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 Decision No. 69972 |

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALI?ORNIA“

In the Matter of the Applzcat;on of ) :

INNAN CONETY for exemption £xrom the ) Application No. 47876
provisions of General Oxder No. 84~E ) (Filed Septembex 7,°.1965).
regarding C.0.D. Bond. : ) ' ' E '

-

OPINION AND ORDER

Applicant holds radial highway common carrief, ciﬁy carrier
and highway contract carrier permits. By this anpl;catxon, he seeks
exenption from the provisions of General Order No. 84-E, under wh;ch
carriers may not handle C.0.D. shipments until a bondrof‘notwless:e
than $2,000 is provided and_filee Qithlthe Commiss;th? Thef?eugh#rl
exemption would apply only in-coﬁnection with shipﬁehts tgaaspefted'
foé the'shipper hereieafter designated. The shippe;‘ﬁes’en”fiie _' |

“with the Commission a letter steting 2 effect that the bendmnf.of
applmcant is not necessary'ln connection with ;ts c. 7 D. cons:gnmento.
The exemptzon as herezn qought has been granted 0 applmﬁant hereto—5

- fore on a year-to—year basis for several years. The currenf author-

xty is scheduled to‘expmre w1th December 9, 1965.

General Order No. 84-E was. superseded by General Order'

1

No. 84-F effectxve June 1, 1965w The latter general order contaxns

bonding requlrements and add;tlonal provzsxons governxng the handlxng

1General Order No. 84~F was adopted by the Commission by Deexslon

No. 568779, dated March 23, 1965, in Case No. 7402.
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of ¢.0.D. Shipménts. The bonding provisions are set forth in
Ordering Paragraphs‘z to 7,'inc1usive, of General‘Oréet No. 84-?.'
Correspondxng prov;szcns are set fo th in varzous mmnxmum rate
tariffs of the Comm;ssmoq. Inasmuch as General Order No;‘84-E is
ne longer 1n effect the application will be cons;dered as an
amended applzcatzon seeklng rel ief from therbondzng requ;rements of
' General,Order No. 84-F

| | The rules.and requxrements governzng the tranoportatmon
of c .0.D. sh;pments were established primarily for the protectzon
of sh;pper-- Since the bondxng protectzon has been wazved by the
shipper 1nvolved in tnls application, the Commission fznds that the.
tscught-exemptxon is justxfzedt A publ:c hearing is not necessary.
The Commussion concludes that the applzcatzon should be granted.

Attent;on is ‘called to the fact that the exemptzon he:emn
granted extends only to sthments transported for the spec;f;ed
shipper. Should applzcant desxre to handle C.0.D. sthments for
anyone else, all outotandxng requlrements must be met.

Because the cond;tzons~under ‘which the C.0.D. service in
questlon is performed may chang thc(exemétidh-wiliibe limitédftqw5
a further one-year perlod | | ' |

IT IS ORDERED that.‘

1. Inman COnety is hercby relxevcd from the requzrements
of Ordering Paragraphs 2 to 7, inclusive, of Generxal Order No. 84—F
and the correspbndihg'provisions set forth innmipimum rate tatiffs

of the Commission in the bandling of €.0.D. shipments for Swift &

Company.




2. The authority herein granted shall supersede the

authoritngranted by becision No. 68330, datcd.becembér 9,~1964,,in
Application No. 47015 and shall expire with Deceﬁier 9; 1966,'un1es§'
sooner”canccled, changed ox extended by_order of the'CQmmissidh.'
;This_orde:‘shall'bécome effective twenty ddys afte:‘the
date hereéf. | ‘ o | .
Dated at San Francisco, Califbrnia, fhis §L£é§: ‘V:day of
Novembezr, 1965. - | | ”
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Comnissioners

Commissionor Peter E. Mitcholl, boing
necessarily absent, 444 noet: participate
in tho disposition of this proceeding.




