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B
BEFORE THE RUITLROAD COMMISSION (F TEE STATE (F CALIFOIIA

«000~-

HEighway Transport Company, et al.,
ComPl&in&ntﬁ,

JCase Nos 1975

Va.

Henry 2. Holmes, P. W. Holmes, et al.,

Defendants. 5

3Y THE COLLIISSION:

ORDER DENYING REFEARING

On December 17, 1924, the Ralilrosd Commission issued
its Decision No. 14369 in the above entitled proceeding. On
December 26, 1924, defendants Hexry E. Holmes and Philbrook W. _
Holmes doing business under the f£irm name and style of E. Z. ard
P, W. Holmes, filed their petition for rehearing, and after
full consideration of the allegations set forth in said applica-
tion foxr rehearing, the Commission finds that ssid petition
-@oes not set forth sufficient grounds which wonld warrapt a
reconsideration or reheaxing of its Decision No. 14369, and .

TEEREFORE, good cause appesring,

IT IS EEREBY ORDZRED that petition for rehearing be




and the same hereby is denied.

1.
Dated at 3ax Francisco, California, this 4~

day of Jammery, 1925,
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