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10 October 2001

Ms. Ursula Menke

Secretary General

Canadian Radio-television and

  Telecommunications Commission

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A 0N2

Dear Ms. Menke:

Subject:
Public Notice CRTC 2001-37:  Price cap review and related issues - Response to Requests for Public Disclosure and Further Response to Interrogatory

 AUTONUM 
Aliant Telecom Inc., Bell Canada, MTS Communications Inc., and Saskatchewan Telecommunications (collectively, the Companies) hereby submit the attached response to AT&T Canada's request dated 5 October 2001 for further response and disclosure of certain information in respect of the response to The Companies(CRTC)25Sep01-4201 PC.

 AUTONUM 
A machine-readable file copy of the submission is provided to the Commission and interested parties via Internet email.

Yours truly,

Attachment

c.c.:
CRTC Regional Offices (Montréal and Ottawa)


The Companies


Parties to Public Notice 2001-37

Response to AT&T Request for Further Response and 

Public Disclosure to Interrogatory

The Companies(CRTC)25Sep01-4201 PC

In this interrogatory, the Companies were asked the following:  "With reference to each service currently classified as a Competitor Service and with the exception of unbundled local loops, indicate whether the costing used to support the rates approved for each such service includes an explicit productivity component on a prospective basis.  If such a productivity component was included in the costing of a service:  identify the service by name and provide the relevant tariff notice number and a copy of the information provided to the Commission at the time of the filing, demonstrating that a productivity component was included in the costing of the service."

The Companies' response 'indicates', as requested, whether or not the costing studies used to support the rates incorporate an explicit productivity component on a prospective basis for the services currently classified as Competitor Services.  The Companies have provided the relevant tariff notice number or other regulatory reference, cover letters associated with the filings and the abridged versions of the cost studies provided to the Commission at the time of the filing, for those studies for which a productivity component was incorporated in the costing study.  The cost studies indicate that a productivity adjustment has been incorporated. 

In its deficiency claim AT&T states that "[w]hile these reports note that an assumption regarding productivity changes in future years has been made in each case, there is no indication of what the magnitude of the productivity factor [is]".  AT&T Canada goes on to suggest that the Companies should be directed to identify the productivity factor assumptions used in each of the cost studies.

The Companies submit that the Commission's interrogatory does not ask for the magnitude of the productivity factor employed in the cost studies.  The Companies have fully responded to each and every aspect of the information requested in the interrogatory.  

In addition, by suggesting that the Companies should be directed to identify the productivity factor assumptions, AT&T is in fact asking for additional information, which was not asked by the Commission.

Given the above, AT&T's request should be dismissed.
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