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Decision 1:0. 87391 May 24, 1977 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U'j,'ILITIES COnI!SSION OP THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In t~!e i1').ttcr of the Application ) 
of M.A.P. T~nJSPOr.TATION) INC., ) 
a California corpor~tion) for an ) 
Or~er authorizinc Applicant to ) 
Devie.te fro::.. certain !'[1nimul'n ) 
nates on shipments of glass, ) 
pursuant to Section 3666 of the ) 
Public vtilities Code. ) 

Application No. 56837 
(Piled October 29, 1976) 

(Amended !!arch 3, 1977) 

niTER Il-, I O?n~IOilJ AND O?DEf: 

By this (1.!'lp11c~t1on) as anlended, N .A. P Transportation, 
Inc. r'E'q1..Lc::.;tz aut!lori ty to devl~te from the p!'ovisions of Minimum 

R.?te Ta:::"iff 2 in connection with the transportation of glass, flat) 

net bent, for Libbey-Owens-I-'ord Compar~y from Lath:::"op and for P.P.G. e In('ustries, Inc. fror.l Fresno to various pOints in the Los Angelos 
Basin Territo:::"y. 

The application is based on special circ~~stances and 
conditions act~iled therein. 

':2he applic~~tion and atllendment -,,',,:::"e listed on the 

Cor~::ission' s Daily Calend~,rs of Hovember 2, 1976 and l·~arch 7, 1977. 

California Tructinr. ~s$oc1at10n (CTA) objected to the ex parte 
hanC1in~ of this matter ztRtinC: 

"The lunp SWi'I. cost i"i(:ures of ..Applicant arc !''J.ot 
cl~vE:loped in a :na.nner s ufi'icient to deterr~ine the 
extent to which they are related to require~ents 
of It .. ,,. T:'1e one month cost study is inconclusive 
without opportunity to tent the various lump suo 
figures for reliability." 

Hurchison e: DaVis, attorneys for applicant replied, 
in part, to CTA's objection as follows: 

"f'~:rFr. Kas;:ar overlookz a number of importa4t 
consideratio:1s in corj~nentin6 on the pend1ne 
Applicnt10n. 
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"First, no r:1f:ntioY. is rilade of any ~articule.r c~_rl:"1er 
or carriers, if any~ which r~. Kaspar purports to 
reprccent and who mi~ht be prejudiced by the 
e:rantinr; of the Application on an ex pa.:-te bas1s. 
"Secor~, if a hear1n~ were granted &5 he requests, 
no c~rrler testiMony would be presented and the 
record would be burdened with laborious extended 
cro:z-exC\.!,11natior. of the J'.pp11cant on the ~ost 
I':'I1niscule items with never ~n:: evidence as to what 
a.c.vc:r~e effect the r,rCl.nt1n2: of t:le Apl)11cat10n 
could po:.s!bly have on any carrier or carriers. 
"Th!rc., rtr. Kaspar continues to overlook Rule 87 
which calls for a liberal construction of the Rules 
in orGcr to secure just, 3peedy ~~d inexpensive 
deter~inat1Q~ of the issues. 
"The Applic?.nt is a sr.:all carrier and as in the 
C~:::(: of all small businesses t\'here the o'\Jmer can 
watch the operation in person, no elaborate 
co:t (tccountini; cr..n ~ossibly be j ustii'ied fron an 
expense standpoint, Gl.nd" in an:,r event, 1s unnece~sary. 
rven the lar~e c&rriers doing in excess of a 
!tlO,OOC,COO annual voluT10, do not have the 
elaborate cost account1nz that r~. Kaspar sugcests 
shol.1.1d be prov1ded by Applicant. Only the giant 
Public Cti11ties, ... rho opex'ate under monop11es, 
can afford and shoulc justify rate changes since 
they have no competition and the changes affect 
~illions of people. 

"Tl:e oPPo3ition that ;·ir. Kaspz.r is intended to 
discourar,e the so~ller carrier from ~eet1nG the 
requirements of his business and ultimately put 
hi~ out of business. 

