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Decision 98-0-1-071 April 23, 1998 

DEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TilE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instituting Rulemaking on the 
Conlnlission's Own Motion Into 
Competition for Local Exchange 
Scr\;ice. 

Order Instituting Investigation on'the 
Commission's 0\\'0 Motion Into 
Competition for Local Exchange 
Scr"ke. 

° R.95-04-043 . 
° (Fil~d Aprii i6,199S) 

•• ° 1.95-0~-044 o'~" : 

(Fired April~6, 1995) 

o ° 

ORDER DENYING REHEARiNGbFDECISION 98-0t-022 " 

An application forlchcaring ofDcclsionO(D.)98-01.022 was fired by 

INFONXX, inc. (lNFONXX). D. 98·()I·022 ditc~t~Pacific BeJi (PacifiC) and 

GTE Califomia Incorporated (GTEC) tocsiablish rncll~orandum accounts to (rack 

billings for directory assistanCe (DA) services and the provision of subscriber 

listings for directory Jl,ubJishing by third-party competitors. In the undcrlying 

proceeding~ INFONXX sought a Conlmission order requiring Pacific to fumish 

DA services to it at the same rates as arc aObtded to Mel Telecommunications 

(MCI) and AT&T Teleconlnlunications(AT&T) pursoant tointer<:onnection 

agreements with Pacific, rather.han at the rates sctlorth in Pacifio's OAtiS tariO' 

schedule. In D.98-0 1-022 we declincd to tevise the DAtIS tariffratcs at this thlle 

to make them equal to thc,¢ontract rates negotiated b~twccn Pacific,MCI and 

AT&T. 
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INFONXX seeks reconsideration of our mling in its Application for 

Rehearing. A Response was filed by Pacific. 

\Vc havc reviewed the Application for Rehearing and the Response. 

\Ve find that no grounds for rehearing have been demonstrated. Applicant has 

failed to show that requiring competitive DA service providers to pay Pacific's 

(arifi"cd rates is discriminatory. INFONXX is not a telecommunications provider, 

nor is it a party to an interconnection agreement. Thc contract rates for DA aCccss 

that Mel and AT&T arc charged arc part of an integral package oftenlls and 

conditions. \Vc do not believe that INFONXX is being discriminatorily treated 

because it is not allowed to "pick-and-chooseH among interconnection agreement 

temls, selecting those that arc most favorable without being bound to the terms of' 

an agreement as a whole. \Vc find that the provision of a subsequcHt tnte-up of 

rates is an appropriate interim remedy forlNFONXX and others who arc similarly 

situated until we establish permanent rates in the Open Access and Network 

Architccture Dcvclopnlent (OANAD) proceeding. 

No further discussion of Applicant's altegations of error is required. 

\Vc have rc"ie\\'ed each and el'ery allegation of error raised by Applicant and 

conclude that suflldcnt grounds for rehearing ofD.98-01-022 have not been 

shown. 
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Thereforc, IT IS ORDEnED: 

l. That the application for rehearing ofD.98-01-022 filcd by 

INFONXX is denied. 

This orderis cficclivc today. 

Dated April 23, 1998, at Sacramento, Califomia. 
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RICHARD A. DILAS 
Piesident 

P.GREGORY CONLON 
JESS1E J. KNIGBT,'JR. 
HENRY M. DUQUE 
JOSIAH L. NEEPER 

Commissioners 


