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COULD EOBRS SOLVE THE 
DETENTION DILEMMA?

Todd Dills | May 04, 2012 
 

Tom Blake certainly thinks so. The small fleet owner — he still trucks 
himself in the pictured 2005 Peterbilt 379, powered by a 500-hp Cummins 

and an 18-speed transmission — installed PeopleNet Blu-model electronic 
onboard recorder units in every one of his fleet’s five current trucks, plus 
one owner-operator’s truck running under his authority.

That includes the Pete he drives. He paid $1,400 apiece up front for the 
units, plus a monthly service fee that was well lower than other, less-

expensive models he looked at. The units not only automatically track hours, 
but they save the small fleet owner-operator loads of time auditing logs in the 
back office, dealing with trip sheets, and computing and reporting fuel taxes.

“I paid for the owner-operator’s unit” in addition to the others, he says, and “I 
figure it’s a wash for the man-hours I had to put into figuring out trip sheets 
and fuel taxes and auditing all the logs – if you figure it costs me $50 a month 
for that unit in his truck, I guarantee you it’s a wash the time that I’m saving.”

More time, he says, he can spend hustling container freight — since he 
transitioned from a longtime leased operation, first with Highway Carrier 
Corp, beginning in 1991. About the time Highway “got bought out by 
Schneider,” he says, “I went to another smaller fleet, flatbedded for Great 
Plains Trucking out of Salina, Kan. I decided I wanted to be an owner-
operator and bought my first truck, had it leased on to them.”

After a time, he wanted to be back at home more often and got his own 
authority, contracting with a particular container shipper for regular short 
runs of mostly 20-ft. containers, expanding slowly over the years and adding 
trucks and drivers. Today, the Thomas Blake Trucking fleet operates primarily 
within 160 miles of Kansas City, Mo., rail yards.

His move to electronic onboard recorders was instigated by a friend he had 
in a DOT investigator who alerted him to his ranking in the Fatigued Driving 
BASIC of the Compliance, Safety, Accountability (CSA) program. His 
numbers were verging on alert status, which would trigger an intervention 
from FMCSA. All of his problems had to do with simple log errors part and 
parcel of the paper log environment and basic human nature.

“I’ve never had a driver put out of service for a log-book violation,” he says. 
Rather, violations like logs not current, math errors on hours totals, and etc., 
had pushed his scores up into the red. He brought the problem up with his 
drivers and, after six months, though he could see no new roadside problems, 
his self-audit of his logs uncovered the same old patterns.

Meanwhile, FMCSA was beginning to send warning letters out to carriers 
whose rankings in the CSA BASICs were above the intervention threshold. 
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Facing the possibility of an investigation, Blake felt he had 
to make a stark choice, which he presented to his drivers: 
“I said, ‘I’ve got two options. Either I install recorders or 
I’m going to have to shut my doors.”

The problem, in the end, was a lack of attention to log 
detail, and “EOBRs eliminated that problem 100 percent.” 
Not quite a year after his implementation of EOBRs, his 
ranking in Fatigued Driving has fallen to the intervention 
threshold of 65, and over time, he believes, it will continue 
to fall, as older “form and manner” log violations fall out 
of the system. Audited on-site by FMCSA last September, 
furthermore, his move to electronic logs convinced the 
inspector he was dealing with the problem sufficiently.

The EOBRs yielded other unexpected benefits, too. One 
of his drivers, reflecting a widely held feeling among 
drivers and owner-operators throughout the industry, felt 
that the device would hamper his ability to keep up his 
current income level, given delays at rail yards and pickup 
facilities. Today, Blake says, “that driver’s averaging $300 

more a week” in income.
Two reasons for that, Blake says.

1. The driver in question managed his time better.
2. EOBRs gave Blake himself a powerful tool with his 
customers and the shipping/receiving facilities he dealt 
with relative to detention time. Given that stopped time 
and location is easily retrievable with the systems, he says, 
he now has ready-made documentation to prove detention 
time to the shipper, beyond just his and/or his drivers’ 
word.

On the latter point, Blake believes if all carriers had 
EOBRs, an industry standard would quickly develop for 
detention pay in customer contracts. “If the government 
ever decided to make it mandatory to have EOBRS, every 
trucking company would have a tool to show the delay and 
where it’s happening – either they could raise the freight 
rate to adjust for that time so that overhead is still being 
met and drivers are being paid a higher rate, or you could 
charge detention on the dock.”

The American Trucking Associations (ATA) officials 
said while they appreciate the release of the Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Administration’s (FMCSA’s) study 
commenting on the efficacy of recent changes to the restart 
provisions of the hours-of-service rules, what the report 
doesn’t say may be as significant as what it does.

“We appreciate FMCSA releasing the results of its restart 
field study,” said Dave Osiecki, ATA executive vice 
president and chief of national advocacy. “However, in 
many respects this short report is lacking critical analyses 
on several important issues.”

As the report indicates, this new research found that 
drivers with fewer nighttime rest periods may have 
incrementally slower reaction times for example as short 
as one-third of one second and a modest increase in lane 
deviations. According to ATA, FMCSA is cautious, though, 
in suggesting how important these findings are regarding 
the rule’s efficacy.

