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Dec1s1on NO. 86667 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOR1nA 

In the r·1atter of the Application 
of J. I.I·!. CORPORATION' ~ a 
California corporation, tor an 
order author1z1ng Applicant to 
Dev1ate from certain r·I1n1mum. 
Rates on shipments transported 
for BALt CORPORATION~ pursuant 
to Section 3566 of the Public 
Uti11ties Code. 

App11cat1on No. 56658 
(Filed July 29, 1976) 

(Amended Octobe~ l2, 1975) 

OPINION AND ORDER 

By th1c app11cation, as amended, J.I.M. CORPORATION, a 
corporation, requests author1ty to dev1ate from the provisions of 
Min~um Rate Tariff 2 in connection with the transportation of 
bottles, carboys, demijohns or jars for Ball Corporation trom El 
Monte to various pOints in California. l 

The applieation~ as amended, is based on special c1r­
cumstances and cond1tions detailed there1n. 

lThe present and proposed rates in cents per lOOlPounds~ exclusive 
of apPlicable surcharges, for representative shipments of bottles~ 
ca:boys, demijo~~s or jars are: 

Prom Present Rate ProEosed Rate 
El r.1onte MZ 220 l'hni1llU1!l v!e:1.ght r.1in1m1Jl1l Weight 

To 40,000 Pounds 40 z 000 Pounds 

San Francisco r·zz 101 l41 #95 
Fresno 110 86 
Sacramento 14l 122 
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A. 56658. gjw* 

The application and amendment thereto were 11zte~ on the 
Comm1s~1on's Daily Calendar of August 2 and October l4~ 1976. 
California Trucking Associ~tio~ (eTA) o~jected to the ex parte 
hand11ng ot this matter stating that applicant seeks authority to 
assess rail rates to otr-:-a!l locations w1 thotlt any data supporting //' 
the reasonableness of such proposals. eTA declare3, ':fthe fact 

. that the reduction in revenue is less than the net income for the 
entire operation during the rirs~ six ~onths of 1976 i~11es that 
other traffic may be com~ellee to subsidize lower rates tor a single 
shipper". 

Ap~l1cant responded to CTA's allegations stating that the 
application is based solely on the cost of han~11n5 the traffic to 
the various destinations involved and whether or not the cons1snee 
is located on a rail sid!ng has nothinz to do with the cost of han­
dling such traffic. Applicant also indicated to CTA that the north­
~ound traffic herein involved 1$ all for a single shipper and is 
more profitable th&1 the southbound traffic as it would ~evelop an 
operating ratio of 82 percent under the proposed ~ates compared ~t~ 
an operating ratio of 97 percent for southbound traffic during the 
same six-month period. 

~evenue and expense cata sub~tted in the original appli­
cation ~~d the additional revenue and expense data covering the 
southbound (backhaul) traffic furnished in the amended application 
are surricient to dete~~ne that the transportation involved may 
reasonably be expected to be profitable under the proposed rates. 

In the circumst~~ces, the Commission finds that app11c~~t's 
proposal is reasonable. A public hear1ng is not necessary. The 
COmmission concludes that the a,plication ~hould be granted as set 
forth in the ensuing order and the effective date of this order 
~hould be the date hereof because there is an 1~ed1ate need for 
this rate relief. 
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IT IS ORDE?~D that: 

1. J.I.~:. Corporat1on~ a corpor~tion, is authorized to per­
form the transportation sho\m in Append1x A attached he:"eto and by 

th~s reference made a part hereof at not less than the rates set 
forth therein. 

2. ' The authority 'granted herein shall expire one year after 
the errect,1ve date of this order unless sooner cancelled" ::1od1f1ec:l 
or extended by further order of the Commission. 

The effective date of this order is the Oate hereof. 
Dated at San Franc.1sco, ,Ca111'"orn1a~ this ::2S~day of 

NOvet'lber" 1970. 
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A. 56658 e 
APPENDIX A 

Carrier: J.I.M. Corporation, a corporation. 

Com."nodi ty: Bottles, carboys, dem1johns or jar~, other than cut, 
w1th or without their equipment of caps, covers, 
stoppers or tops~ one gallon or less 1n capacity 

For: 

From: 

To -

as described in Suo 2, Item 81100, National Motor 
Freight Classification NMF100~C.· 

Ball Corporation 

E1 XIZonte 

Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds 

Atwater 95 
Berkeley 95 
CastroVille 95 
Fremont 95 
Fresno 86 
Lindsay 84 
toai 116 
rr.anteca 95 
Morgan Hill 95 
Oakland 95 
Pleasanton 95 
Redwood City 95 
Richmond 95 
Salinas 95 
San Francisco 95 
San Jose 95 
San tea.."').dro 95 
Sacramento 122 
Sunnyvale 95 
Stockton 95 
Strathmore 84 
Visal1a 64 

rtinimum vJe1ght: 40,000 pounds 

Condit1ons: 

1. Applicant has not 1."ldicated subhaulers ~lill oe ene~.ged 
nor have any costs of subhaulers been submittea. There­
fore, if suohaulerz are employed, they shall oe paid no 
less tha.""l. the rates authorized herein w1tho'IJ.t ;my deduc­
tion for use of applicant's trailing eqUipment. 

2. In all other respects, the rates and rules in r,u'nimum 
F~te Tariff 2 shall apply. 

(END OF APPENDIX A) 



A. 56656 - D. 
JIM CORPORATION 

COMMISSIONER WILLIAl.'1 SYMONS, JR., Dissenting 

This decision grant~~g a deviation is defective for the reasons 

previously set forth in detail in my August 24, 1976, dissenting 

opinion to Decision Nos. 66274 through 86279. The decision is gr~~ted 

ex parte, despite legitimate questions Deing raised by prot~stant -­

the request for a hearing is overriden. Likewise, ~he decision is 

made effective immediately, and it contains cursory discussi~n and the 

boiler-plate language which is becoming so common in these decisions: 

"The application, as amended, is based on special circumstances 
and conditions detailed therein.~ . 

and 

"Revenue and expense data submitted ••• are suffiCient to 
determine that the transportation involved may reasonably 
be expected to be profitable u.~der the proposed rates.~ 

Thereby, the majority avoids setting forth sufficient facts about the 

. I~ 

special circumstances of the transportation which a person might review 

to see if the deviat.ion is justified. 

San FranCiSCO, California 
November.23, 1976 
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