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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 
Order Instituting Rulemaking to Implement 2-1-1 
Dialing in California. 
 

 
Rulemaking 02-01-025 

 
 

SCOPING MEMO AND RULING OF  
ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER AND ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 

 
This ruling determines the category, scope, need for hearing, and schedule 

of this proceeding in accordance with Article 2.5 of the California Public Utilities 

Commission’s (Commission) Rules of Practice and Procedure.1  This ruling 

follows a prehearing conference (PHC) held on March 8, 2002 in San Francisco, 

California.  

This ruling determines that this is a quasi-legislative2 proceeding, for 

which hearings are not necessary.  Consistent with Rulemaking (R.) 02-01-025, 

filed comments, and statements at the PHC, we delimit the scope of issues for 

                                              
1 This ruling’s determination of category may be appealed to the Commission in 
accordance with the procedures in Rule 6.4.  All other determinations made by this 
ruling are final. 

2 Rule 5(c) defines a “ratesetting” proceeding as one in which the Commission 
investigates rates for a specifically named utility, or establishes a mechanism that in 
turn sets the rates for a specifically named utility.  “Ratesetting” proceedings include 
complaints that challenge the reasonableness of rates and charges, past, present, or 
future.  In addition, under Rule 6.1(c), proceedings that do not clearly fit into other 
categories can are conducted under the rules applicable to the “ratesetting” category 
unless and until the Commission determines other rules. 
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this proceeding.  The schedule set below anticipates both an interim and a final 

Commission decision by the fall of 2002.  Finally, we note that this schedule is 

consistent with Section 1 of Senate Bill (SB) 960 (Ch.96-0856), which urges the 

Commission to establish reasonable periods for the completion of proceedings, 

and that deadlines not exceed 18 months. 

Background 
On January 23, 2002, the Commission initiated R.02-01-025, thereby 

initiating a rulemaking into the implementation of 2-1-1 dialing in the State of 

California.  2-1-1 is the national abbreviated dialing code designated by the 

Federal Communications Commission (FCC) to be used to access non-emergency 

community information and referral providers (Providers). 

As required by Rule 6(c)(2), the Commission preliminarily determined in 

R.02-01-025 that: (1) the category for this proceeding is “quasi-legislative”; 

(2) there is no need for a formal hearing; (3) that the scope of this proceeding 

includes all the issues pertaining to the authority, rules and regulations needed 

to ensure that 2-1-1 dialing is implemented for all Californians in a way that 

furthers the public interest.3     

On February 22, 2002, consistent with the timetable proposed in 

R.02-01-025, Opening Comments were filed by the Pacific Bell Telephone 

Company (Pacific) and Verizon California Inc. (Verizon) (filing jointly); by AT&T 

Communications of California, Inc. (AT&T), WorldCom, Inc. (WorldCom) and 

XO California, Inc. (XO) (filing jointly); by Calaveras Telephone Company, Cal-

Ore Telephone Co., Ducor Telephone Company, Evans Telephone Company, 

                                              
3 For a more detailed description of the proposed scope, see R.02-01-025, pp. 7-8. 
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Foresthill Telephone Co., Happy Valley Telephone Company, Hornitos 

Telephone Company, Kerman Telephone Co., Pinnacles Telephone Co., The 

Ponderosa Telephone Co., Sierra Telephone Company, Inc., The Siskiyou 

Telephone Company, The Volcano Telephone Company and Winterhaven  

Telephone Company (collectively the “Small LECs”) (filing jointly); by Roseville 

Telephone Company (Roseville); by the Office of Ratepayer Advocates (ORA) 

and The Utility Reform Network (TURN) (filing jointly);  by Cox California 

Telcom, L.L.C. (Cox); and by the California Alliance of Information and Referral 

Services and the 2-1-1 Statewide Steering Committee (collectively known as 

“CAIRS”) (filing jointly). 

On March 8, 2002, Commissioner Duque and Administrative Law Judge 

(ALJ) Sullivan presided over a PHC in San Francisco to address the scope of 

issues in the proceeding and a schedule for resolving them.   

