
D is1 ') (' Q ') r) eo on No. .... t } " I." I , • 

BEFORE TEE RAILROAD COum.o:SSION OF Tm: SUTE OF CAtIFOBN!J.. 

CA.J'.nORNl:A POR~"'D C]l!ENT COU?J.J."rr, ) 
) 

Compla 1nall t, ) 
) 

~S. } 
) Case No. 31ol2. 

SOUT.E:El."(N P.A.CIFIC COMPANY, ) 
PACJFIC ~C RAllWA.Y COMP~-Y, ) 

) 
Defendants. l 

BY 'rm: COtOO:SSION: 

Petition tor rehearing or our Decision, NO. 26725 of ;anu­

IJ3:Y 15. 1934.. in tl:e above e.'Q.t1tled proceeding hav:1ng been tiled by 

the compla1nant, the comnssion, atter care:rully considering the 

said petition and. each and e~re:rY' allegation eon.tamed therein, am 
be1D8 ot the op1nion that :0 good cause tor the grant1Ilg 0"£ a re­

hearing is there in made to a;ppesr. 

IT IS EmEBY ORDm'E:D that the said petition tor re.hearmg 

be and 1t 1s llereb:r d~ed. 

Dated at San !::aneisco, Cel.1t'Ol"ll1a, this 

ot February, ~9M. 

COmmlssioners. 


