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q.
joint clecs also question Qwest’s claim that CLEC market share has grown by 32%, suggesting that the increase in market share cannot be determined without using Qwest’s business line quantities for the two time periods.  do you agree?

A. Yes, I do.  In its Petition, Qwest inadvertently referred to the percentage growth in wholesale service quantities, or 32%, as the growth in CLEC market share.  I have corrected this reference in my testimony and clarified the calculation in footnote 15.  The actual growth in minimum CLEC market share, as that term has been used previously in my testimony, is 36%.
  Obviously, the 36% growth rate is more than the 32% originally referenced, providing substantial support for Qwest’s contention that there is significant growth in competitive market share in the relevant market.  

q.
are you aware of any other activity in this docket regarding the assembly of competitive data for the services for which Qwest seeks competitive classification?

A. Yes.  On June 12, 2003, Commission Staff filed a Motion requesting the Commission to order CLECs to produce information regarding the services they offer that compete with the services for which Qwest seeks competitive classification.  Qwest supports Staff’s Motion on the basis that the additional evidence sought by Staff will only bolster Qwest’s case.   


� The actual calculation of the 36% growth in CLEC market-share is based on the following data: Qwest basic business exchange access lines: 2001 – 550,329, 2002 – 520,635; CLEC basic business access lines provisioned via UNE-P, unbundled loops, and resale; 2001 – 78,869 78,876, 2002 – 104,019.