On March 29, the Commission received Reply Comments filed by Pacific 

and Verizon (filing jointly); by AT&T, WorldCom, and XO (filing jointly); by 

Roseville; by ORA and TURN (filing jointly); by Cox; and by CAIRS. 

Category  
Rule 6(c)(2) states as follows: 

“(2) A Commission order instituting rulemaking, issued after 
January 1, 1998, shall preliminarily determine the category and need 
for hearing, and shall attach a preliminary scoping memo.  Any 
person filing a response to an order instituting rulemaking shall 
state in the response any objections to the order regarding the 
category, need for hearing, and preliminary scoping memo.  At or 
after the prehearing conference if one is held, the assigned 
Commissioner shall rule on the category, need for hearing, and 
scoping memo.  If the proceeding is categorized as ratesetting, the 
ruling shall also designate the principal hearing officer.  The ruling, 
only as to category, is appealable under the procedures in Rule 6.4.” 
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No party in written or oral statements objected to the preliminary 

determination that this should be a quasi-legislative proceeding.   

Parties voiced a range of positions concerning the preliminary 

determination that hearings are not necessary.  Pacific and Verizon stated that 

they had no objection to the preliminary determination.  CAIRS stated that 

hearings were not necessary.  The Small LECs, Roseville, and Cox did not 

specifically address this issue.  AT&T, WorldCom and XO, filing jointly, object to 

the preliminary determination that hearings are not necessary, stating that with 

the available information “its is not possible to reach a decision on the necessity 

of hearings at this time.”4  ORA and TURN, filing jointly, state that they do not 

oppose the preliminary determination, “but reserve the right to request 

evidentiary hearings.”5 

Pursuant to Rule 6(c)(1), we affirm the Commission’s preliminary 

determination in I.01-06-047 that this is a quasi-legislative proceeding.  We also 

affirm the preliminary determination that hearings are not necessary, but believe 

that a final determination of the necessity of hearings cannot be made without 

more information.  As the comments of parties make clear, the need for hearings 

will depend on many factors not yet clear, including the implementation plan 

and evidence presented. 

Scope of Proceeding  
R.02-01-025 identified four issues in its preliminary scoping memo.  They  

were: 

                                              
4 AT&T, WorldCom and XO, Opening Comments, p. 11. 

5 ORA and TURN, Opening Comments, second page in unnumbered filing. 
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“1. What authority, if any, does the Commission have to implement 
211 dialing and address nonconforming use of the 211 
abbreviated dialing code? 

“2. Assuming such authority exists, are the proposed guidelines and 
application package attached hereto as Appendix A [of 
R.02-01-025] consistent with the public interest? 

“3. Should the Commission require all local exchange carriers to 
tariff 211 service?  What technical, operational, economic and 
administrative concerns provide a basis for exempting a local 
exchange carrier from a requirement to implement 211 dialing?  
Are there specific local exchange carriers regulated by this 
Commission that should be exempt from providing 211 dialing? 

“4. What rules and regulations should the Commission adopt to 
ensure 211 dialing is implemented for all Californians in 
furtherance of the public interest?”6 

The scope of the proceeding was a focus of comments made at the PHC 

and in the opening and reply comments.  Several parties requested a technical 

workshop on the regulatory/cost issues that arise from the design of this service 

and thereby refine the scope of the issues.  In particular, AT&T, WorldCom, XO, 

Pacific, Verizon, ORA and TURN express support for technical workshops in 

their reply comments.  CAIRS deems it “premature” to schedule a technical 

workshop and states that it hopes that the need for technical workshops will be 

minimized or eliminated by its network architecture proposal.  This proposal 

was filed with a motion for inclusion in the record on April 9, 2002.  No party 

opposed technical workshops in its comments or replies. 

                                              
6 R.02-01-125, p. 7. 
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Based on the discussion at the PHC and our review of the comments, it is 

clear that a technical workshop is the logical next step for understanding the 

network issues that affect a utility’s provision of this service.  We will therefore 

schedule workshops in this proceeding. 

