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File 4754-197(L)8678-C12-11/01

Ms. Ursula Menke

Secretary General

Canadian Radio-television and

  Telecommunications Commission

Ottawa, ON   K1A 0N2

Re:
Public Notice 2001-37 – Price Cap Review and Related Issues – Application for Costs by the Consumers Association of Canada – Alberta (CACAlta)
Dear Ms. Menke:

1. GT Group Telecom Services Corp. (Group Telecom) has received a copy of CACAlta’s application for costs associated with their participation in the above noted proceeding, dated November 16, 2001.  Group telecom has also received copies of submissions related to this application from The Companies, Rogers Wireless and TELUS.

2. On January 16, 2001, the Commission issued a request for comments from Group Telecom, and others, with respect to this cost application.  Group Telecom does not object to CACAlta’s application generally.  However, Group Telecom concurs with the comments made by Rogers Wireless that the appropriate respondents for the consumer groups’ requests for costs in respect of the Price Cap proceeding are the ILECs.

3. Group Telecom’s participation throughout this proceeding was clearly focused on three issues pertaining to the local business market;

· ILEC use of term contracts,

· Incentives for ILEC regulatory compliance and 

· In-Region activities of ILEC Affiliates.

Group Telecom’s evidence, Interrogatories and Comments were restricted exclusively to these three issues.

4. Moreover, Group Telecom notes that CACAlta represents residential consumers.  Group Telecom is not in the residential market and hence was not impacted in any manner by CACAlta’s participation in the proceeding.  This is supported by the fact that CACAlta, and in fact all the other consumer groups represented in the proceeding, chose not to direct attention to Group Telecom’s Evidence, asked no interrogatories of Group Telecom and did not examine Group Telecom’s panel at the hearing.

5. Group Telecom presented a clear and balanced perspective of the realities in Canada’s competitive local exchange business marketplace with emphasis on three areas critical to the survival of local competition.  CACAlta and the other consumer groups choose to neither enhance nor attack these issues and made no use of Group Telecom’s presence.  For these reasons, Group telecom believes it should not be accountable for any costs claimed by either CACAlta or any other consumer group, which was active in Public Notice 2001-37.

Respectfully yours,

Norm Peacey

Regulatory Affairs

cc.
AT&T Canada Corp.

CACAlta

Call-Net Enterprises Inc.

Rogers Wireless

TELUS

The Companies

