
Decision No • __ 

BEPO~~ TEE Rlu!J\OAD COI~SSION 
OF THE STA~ OF CALI]'ORNL~ .. 

---000---

?ICE ASSOCIATION OF CALI~'O~:'~IA, 
PACIFIC ~ICE GBO~~S ASSOCIATION, rut [OdD~DifglJ~ 

Complainants, 

vs. 

) 
) 
) Case No. 923. 
) 

SOU~EERN P..o..CI~lIC GOhJ?.r..NY, '::8 A.~CHISON, 
~OPBE'A & SANT .. ~ ~'E RAILW .. ~Y cm.11'.L\NY, 

) 
) 
) 

Defendants .. ) 

S~';'CR.;:~NTO TRANS?O~T.rl.TION C01:?lllTY, ) 
F~;r'E?,S' TRiJJS?OETATION cor,~.;.NY, ) 
C.tU,IFCF.NIA TPJ:..NS?CRTATION CQl.!i?.:\NY, ) 
and JOHN F. COGEL.AN, Bocoi vor of the ) 
:Property ot tho NO?TE:!·~RN ELECTRIC P..~ILWAY) 
COI:?..:.NY , ) 

) 
Interveners. ) 

BY ~EE COMMISSION. 

O?IIrION ON APPLICATION 
~\Q}~ RE}I.l:.&..I.;ING .. 

On October 4, 1916, the defond~~ts and intervenors 
in this proceed.ing fileo. with the Railroad COIlJ.O.1ssion ~ app11-

c$"tion for rehe~ir~ to which the Co~ssion has given careful 

coneid.ers.t1on. 
This :procIged.ing invol vos tho res-eonabloness of the 

retes on paddy rice moving from vsrious pOinte in the S~cramento 

CriG.loy. 

A heering w~s h$d on the original com~laint herein, ~~ ther~-
e!ter the Commission rendereQ its first decision on June 16, 1915. 
~oree~tor, on ~pplic~tion of the dofendants ~d intorvenors, s rohosr-

ing ~se h~d into tho entire eubjoet matter of the proooeding. The 

Commission has ~ccordi~gly twice gone very thoroughly into the 

1. 



merits of this matter before making its final order. 
ITe oro satisfied that the rates for tho transportation 

of paddy rice, which tho Commission in its order made in this pro-

ceeding on Septe~ber 23, 1916, ordered the de~ond~ts to put into 

of!ect, are just $nd ~easonable rates. T.his is the only issue 

herein presented. In the previous order those ratos were found 

to be just and reasonable, and we reiterate our finding of fact 

thct those ratos are just end roasonable. 
among·~her matters 

~Ae application for rohearing ~raws atterition/to cer-

tain statoments in tho decision of the COmmiSSion, which state-

ments ere of ~inor conse~uenco -snd in no way affoct the conclusion 

of the Commission as to the justnecs ~d reasonableness of the 

rates ordered in. 
We seo no merit in the application for reh4sring. 

O?~ER DENYING .~PLICA~ION 
1!'O}{ ~J:.i.i!:Ah L"J G. 

Tho defendants and interveners having on October 4, 

1916, filed an application for rehearing herein, and the Com-

mission having given careful consideration to this application 

and being oi the opinion that there is no merit therein, 

IT IS EEl~BY O?DE~D that said application for re-

hes.:ring be 9...."l.d the same hereby is denied.. . . .. J 
Dated at San FranciSCO, California, th1s~day 

of October, 1916. 

., ..... 

J~ 

Commissioners • 