Concerning the proposed scope of the proceeding, parties answered the 

questions in our preliminary scoping memo and proposed refinements to the 

statement of outstanding issues.  Most parties also made procedural 

recommendations for resolving the outstanding issues.    

Perhaps the most detailed statement of issues and procedural proposal is 

that contained in the joint reply comments of AT&T, WorldCom and XO.  They 

make the constructive suggestion that the Commission detail a set of issues for 

the Providers, and a separate set of issues for the utilities (Utilities).  For the 

Providers, they pose the following questions: 

“1. What is the basis for the Commission's jurisdiction to select I&R 
Providers? 

“2. What qualifications should an applicant for I&R Provider status 
be required to demonstrate? 

“3. What criteria should the Commission apply to evaluate 
applicants for I&R Provider status, and how should those 
criteria be weighted?  

“4. How should the area to be served by each I&R Provider be 
defined (e.g., by county, by NPA)? What should be the 
minimum permissible service area? 

“5. What duties should the Commission require of I&R Providers? 
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“6. What is the appropriate timetable for implementing I&R 
Provider service via 211 dialing?”7 

Concerning the Providers, this proceeding has already received comments, 

largely supportive, of the guidelines and application package contained in 

Appendix 1 of R.02-01-025.  Parties have provided detailed comments and 

proposals concerning questions 1, 2, 3 and 5.  Questions 4 and 6, however, 

remain open, for they depend on the utility architecture used to implement 211 

calling.8  Taken together, questions 1-6 define the scope of this proceeding 

concerning the Providers of information and referral services. 

For the Utilities, AT&T, WorldCom and XO propose the following issues: 

“7. What should be the operational standards (i.e., switch 
translation and routing) for end-user access to I&R Providers via 
211 dialing ("211 origination service")? 

“8. What costs will local exchange carriers incur to provide their 
end-users access to I&R Providers via 211 dialing?  What is the 
appropriate cost recovery mechanism?  

“9. What entity should control the database information required by 
local exchange carriers to implement access to I&R Providers via 
211 dialing?  

“10. Should all local exchange carriers be required to provide 211 
origination service?  Should local exchange carriers be required 
to tariff 211 origination service?  

“11. What is the appropriate timetable for local exchange carriers to 
implement 211 origination service? 

                                              
7 AT&T, WorldCom and XO, Reply Comments, p. 2. 

8 Cox strongly supports implementation through a single statewide database operated 
by a single service provider (Cox, Opening Comments, pp. 10-12). 
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“12. What should be the operational standards (i.e., network design 
and routing) for termination of 211 calls with I&R Providers 
("211 termination service")? 

“13. What procedures are appropriate to resolve non-conforming use 
of the 211 abbreviated dialing code? 

“14. What costs will utilities incur to provide termination for 211 
calls?  What is the appropriate cost recovery mechanism? 

“15. Should all local exchange carriers be required to provide 211 
termination service?  

“16. Should local exchange carriers be required to tariff 211 
termination service?  Should I&R Providers be able to obtain 211 
termination service under contract?”9 

Based on the PHC, the comments and the replies, several of these issues 

have already been addressed at length without controversy, while several of 

these issues remain unanswered.  One particular question remains controversial: 

should this proceeding lead to a tariff or standardized offer for 211 termination 

service?  TURN and ORA specifically support AT&T’s request that Pacific “serve 

its technical 2-1-1 provisioning proposal and proposed tariff upon all parties 

prior to the date of the workshop . . .”10  ORA and TURN also oppose a “stand 

alone advice letter outside of this proceeding.”11   On the other hand, ORA and 

TURN do not at this time request evidentiary hearings on cost issues nor do they 

request recategorization of this proceeding as ratesetting. 

                                              
9 AT&T, WorldCom and XO, Reply Comments, pp. 2-3. 

10 ORA and TURN, Reply Comments, p. 1. 

11 Ibid., p. 2. 
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At this time, the scant information available in the record of this 

proceeding makes it impossible to determine whether the 2-1-1 service, as 

requested by CAIRS, will constitute a new telecommunications service or will be 

simply a modification of an existing service, such as 800 call termination.  

