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Decision. No. :? ~l :~ i' {; • 

EEFORE 7.cill R1..ILRO..lD COl~MISSION OF TEE STATE OF C~·J...LFORNIA 

cc~~scr.:mAT1m ?:ROD'I;CZ CO~~'"Y, UMITED, 
Jcr1'GS3'';'XER 5:RC'XE:E?.5 C 0Iw.iP ~TI, 
LOUIE PRODUCE COMP~ry) 
l:YERS ) n.t..BI:r,;~C.a11) E!XTON, 
Rr~:E.:RS :;mCZ".clJ::RS COM?~.'Y, 
s.:J'Er.AY STORES n;ccPJ?OIU,TJID, 

Co:n~lc.inan. tz, 

vs. 

EY T;IZ C Oi'£' ,,. SS ION: 

Case No. 3059. 

. ... 

Petition tor c rehearing ot our Decision ~o. ~44 

1::. the above e:lt1 Uec':. matt.er having 'been tiled by the de!'end-

s.:c.t. a'bove nOIlled; tJ:.e Com::::liss lon having care!\llly c onslclerec. the 

s~1d petition and ~ch and e~ery allegation oo~tained there1n, 

and being or the o~inion that no good cause tor the grant1ng 

o~ ~ r~hearlne 10 th&rein made to s~pear, 

IT IS EEREBY OBDEEEP that the s~1d petition for re-

hearing be and it is hereby de!liee.. 

D~tea ~t San Franciseo, Culifornia, this 7:~ day 

of Dece~'ber, 1931. 


