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1. Options and analysis

Information requirement Respondents Response

. ALTO broadly agrees with this statement - based on the options DECC has considered.

Do you agree that each of the options o .

con Sld er_ed are not suitable for reasons Broadband + VOB does not meet the requirement because the end-user is required to purchase a service that they do not require
(@] utl 8] ed N th e An a |ySyS M ason Report? « This could be addressed by a public policy tool given a ministerial direction to ComReg to ensure that designated providers of fixed

Broadband Internet access + VoB offer the facilaity to turn off the Internet access

« The Analysys Mason report calls out that copper is going to be turned off — the rejection of fixed BB + VoB as a solution forces the VFL
end-user to buy a product with planned obsolescence

« Excluding fixed BB + VoB from the solution matrix distorts the market by potentially extends the life of a legacy product and runs counter
to the public policy requirement to promote the uptake of VHCNs.

ALTO suggests that the Analysys Mason Report does not fully consider all or any other options. The Report also contains some
assumptions which require more analysis. See below:

VFL must be cheaper than a fixed BB + VoB at the retail level

« this in effect benchmarks the price of VFL against legacy copper narrowband even though the AM report says that the cost of copper is
going to go up

« the pricing requirement is that it be affordable there is no analysis what an affordable price for VFL would be

« the report outlines at least one fixed BB offering comparable in price to the eir copper based line rental

The analysis is looking for a ubiquitous solution

A possible solution is where a fixed BB+VoB is not available:

* DECC could contract with a fixed BB provider to only allow general internet access on VFL connections on that line.

« ComReg's Broadband checker gives details of where fixed BB is available — the USO solution is only required at locations where it is not
available

The analysis of FCS is based on the coverage for 3Mbit/s mobile

« This is incorrect — what is required is voice — 2G coverage is higher than current 3Mbit/s coverage and any infill could be met by a
voucher based satellite service

Are there any other PPT options that ALTO suggests that from a PPT point of view
could have been considered? the analysis omits any consideration of
limiting the requirement for USO VFL by
requiring new builds/planning permission to
include access infrastructure from the location
of buildings etc to the point on the site which
is nearest to the existing fixed network
distribution infrastructure.

This would reduce the cost of VFL and mean
that it could more likely be served on a
commercial basis.
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Are there any Other headings that ShOUld ALTO considers that the analysis omits:
have been used in the assessment of the | 1. Consideration of satellite fixed broadband

OpthﬂS? « (for example) Starlink is available at €50 incl VAT per month — a voucher scheme
to bridge the gap between the affordable price level and the retail pricing of a
satellite + VoB solution the voucher subsidy could be withdrawn 6 months after the
location appears on ComReg’s broadband checker to avoid market distortions —
this would avoid the need for wholesale contracts between DECC and providers
and would allow end users to curate their own solutions.

2. Any dimensioning of the likely level or location of demand for VFL

« this means that an analysis which posits a requirement for a ubiquitous
nationwide narrowband fixed access network is based on incomplete information —
the volume and location of VFL demand might mean that a localised low volume
solution where connections are built to order using FWA for example might be a
valid outcome and could be achieved within existing network offerings

2. Provisional conclusion

Information requirement Respondents Response

Do you have any views (positive or ALTO does not agree with the position outlined in the Conclusion section
) of the Analysys Mason Report.
negative) on the Analysys Mason Report
conclusion that there is at this time no ALTO submits that the current analysis cannot be safely relied on to allow
« " the Minister to make a decision which would enable ComReg to impose an
other PPT” that can meet the obligation on a USP.

requirements? . _ . :
Firstly, ALTO submits that it is wrong and as far as assessing the PPTs

that have been identified cannot be relied on to safely conclude that they
would not be effective. Second, not all PPTs were considered in this
exercise.

ALTO submits that there is a real and present jeopardy in any imposed
narrowband VFL solution, in that such a solution will be much more
expensive than historically experienced and that the risk of it being an
unfair burden is higher. That is a burden that may ultimately be carried by
the industry and cannot be permitted to proceed based on the data
proposed underpinning this Consultation.

ALTO notes that the State and DECC has a legal obligation to comply
under the Directive 2018/1972 of EECC/Code. However, there is also an
obligation to properly analyse PPTs and to avoid market distortion and the
most efficient and appropriate approach for ensuring availability.

ALTO submits that the data, option and PPTs presented at this junction
are inadequate and should be revisited in light of national CSO initiatives
and the subsidised costs of copper in the national network at this time.
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