Moreover, it is also unclear whether we will need a single provider serving the 

entire state, or whether the service and network architecture support provision 

through a number of regional providers.  For this reason, we decline to modify 

the scope of the issues from the general ones promulgated in R.02-01-025 until 

completion of a technical workshop that should provide the information needed 

to answer these questions.   

Although we will take no action on the CAIRS Motion to accept its 

proposed network architecture into the record until parties have a chance to 

respond to the Motion, CAIRS technical filing can form the basis for a 

constructive workshop.  Moreover, both Pacific and Verizon should prepare a 

written response to the technical proposal provided by CAIRS and serve it on the 

parties in this proceeding in advance of the workshop.  The workshop should 

seek to answer Questions 4, 6 and 7-16 to the extent possible and to the extent 

required by the CAIRS network proposal.  The workshop should seek to 

determine whether the provision of 2-1-1 is a new telecommunications service or 

simply a repackaging of existing services.  
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Schedule 
Based on the opening comments, discussions at the PHC, and the reply 

comments, the following schedule is practical.  

Event Date 
Rulemaking 02-01-025 Filed January 23, 2002 
Opening Comments Filed February 22, 2002 
Prehearing Conference March 8, 2002 
Reply Comments March 29, 2002 
Scoping Memo Issued April 30, 2002 
Workshop on Utility Issues May 29-31 
Workshop Report on Utility Issues and 
Provider Issues 4 and 6 

July 15, 2002 

Draft Interim Decision on Provider Issues 1, 2, 
3 and 5 

Draft Released on August 6, 2002 

Opening Comments on Workshop Report August 16, 2002 
Interim Decision on Provider Issues September 5, 2002 Commission Meeting 

Targetted 
Reply Comments on Workshop Report, the 
Need for Hearings, and Requests for Oral 
Argument before the Commission 

September 6, 2002 

Ruling Determining Whether Hearings Are 
Needed 

September 20, 2002 

 
The major milestones include three days of workshops in May and a draft 

interim decision issued in August for consideration in early September. 

If no hearings are necessary, then a decision resolving all remaining issues 

(i.e., those Provider issues not resolved in the interim decision and all Utility 

issues) will have a targeted mailing date of October 22, 2002.  This draft decision 

would then be eligible for consideration at the Commission meeting of 

November 21, 2002.  If hearings prove necessary, then the September 20, 2002 

ruling will provide a schedule to bring the proceeding to a conclusion.  In either 

event, resolution of the issues within the scope of this proceeding will not exceed 

18 months from the date of the filing of the rulemaking (January 23, 2002), 

pursuant to SB 960, Section 1 (Ch.96-0856). 
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Principal Hearing Officer and Final Oral Argument 
Pursuant to Pub. Util. Code § 1701.3, ALJ Sullivan is designated as the 

principal hearing officer in this application.   

As stated in the schedule above, and pursuant to Rule 8(d), parties 

requesting final oral argument before the Commission should include that 

request in their reply comments on the Workshop Report. 

Service List and Electronic Distribution of Pleadings 
The current service list attached to this ruling replaces the prior service list 

for this proceeding.  A current service list for this proceeding is also available on 

the Commission’s web page, www.cpuc.ca.gov.  Choose “Proceedings” and then 

“Service Lists.”  The service list for this proceeding can be located in the “Index 

of Service Lists” by scrolling to the proceeding number. 

Consistent with the service procedures discussed at the PHC,  (per 

Rule 2.3), all parties are encouraged to distribute all pleadings and testimony in 

electronic form to those parties that provided an electronic mail address to the 

Commission.  In addition, testimony must be served in a paper format to avoid 

differences in pagination that can complicate the cross-examination of witnesses.  

The electronic addresses of all parties to the proceeding can be found in the 

comma-delimited service list file.  Choose the proceeding number and click on 

“Download Comma-delimited File.” 

