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Decision No. 14 r~ 

-000-

J. W. Rome and J. H. SMITH. co­
partners doing busines8,unde= the 
name of CRICO-;VESTWOOD-SUSA.~E 
AUTO STAGE, 

COIllpla.1n~ta 

":1. C. LAWRENCE a.ad MRS. 't:. C. LAWRENCE. 

Defendanta. 

) 

· • 

) 

: 

) 

· · 
} 

Case No. 2022 

In the Matter o~ the Application o~ ) 
GEOEGE A. SCOTT ~or cert1ticate ot ,ubiic 
co~v~ience and necessity to operate 
passenger service between Westwood. 
California an4 Crescent Mills" Indian 
Valley, Cal1£o~a. 

In the Matter of the Application ot 
W. C. LA':l.aENCE (Lawrence Stage Co.) 
for a certtficate of public convenience 
and necessity to operate automobile 
stage line between Crescent Mills a.xl:d 
Keddie and intermodiate pOints, etc. 

In the Matter of the Application of IRA 
N. SEO~ ~or tho e~ension o~ his 
present oert1ficate ot public o.on­
venieneo and neoesa1ty. 

· · Application No. 9879 
) 

) 

· · 

) 

.' • 

Application No. 989S 

Applioation No. 10058 

- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- ) 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

.. .. 

On December 8, 1924. the Railroad Commission issued 

its Decis10n No. 14338 in the above entitled proceedings. On •. 

January 6, 1925 and January 10, 1925 petitions for rehear.tng 

were filed on be.h.al1' o~ George A. Scott. Ind..1a.n Valley Rail.road 

1. 



and Houk a.nd Sm1 th. co-partners. 

Mter ca.:reiul. review of the argument .as set ~orth 

in said petitions for reheu,ring. the COmmission is of the 

opin1on that said petitions do not set forth facts sufficient 

to warrant a rehearing in the aboTe entitled proceedings. 

~he Commission. however. in giV~ further consideration to 

the facts and eVidence in this matter deoms it adVisable to 

remind defendants in Case No. 2022 that in its opinion the 

provisio~s ot the ?ublic Utilities ~ctt Section 17. ~b­

section 4, shoUld not be interpreted as meaning that di8-

criminatory practice in tAe giving of transportation tree 

or at reduced rates to men see~ employment C~ be classified 

as transportation tor charitable purposes. SUch practice in 

th~ Co~ssionrs opinion constitutes & violation o£ tho law as 

proVided in Section 6 "bl't o~ Chapter 2l3, Sta.tutes ot 1917 t 88 

amended, and it ~ersi8ted in will render xhe Violator liable 

under the proVisions ot Section S of th& ~e Act ~d further 

liable to the suspension of his cert1t1cate. 

Good cause appearing. 

IT IS HEP2BY ORDE.~ that the petitions ~or rehearing 

filed in the above entitled matters be and the same hereby are 

denied. 

/~ 
Sa.:!. Francisco, Cs.litorma. this J ~ d~ 

, 1925. 
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