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Decision NO'. ')?!5 ~ '1 . 

m:E'OEE ~. Rbn:aOAD COMMISS!ON" O? TEE ~ O'S CALn'Ol'JWt 

-000-

P'ET'AIm"'A, AM> SANTA EOSA..R.A.I!.RO.AD 
COMPANY, a. co%pOration,. 

vs. 
BEN B.A.n.INSON ~ do1ng bu'sine!:.S ttC.de:-
the J:tEJ::le e.ndstY'~e. ot' "PETArma,. 
FR'OI1' .ll"D PE.ODUCE CO., f'! . 

Deren(ts.n:ts. 

BY ':mz COMMLSS!ON': 

1 
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'} Case No. Z9l. 7 
-} 

} 
. 
1 .. 
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~ :tIt. the above en't1tled. ltatter hav1:g 'bee::. t1l.ed by 

def'enda:c.ts above na::ted; the Co:::::U.ssio::l ha~....ng ~ con-

sidered the said 1'et1t1on,. aJXr. eae!t. end ~f!:rY e.l~eee:t1.on. co:c.-

ta1::l«t there1n, and ~I::tlg o~ the op1:t1011 the.'t no good: ~u.se 

tor the granting ot' a. relles:r1:c.g is there1n ma~e to a:p:p~~ 

IT' IS E:2:?'?:E.Y OP.DZRZD the.t the said pet:Lt1o:l 

commiss 1011ers. 


