise Authority (CVFA) for the State of Connecticut, except for its legacy Litchfield
franchise area. This CVFA provides the Company: (1) a grant of authority to provide
video service as described herein; (2) a grant of authority to own, lease, maintain,
operate, manage or control facilities in, under or over public highways in the delivery of
such service, subject to the laws of the state. This grant of authority is subject to the
lawful operation of video service by Cablevision or its successor in interest.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL

Louise E. Rickard
Acting Executive Secretary

cc: Service List

video franchises in any service area in which it is not certified to provide cable service pursuant to 16-
331." p. 11; "Initially, the certified cable operators could apply for video franchises in any area of the
state where they were not providing service pursuant to a cable franchise." p. 16).

5 Act, Section 13.













































 
 
July 29, 2011 
  
Kimberly J. Santopietro 
Executive Secretary 
Public Utility Regulatory Authority 
Ten Franklin Square 
New Britain, CT 06051 
  
 
RE: Dockets 08-01-14 & 08-06-12: Notice of Transfers of Certificates of Video Franchise Authority 
  
Dear Ms. Santopietro: 
  
Pursuant to subsection (h) of Conn. Gen. Stat. § 16-331e, Cablevision of Connecticut, L.P., Cablevision 
Systems of Southern Connecticut, L.P., Cablevision of Litchfield, Inc. hereby notify the Public Utility 
Regulatory Authority (“PURA”) of the transfer of the certificates of video franchise authority (“CVFA”) 
held by Cablevision of Connecticut, L.P. and Cablevision Systems of Southern Connecticut, L.P. to 
Cablevision of Litchfield, Inc.  With these transfers, Cablevision of Litchfield, Inc. will provide video 
service under three CVFAs in the municipalities formerly served by Cablevision of Connecticut, L.P. and 
Cablevision Systems of Southern Connecticut, L.P., as well as continuing to provide service in the 
Litchfield area.  These transfers are effective immediately. 
 
The transfers have no effect on Cablevision’s consumers or on the Company’s relationship to PURA.  
The transfers were made as part of restructuring changes to streamline the corporate structure of the 
Company’s Connecticut video service operations.  As a result of this restructuring, Cablevision of 
Litchfield, Inc. will be a wholly-owned subsidiary of CSC Holdings LLC and remains an indirect wholly-
owned subsidiary of Cablevision Systems Corporation.   
 
This filing is being submitted as an electronic web filing and is complete.   
 
Please contact me if you have any questions.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Michael A. Chowaniec 
Area Director of Government Affairs 
 
cc: Merja Lehtinen, Chairman, Statewide Video Advisory Council 
 Hal Levy, Chairman, Area Nine Cable Advisory Council 
 Ron Davis, Chairman, Area Two Cable Advisory Council 
 Stephen Simonin, Chairman, Litchfield Cable Advisory Council 