"Regulation is fox' protection of the public and 
not for the 0rotect!on of te\>: individuals or to 
sat1sfy SO!':1e imprD.ctical theories of' cost 
accountinG ... ,hicr. are burdensome to a small carrier. 
The net effect of Applicant's proposal could hurt 
no one under such Circumstances, Applicant shoulo be 
allo~led to meet tile needs of his t~ro important 
chippers on a sincle commoc1j".ty." 
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In the circum$tance~) tlle COtlr':issicn finds t;l):lt 
:-'Pl"11.cr-rlt r r.: l"X"opocal 1c X"ca30r~ablc on ~ tCr.lror~::"y basis penc;;lins 

hearinr, :lnc1 :::.ny fUl'th0:r' dole.:' in tl'::l.s matter r:~ay cause :1.P911cant 
to experience u!'1du~: h2..1'('Zblp. '!'be CO::'u/l:1sz1on concJ.l.!des that the 

o.~jplj.c~.t1(,)n, as ~,r.lcnded~ should be cranted as set forth in ti.e 
er.~,uine order C'.nc t:!e effect1 ve aate of th!s order shOl.!ld 

be the d~tte h0reof hec('.;use t!ICre is an 1m..."nec.iate need fOr" 

t;.iz r.;~t<:..' relic·f. 

IT ::S OroL;~ED t: lat : 

1. r1.A..P. ':."r~.nc.po::"to.tion, Inc. is authorized to perform the 
tr~msportt~t1on sl1o\'n ~.n Ap,er.c:ix A attached llereto and by this 

reference made <.~ part Lereoi' at :'lot less than the rates set forth 
therein. 

2. Tl1C ~uthori ty Granted herein shall expire one year after 

tlie €;!'fectiv(: d~te of this order l.m~ess sooner cancelled, modified 

or cY-tl;)nclcd by !'urti!~r order of the CO~:1r.1ss1on. 

3. A put11c hearing shall be scheduled on th1~ app11c~tion 
at a dat~ to be set. 

'l'hc effect! 'Ie date of this order is the date he~eof. 

D~ted at Los ~\nsel~ ) Cnlifornia, this .:;~.rz, 
~=Av, .. day ('If ____ I., ____ .. ~_, 1977. 

CommiMioIle( 
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Pres!d.e!'lt 

Cot:'.m1:=s ioners 

COQQ1s~1onor Robort B~t1oov1ch. be1~g 
nece3Sar11y abseot. a14 not part1c1pat~ 
in ~e Q1BPOS~~'.n ot th1z ~roce~d~ngt 
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t.??2NDIX A 

!>'I.A.P. Transportation, I:.c. is authorized to tra.nsport 
t,lass, rIot, not bent, as described in Iten Bf.730 Subs 1 and 2 of 
l'Jatio.1al notor Freicht Classification l\~1F lOO-D for LibbeY-Owens-Ford 
Compar.y at Lathrop and for P.P.G. Industries, Inc. at Fresno to 
various po~nts in the Los /\ng("les Basin Territory subject to the 
fol1o~·rinc cond1 t1ons: 

~ 

.I.. Rates in cents per leO pounds 

From ~ 

Lathrop (1) 100 
(2) 111 

Fresno (1) 68 

(1) Applies only on glass, rlat, not bent, 
excecd!n~ 220 united inches, but not 
exceed1ne 15 feet in length nor 9 feet 
in breadth. 

(2) Applies only on glass, flat, not bent, 
exceedine 15 feet in length or 9 feet 
in breadth. 

2. !!inirnurn ",cirht 50,000 pounds per shipment. 

3. Applicant has not ir.dicated that subhaulers will 
be en~a~ed nor have any costs of subhaulers been 
suLnit~ed. 7hcrefore, if zubhaulers are e~ployed 
t:ley shall be paid no less than the rates authorized 
herein ~:i t!'lout any deductlon for use of appllcant' s 
tr~ilinG equipment. 

4. In all other respects, the rates and rules set forth 
in ~ini~um Rate ~arirf 2 shall apply. 

(END OF APPENDIX A) 


