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June 6, 2005
VIA FACSIMILE
Albenta Energy and Utilities Board
Law Branch
640 5th Avenue S.W.

Calgary, AB T2P 3G4

Attention: Gary Perkins

Dear Sir:

RE: Proceeding No. 1347905

Bitumen Conservation Requirements
Athab Wabisk McMurray

Phase 3 Final Hearing

This will refer to Mr. Corbett’s letter of June 1% past, in which he, on behalf of Petro-Canada,
registered 2 complaint about information furnished by Paramount Energy Operating Corp.
("PEOC"). As we understand it, the facts are as follows:

1.

Upon receipt of Petro-Canada’s IR, PEOC offered to supply the model data digitally in a
format that suited Petro-Canada. On May 3%, Petro-Canada advised that it did not have the
capability to use the digital data of geostatistcal model.

PEOC then received a revised IR from Petro-Canada; on May 11th, PEOC supplied Petro-
Canada with the requested information.

Perro-Canada subsequently contacted PEQC with an additional request, essentially requiring
a re-doing of the information previously supplied. This would require a duplication of effort,
on the pant of PEOC. Had this request been made earlier, the graphs requested could have
been made available.

PEOC explained to Ms. Koller that PEOC’s consultant was not available until June 5%,
PEOC’s own internal efforts to provide the newly requested information could not address

the issue.

In fact, PEOC has supplied the data requested. PEOC categorically rejects any suggestion that it has
been either misleading or unresponsive. PEOC will continue to attempt 1o assist Petro-Canada, but
there must be some reason to the process.
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We trust that this issue is now at an end.

Yours truly,

JONES LLP

oc W.T. Cerben, Q.C.
B. Nomis