Other Matters 
IT IS RULED that: 

1. The scope of the proceeding is as set forth herein.  

2. The schedule for this proceeding is as set forth herein. 

3. This ruling confirms the Commission’s preliminary finding in R.02-01-025 

that the category for this proceeding is quasi-legislative and that hearings are not 
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necessary at this time.  This ruling, only as to category, is appealable under the 

procedures in Rule 6.4. 

4. Administrative Law Judge Sullivan is the principal hearing officer in these 

consolidated applications. 

5. The official service list as of this date is attached to this ruling as 

Appendix A.  All submission shall be served on those on the current service list 

as well as on the Assigned Commissioner and Assigned Administrative Law 

Judge.  Submission to the assigned ALJ and to the service list shall be provided 

by either electronic mail or hard copy.   

6. The ex parte rules as set forth in Rule 7(d) of the Commission’s Rules of 

Practice and Procedure apply to this application.  They permit communications 

without restriction and without a reporting requirement. 

Dated April 30, 2002, at San Francisco, California 

 
 
 

/s/  HENRY M. DUQUE  /s/  TIMOTHY J. SULLIVAN 
Henry M. Duque 

Commissioner 
 Timothy J. Sullivan 

Administrative Law Judge 



R.02-01-025  HMD/TJS/tcg 
 

 

121010 - 1 - 

APPENDIX A 
 

Service List 
R.02-01-025 

 
 

************ APPEARANCES ************  
 
Gregory H. Hoffman                       
DARLENE CLARK                            
Attorney At Law                          
AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF CALIFORNIA, INC.  
795 FOLSOM STREET                        
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94107                   
(415) 442-3776                           
greghoffman@att.com                           
For: AT&T Communications of California, Inc.                                   
 
Burt Wallrich                            
CALIF 2-1-1 STEERING COMMITTEE/CAIRS     
526 W. LAS TUNAS DRIVE                   
SAN GABRIEL CA 91776                     
(626) 350-1841                           
burtw@IX.netcom.com                           
For: California 2-1-1 Steering Committee/CAIRS                               
 
Lynn Pesely                              
CALIF. ALLIANCE OF INFORMATION & REFERRA 
PO BOX 161726                            
SACRAMENTO CA 95828                      
(916) 689-2378                           
lpesely@yahoo.com                             
For: 2-1-1                                                                                           
 
Sharon De Cray                           
CALIFORNIA ALLIANCE OF INFORMATION SRVCS 
C/O EDEN I&R                             
570 B STREET                             
HAYWARD CA 94541                         
(510) 537-2710                           
decray@edenir.org                             
For: 2-1-1 Implementation                                                                       
 
Jerome F. Candelaria                     
CALIFORNIA CABLE TELEVISION ASSOCIATION  
4341 PIEDMONT AVENUE                     
OAKLAND CA 94611                         
(510) 428-2225                           
jerome@calcable.org                           
 
 
 
 
 
 

Monica Mc Crary                          
SINDY YUN                                
Attorney At Law                          
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION   
505 VAN NESS AVENUE                      
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102                   
(415) 703-1288                           
mlm@cpuc.ca.gov                               
For: Office of Ratepayer Advocates                                                       
 
Allan Friedman                           
CALIFORNIA STATEWIDE STEERING COMMITTEE  
660 J STREET, SUITE 270                  
SACRAMENTO CA 95814                      
(916) 325-1690                           
allanm@cfilc.org                              
For: California 2-1-1 Statewide Steering Committee                           
 
George Granger                           
CINGULAR WIRELESS                        
BUILDING 2, 4TH FLOOR                    
4420 ROSEWOOD DRIVE                      
PLEASANTON CA 94588                      
(925) 227-3070                           
george.granger@cingular.com                   
 
Sean P. Beatty                           
E. GARTH BLACK, JEFFREY F. BECK, MARK P. 
Attorney At Law                          
COOPER, WHITE & COOPER                   
201 CALIFORNIA ST., 17TH FLOOR           
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 433-1900                           
smalllecs@cwclaw.com                          
For: The Small LECs                                                                                
 
