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SEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ﬁecision .No. 70480

In the matter of the application
of Brown-Ely Co. Contractors for. Application No. 48247

)
)
exemption from the provisions of ) (Filed Februwary 11, 1966)
General Order No. 84E in handling )
C.0.D. Shipments for Hutchinson Co.)

- OPINION AND ORDER

- Brown=Ely Co. Contraétors, a corporation, holds‘ra&ial
highway common carrier, petroleum contract carrier and c:ty carrxer
permits. By Decision No. 68849, dated April 6, 1965, in Appllcatzon
No. 47348, it was authorized to handle C.0.D. unzpmertg for Hut chxn—
son Co. without securzng‘and filing a bond of not less than $2,00Q:'
with the Commission as recquired by General Ordef No.;84-E. This
authority is séheduled to.ekpire with April 6, 1966.

By this application, further exemption is sought from the
bonding regquirements of General Ordér No. 84~ in‘cbnnection witch
C.0.D. service for the same shlpper. The applmcatlon is accompan;cd

: by a letter from Hutchlngon Co. stat;ng Ln effect that the bondxng
of applicant is not necessary in connection wnth its c o D. conalgn—

ments.

General Order No. 84~E was superseded by General Oxdex No.
L .
84-F effective June 1, 1965. The latte; genexal order conta;na
bonding requirements and additional provisions goverﬁing the handling"

of C.0.D. shipments. The bonding provisions are set forth in

-
General Order No. 84-F waz adopted by the Commission by
Decision No. 687792, dated March 23, 1965, in Case No. 7402.
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Oxdering Paragréphsvz to 7, inclusive, of Generxal Oxder No. 84~F.

Corresponding provisions are set forth in various minimum rate
tariffs of the Commission. Inasmuch as General Ordér No. 84-E i~ no
longer in effect, the appl;cat;on will be consxdered as an. amendcd
abplzcatmon seeking relief from ‘the bonding requmrements of General =
Order No. 84-F. _

The rules and requirements governing the trans portatzon of"‘
C.0.D. shipments were established primarily for the:protect;onvok
shippers. Since the bonding protection has been waivediby;:he
shipper.involved in this application, the Commission finés that the
sought éxemption is justified; A public hearzng is not nccesqary.‘
The Commission concludes that the application should be granted.

Attention is cal;ed_to the fact that the exempt;on here;n
granted extends only £o shipments transported for the 3pecified
shipper. Should applicant desire to handle C.0.D. shipments for
anyone else, all outstanding requremcnts nust be met.

Because the cond;txons under which the C O. D. service 1n
question ;s:performed,may change, the exemption wmll beul;mmted uo
a further one-yéar periéd‘ In view of the impending expifation date

of the current authormty, the order which follows will be. madc ,

| effectlve Aprll 6 1966.‘

IT IS ORDERED that: :

L. Brown—ElyVCO Contractors is hereby relieved from the‘
requrements of Orderlng Paragraphs 2 to 7, 1nclu31vc, of General
Order No. 84-F and the correspondmng prov;s;ons set forth in
minimum rate tariffs of the Commission in the handling of C.0.D..

shipments for Hutchinson‘CO;
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2. The authority herein granted shall supersede the
_ authority granted by Decision No. 68849, dated April 6, 1965,
. in Application No. 47348, and shall expire with Aprii 6, i967,

unless,sooner/caﬁceled, changed or extended by order of the

Commission.

‘This ordervéha;l become effective April‘é, 1966.

Dated at San Fiancisco, California, this g:i:ﬁg'-day of |
March, 1966. | | |
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Comm:.s sn.oner S ‘




