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Introduction

1. The Commission received an application by La Compagnie de Téléphone Upton
Inc. (Upton), dated 19 March 2012, in which the company requested that the
Commission review and vary La Compagnie de Téléphone Upton Inc. —
Implementation of local competition for Cogeco Cable Inc., Telecom Decision
CRTC 2012-46, 24 January 2012 (Telecom Decision 2012-46), regarding the
approved ongoing local competition implementation costs for the company.

2. InTelecom Decision 2012-46, the Commission approved, subject to certain
modifications, Upton’s implementation plan for local competition, which wasfiled in
response to aformal signed expression of interest from Cogeco Cable Inc. (Cogeco).*
The Commission also approved $199,000 in start-up costs and $53,000 per year in
ongoing costs for the implementation of local competition in Upton’s incumbent
territory. The Commission provided a summary of the adjustmentsit applied to
establish its final approved costs for the company.

3.  The Commission received no comments regarding Upton’s application. The public
record of this proceeding, which closed on 19 April 2012, is available on the
Commission’s website at www.crtc.gc.ca under “ Public Proceedings” or by using the
file number provided above.

Should the Commission vary Telecom Decision 2012-46?

4. Upton submitted that it was able to reproduce the Commission’ s approved start-up
costs, but it was unable to reproduce the Commission’s approved ongoing costs after
applying the Commission’ s adjustments to the company’ s originally proposed costs.
Upton indicated that there must therefore be an error regarding the Commission’s
calculations of the company’ s ongoing costs, and requested that the Commission
revise these costs accordingly.

! The Commission notes that, by letter dated 3 February 2012, Cogeco subsequently withdrew its request
to compete in Upton’s incumbent territory.
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5.  The Commission has reviewed its ongoing cost calculations for Upton, including the
associated cost adjustments, and does not find any errors regarding the final
approved ongoing costs.

6. Inlight of the above, the Commission finds that Upton has not demonstrated that
there is substantial doubt as to the correctness of the Commission’s determination in
Telecom Decision 2012-46 regarding the approved ongoing local competition
implementation costs for the company. Accordingly, the Commission denies
Upton’s application.
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