Sean P. Beatty                           
E. GARTH BLACK, MARK P. SCHREIBER        
Attorney At Law                          
COOPER, WHITE & COOPER                   
201 CALIFORNIA ST., 17TH FLOOR           
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 433-1900                           
smalllecs@cwclaw.com                          
For: Roseville Telephone Company                                                       
 
 
 
 



R.02-01-025  HMD/TJS/tcg 
 

 

- 2 - 

Lesla Lehtonen                           
JEROME CANDELARIA                        
Attorney At Law                          
CALIFORNIA CABLE TELEVISION ASSOCIATION  
4341 PIEDMONT AVENUE                     
OAKLAND CA 94611                         
(510) 428-2225                           
lesla@calcable.org                            
For: California Cable Television Association                                       
 

Jeffrey F. Beck                          
SEAN P. BEATTY,E BLACK                   
Attorney At Law                          
COOPER, WHITE & COOPER ,L.L.P.           
201 CALIFORNIA ST., 17TH FLOOR           
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 433-1900                           
smalllecs@cwclaw.com                          
For: Calaveras,Cal-Ore, Ducor,Evans,Foresthill,Happy 
Valley,Hornitos,Kerman,Pinnacles,Ponderosa,etc. 
 

Mark P. Schreiber                        
Attorney At Law                          
COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP              
201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR        
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 433-1900                           
mschreiber@cwclaw.com                         
For: Roseville Telephone Company                                                       
 
La Tanya Linzie                          
COX CALIFORNIA TELCOM,L.L.C. DBA COX COM 
2200 POWELL STREET, SUITE 1035           
EMERYVILLE CA 94608                      
(510) 923-6220                           
latanya.linzie@cox.com                        
For: Cox California Telcom, L.L.C. dba Cox Communications          
 
Diane I. Fellman                         
ENERGY LAW GROUP LLP                     
1999 HARRISON STREET, SUITE 2700         
OAKLAND CA 94612-2572                    
(415) 703-6000                           
difellman@energy-law-group.com                
 
Lee Burdick                              
Attorney At Law                          
FERRIS & BRITTON                         
401 WEST A STREET, SUITE 1600            
SAN DIEGO CA 92101                       
(619) 233-3131                           
lburdick@ferrisbritton.com                    
For: Cox California Telcom, L.L.C. dba Cox Communications          
 
James W. Mc Tarnaghan                    
KATHRYN A. FUGERE                        
Attorney At Law                          
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI RITCHIE & DAY LLP 
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900            
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 765-8409                           
jmct@gmssr.com                                
For: Cingular Wireless                                                                             
 
 
 

Kathryn A. Fugere                        
JAMES W. MC TARNAGHAN                    
Attorney At Law                          
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI RITCHIE & DAY LLP 
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900            
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-3144              
(415) 392-7900                           
kfugere@gmssr.com                             
For: Cellular Carriers Association of California                                  
 
Kathryn A. Fugere                        
Attorney At Law                          
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI RITCHIE & DAY LLP 
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900            
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-3144              
(415) 392-7900                           
kfugere@gmssr.com                             
For: Allegiance Telecom of California                                                   
 
Cynthia Walker                           
ICG TELECOM GROUP, INC.                  
180 GRAND AVENUE, SUITE 450              
OAKLAND CA 94612                         
(510) 239-7089                           
cynthia_walker@icgcomm.com                    
For: ICG Telecom Group, Inc.                                                                 
 
Earl Nicholas Selby                      
Attorney At Law                          
LAW OFFICES OF EARL NICHOLAS SELBY       
418 FLORENCE STREET                      
PALO ALTO CA 94301-1705                  
(650) 323-0990                           
ens@loens.com                                 
 
David A. Simpson                         
Attorney At Law                          
MANDEL, BUDER & VERGES LAW LLP           
101 VALLEJO STREET                       
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 781-4400                           
david@mbvlaw.com                              
For: California Alliance of Information and Referral Services and 
Members of the Statewide 2-1-1 Ste 
 



R.02-01-025  HMD/TJS/tcg 
 

 

- 3 - 

 
James W. Mc Tarnaghan                    
KATHRYN A. FUGERE                        
Attorney At Law                          
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI RITCHIE & DAY LLP 
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900            
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 765-8409                           
jmct@gmssr.com                                
For: Verizon Wireless                                                                             
 

