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3EFORS TRB PUPL!C Ur.ILITIZS CO~1ISSImj OF TH'S STA7~ OF CALIFOR..."l"IA 

I 't TU'" "~A'T'''''I ... R J." ii,=" .,t! .. .L.~" CF TH~ AP?LICAT!ON 

of 

CA:·1P ROSS COf!?ANY, for au'thoriza-' 
tion to increase water rates to 
consumers. 
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Application No. 28277 

SUPPLEr>-lENTAL OPINION ON ?-;:T!i.'IO~! FOR. '10DIFICATION 

The ~pplicant in this matter has fi2ed a'petition for 

r.1oclification of the Cont~ission f z Deci'sion 4.0926, pre'ecribin,,?; incrcaocc., 

rates for water service rendered by applicant as a public '\1ti,lity near 

the city of' Healdsburg, Sonoma County. The 'Pctitioner does,not seck 

a rehearin.';, nor docs it reoucst that the Co:r.:ni~sionmodii'y its rate" 

order in any respect. It, is all~ged merely that cart:lin' statem~nts 

contained in the o'Oinion are not sup't')ortcd by the 0vid0nce,~reSe:"ltcd 

at the he.s.ring had upon the application. The Commission has carefully· 

considered the petition a:l~ it is con'clud~d thatnogoo~, pur'Pose . 

"lIouId be served by modifyin?; t~e oric;inal. opinion ir.:' .l."lY 'Particular 

respect. The burden of the petition is thatsta'tcmcnts contained in 

the COl'!l'nissionTs opinion would indicate that many customers testified 

that they had been refused service except for essential household 

purposes. Perha.'?s the lanbua~e used in th~ opinion does convey the 

i:'!lpression that the Com.":lission was making th~ finding that:'service' 

had 'been denied, whereas the record indicates only,th3t service had 

been discou:-a:sec. for the us~ of '..:c.tcr for the il":Oi,l2;ationof g~rdens 
. , 

c1nd law:ls. The Col'!'lr.lission readily concedes that an error w~,s' ~lso' ' 
, ' 

~d'e in reference to the char~es tho.t, had h\~retofore been m8,dcfor 

service to .;tpartments, cabins and court:s. However, inasmuch as, th~ 
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applicant docs not object to the rates which the COr.L."llission prescribed 

in this deeisio~, ~nd as the exe~~tions taken to statements in the 

opinion do not affect th~ order made in ·the 'Orocel?din~, it is concludecl ' 

that the petition should be ,denied. 

IT IS H~REBY ORDERED that the ~etition for modi!ic~tion of ' 

the opinion in Commission's Decision No. 40926 in the above:"'cntitlcd 

~~tter be and it is ~bY ·denicd. 

Dated at ~~~·.~~c1~&~4~J~L~~~.~~-----' California, this 

day of _"';:~~4..c"""'4"""O~S __ ' 194$. 
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