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32302 "EE RLLIROLD COLLIISSION
0 TES SRATZ OF CALIFORNIA

In tkhe Matter of the Lwpnlication of
James L. Murray, m. G. Zencaaw and
Ld Fletcher, copvartners, doling bdusi-
ness wader tae name and s*yle of the
Cayamaca weter Comnary for on ordexr
uthorizing and nermitting an increzse
in tre rentals, tolls and caurgea fox
vater furnis ncd by them and sorvice
rendered by them in furnisning water
in tae County of Saxm Diego.
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In the Matter of tze ipvlication of
James 4. Lurray, . G. Zenshaw and
24 Fletcher, doing ousiness under the
firm neme and style of the Cuyanmcca
Vater Company, for an order aunthoriz-
ing and permidtting them to mlece 2
surcasrge upon thelr wrecent rentals,
t0lls ond charges for water furnished
by them, such surchrarge deing necessary
on cccount of “he inecreazed cost of
overavion.

Avpvlication No.
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vert Ross et al.,
Complainants,

James L. lurray et al.,

Defendanise.
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37 2Z5 COMIIISSION:

ORINION LND (RDIR DEXYING REEEARING

Loplicatiorn for rehearing was filed nerein on QOctoder
8, 1920, by Jomm C. Brewer ond o large number of other con~
sumers. Thig application, among other things, sets fLorth
that the opinion and oxrder 25 to whick rehearing is sought

(Decision No. 8145), is in error inm stating that the parties
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to the pro&ooding stivnleted that the records of 2ll prior
proceedings concerning toe epwlicant water ¢ompany should
be deemed ir evidence as vaxrt 0oX the record in this proceeding.
An exomination of e transceript indicates thet apnlicents sre
correct in this contention, the fact veing thnt such records of
prior nroceedings were ordercd by the Commissloner presiding
at tke hearlag to be mdmitied ir e?idence 2g a part of theo
record in teis vroceoding. Lwplicants, however, 4138 not con~
sent t0 such ordex, but objocted thereto.

Tnagmuch 85 4he siatement compleined of sppears only in
+he ovinion, end comstitutes no part of the oxder as o which
rehearing is sought, it is not deemed materisl In passing upon
the appolication for rehearing.

Lftor £ulily consideri the nmotvers set fortk in the
anplication on the grounds trerein specified for renocaring,
the Commission is of the opinmionm, and thcerefore oxders, that
the said cwplicetion for rehearing stould be, and the same is

nereby, denied.

Dated ot San reneisco, Colifornis, this 2//\' day of

Jenuary, 1921.
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