 
Kenneth S. Taymor                        
MBV LAW LLP                              
855 FRONT STREET                         
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 781-4400                           
ken@mbvlaw.com                                
For: California 2-1-1 Steering Committee ( CAIRS)                             
 
 
 

Andrew Ulmer                             
DAVID SIMPSON                            
Attorney At Law                          
MBV LAW, LLP                             
855 FRONT STREET                         
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 781-4400                           
andrew@mbvlaw.com                             
 
Nancy Kimura                             
NORTHERN CALIF. COUNCIL FOR COMMUNITY/   
50 CALIFORNIA STREET                     
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 772-7377                           
nancy.kimura@ncccsf.org                       
For: 2-1-1 Implementation                                                                       
 
Martin A. Mattes                         
JOSE E. GUZMAN, JR.                      
Attorney At Law                          
NOSSAMAN GUTHNER KNOX & ELLIOTT, LLP     
50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR         
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-4799              
(415) 398-3600                           
mmattes@nossaman.com                          
For: California Payphone Association                                                  
 
Michelle R. Galbraith                    
Attorney At Law                          
PACIFIC BELL                             
140 NEW MONTGOMERY STREET, ROOM 1520     
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105                   
(415) 542-7657                           
mg9543@sbc.com                                
For: Pacific Bell                                                                                    
 
Peter A. Casciato                        
Attorney At Law                          
PETER A. CASCIATO, PC                    
8 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 701           
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-4825              
(415) 291-8661                           
pcasciato@telocity.com                        
For: TIME WARNER TELECOM OF CALIFORNIA, LP                   
 

Elaine Duncan                            
Attorney At Law                          
VERIZON CALIFORNIA                       
711 VAN NESS AVE, SUITE 300              
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102                   
(415) 474-0648                           
elaine.duncan@verizon.com                     
For: Verizon California                                                                           
 
Richard A. Chapkis                       
Attorney At Law                          
VERIZON CALIFORNIA INC.                  
ONE VERIZON WAY, CA500LB                 
THOUSAND OAKS CA 91362-3811              
(805) 372-6233                           
richard.chapkis@verizon.com                   
 
Maria L. Woodbridge                      
Attorney At Law                          
WORLDCOM, INC.                           
201 SPEAR STREET, 9TH FLOOR              
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105                   
(415) 228-1140                           
maria.l.woodbridge@wcom.com                   
For: WorldCom, Inc.                                                                                
 
Melissa Waksman                          
Attorney At Law                          
XO CALIFORNIA, INC.                      
ONE FRONT STREET, SUITE 1850             
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111                   
(415) 901-3816                           
melissa.waksman@xo.com                        
For: XO California, Inc.                                                                            
 
Sindy J. Yun                             
Legal Division                           
RM. 4107                                 
505 VAN NESS AVE                         
San Francisco CA 94102                   
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(415) 703-1069                           
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 

I certify that I have by mail this day served a true copy of the original 

attached Scoping Memo and Ruling of Assigned Commissioner and 

Administrative Law Judge on all parties of record in this proceeding or their 

attorneys of record. 

Dated April 30, 2002, at San Francisco, California. 

 
 

/s/  TERESITA C. GALLARDO 
Teresita C. Gallardo  

 
 

N O T I C E  
 

Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities 
Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, 
San Francisco, CA  94102, of any change of address to insure 
that they continue to receive documents.  You must indicate 
the proceeding number on the service list on which your 
name appears. 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 
The Commission’s policy is to schedule hearings (meetings, 
workshops, etc.) in locations that are accessible to people 
with disabilities.  To verify that a particular location is 
accessible, call: Calendar Clerk (415) 703-1203. 
 
If specialized accommodations for the disabled are needed, 
e.g., sign language interpreters, those making the 
arrangements must call the Public Advisor at (415) 703-2074, 
TTY 1-866-836-7825 or (415) 703-5282 at least three working 
days in advance of the event. 

 


