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ARBITRATION - TELECOM !
1 refior to your lester 0F 23 Jaomacy, 1995,

7"\ Pease may [ suggest that, after viewing my reply to Telecom's Defince Documents titled "Bri urmmary
l\-‘ WMSMWEM'.WMMGPMWM‘MS

» vou and
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The report cleaty shows that such CCS? date was used in tho Bel! Canada testing for their Sading s regarding
fauhs, ewitching losses, busy, congestion e2c. This information would kave oy come frum the CCS7
equipment used to trap these test calls.

M-4guiiimmpianio of Telecon, i his letter o Mg, states that Telecom have supplisd to Mr Smith all
ccmmmmwmhmcmmhﬂmmmmmmm
of CCS7 data, for the 4/11/53. The Bell Canada testing did not start omtil $/11/93 snd it ended at 14.30 hours
e 91193 mwmmwmunlﬂmﬂvﬂim“m”mm
docusrant, do not commpletely corraspond with those from the Bell Canada Publicly Released Documents,
Although 1 do con wish 10 conflzse the main issuz in your responss to Telecom's Jetser, 1 do believe that there are
still issues related to this Ball Canada testing that should be clarified, along with the response m this latter

Afer the Recource Team views this report of mine, using the Bell Canada Report and Telosom notes, the

l’nmumtmwmmmmﬂmmmmmm“mymmmm

testing, bul Also associaled with the NEAT testing wiuch was cartied out st e same titie as the Bell Canada
lesting. '

My letar 10 you on the 28th August, 1994 regarding the contemts of this fepart shaws thren diffcrent sets of
testing on the 5/11/93, from three separate locations and all to the same PTARS of the RCM in Cape
Bridgewater. This ietter spells ous my coticerns, '

dndingher. Tclocorr's defoncs documents show tasting frors 1983, some 44 monthly text shasss, teasts o 8
PTARS at Cape Bridgewster. Not on¢ of theae taat sheses was signed. Wi bave 8 iy tosts that were
supposed 1 have been received at Cape Bridgewater yet NO sigratures can b soen anywhete.

On 1 1th December, 1992, Smmmbiniies of the Corporate Secretary’s Offics, sent 3 letter to Jill Cardiff. Senloe
Assictant Ombudenan at the Corimonwealth Ombudsman's Office. This letter speaks of test calls. There are
mproprietiss apart from this imsue covcerning these test calls that I have addreseed with the Commonwealth
Ombudsman's Office under section 9 of the Act. However, in relation to the tost calls in question, some 34,686
calls that were supposed to have been gerwrated o Cape Bridgawater, Telecom has not beee. able to produce
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wmmuﬁ&hmyﬁfhmuuih. Telecom has though. in their .
mdlht_ﬂﬂﬂffbm“.ﬁ“ﬁﬁmmbl%ﬁmm Mlmmw
Dcfuubocmmu.w!rusi.theymﬁ:hbﬂunm e

was | 540
COT. and its mernbers, myself included, have agked Telecom

- % hi i
W@mudiﬂ'rmﬂuih’nmrbumuumm. Tlhwnhl&ihdhn
ncmnwmwuymnnmmmmmmﬂum.

Your letter of 23 January, iﬂiwﬁﬁ&mwﬂﬁaw;mmdmhmhﬁﬂemm
mu:imsuﬂwmding&wccsum;htﬂwdﬁulhmhmmﬁ
ms:nderstood. My request is once again presentad in this lerter. CCS7 data bad 10 be used {n thiy
mi:issmmmmumnwumm. Without

MCCSTMMHM
h:mﬁuteiﬂwr?ﬁﬁmhﬁu&ﬁumyuu.mm fabricated the testing,
1 leave this mesler in your hands,

Sincerely, ”'f’l