ATA indicated that the report failed to evaluate the safety 
effects or efficacy of the once-per-week restart restriction, 
commonly called the 168 hour rule. Similarly, the study 

did not address the real-world safety implications of 
putting more trucks on the road during daytime hours, a 
time when more passenger vehicles are also on the road.
“The study acknowledges that the two or more night 
restart periods result in more trucks on the road during 
the day, but it does not address the corresponding safety 
or congestion impacts,” Osiecki said.

Additionally, ATA pointed out the study does nothing to 
evaluate health benefits of the restart changes which were 
used to justify the rule change.

“While the study includes some findings favorable to 
certain portions of the new restart rule, the incomplete 
nature of the analysis and the lack of justification for the 
once-weekly use restriction is consistent with the flawed 
analyses that led the agency to make these changes in the 
first place,” Osiecki said.

American Trucking Associations is the largest national 
trade association for the trucking industry, comprised of 
a federation of 50 affiliated state trucking associations and 
industry-related conferences and councils.

ATA responds to FMCSA’s restart study
According to ATA, what the report doesn’t say matters



Obama  Announced 
$302 Billion Infrastructure Plan

President Obama announced on Feb. 26 a four-year, $302 billion 
transportation infrastructure spending plan that would be financed in part 

by corporate tax reform.

Tax reform would pay for about $150 billion of the proposal, Bloomberg News 
reported, citing White House sources. The White House did not provide a source for the 

remaining funds.
Obama will announce the proposal in St. Paul, Minn.

The president has previously called for tax reform to pay for infrastructure. He proposed it Jan. 
28 in the State of the Union address, saying he would push for a lower corporate tax rate while 

closing loopholes, thus broadening the tax’s base.

American Trucking Associations said it wasn’t sure whether tax reform would provide sufficient 
revenue. ATA has instead called for an increase to the federal fuel taxes.

But the Obama administration has pushed back, endorsing the tax reform instead.
Separately, Rep. David Camp (R-Mich.), chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, will soon 
announce a major tax overhaul. Like the Obama proposal, it would seek to lower corporate taxes and close 
loopholes, putting some of the new revenue into the Highway Trust Fund.

The Highway Trust Fund may run out of money by August, Transportation Secretary Anthony Foxx has 
said.

By Transport Topics



Based on jurisdictional grounds, a U.S. Court of Appeals in 
D.C. has transferred a case brought against the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration and its inability to remove 
violations from a carrier or driver’s safety record if the violation 
is dismissed in court or the carrier is found not guilty.

Senior Circuit Judge Stephen Williams wrote the Feb. 28 opinion 
for the three-judge panel that heard the case — Fred Weaver 
and the Owner-Operator Independent Drivers Association vs. 
FMCSA — on Dec. 5.

Williams wrote that Weaver’s case did not meet the criteria 
set by prior rulings to be heard by the appeals court, and 
that Weaver’s case would be brought under the district court 
currently hearing a similar case brought by OOIDA and four 
other drivers regarding challenges to violations in FMCSA’s 
Motor Carrier Management Information Systems.

MCMIS is the agency’s data well, from which its Compliance, 
Safety, Accountability program’s Safety Measurement System 
scores are derived.

MCMIS receives much of its data from states, who submit 
violation information and are responsible for amending such 
information if a carrier contests a ruling and the violation 
information changes, such as in the case of a dismissal or not 
guilty verdict.

Weaver was cited for failing to stop at a weigh station in June 
2011, and he subsequently challenged the citation in court 
in Montana, and the state dismissed the case. However, the 
Montana Department of Transportation denied Weaver’s 
request to have the citation removed from FMCSA’s data 
system.

Related GAO report criticizes CSA 
scoring, calls for changes
The DOT system used to score 
and compare motor carrier 
safety records is flawed 
and particularly 
unfair to small 
carriers, an 

independent government watchdog agency has concluded. 
While trucking interests have refrained from shouting “we ...

FMCSA claims it “is not authorized to direct a state to change or 
alter MCMIS data,” and a state’s final ruling is made, “FMCSA 
considers that decision as final resolution of the challenge,” 
according to the court’s opinion.

The agency, however, has since the lawsuit’s filing taken 
steps to amend the DataQ’s process, publishing a 
proposed rule in December that will, when enacted, 
allow the agency to remove violations from its 
MCMIS if a citation is dismissed or a carrier is found 
not guilty, and CSA scores and Pre-Employment 
Screening Program reports would reflect any 
changes.

Judge Williams in his court’s opinion 
said the agency’s letter deferring to 
Montana’s ruling in Weaver’s case 
does not constitute an agency rule, 
regulation or final order, which 
must be the case for his court 
to make a ruling.

By James Jaillet 

FMCSA data quality lawsuits: 
Court rules to transfer case against DataQ’s process



To use the CoopsOpen weigh 
station status alert app, download 
the iPhone or Android version via 
your phone’s app marketplace, then 
register, likewise free of charge, 
via CoopsOpen.com. Then use the 
created login and password combo to 
sign in to the app.

Longtime readers may recall this 
Channel 19 post from 2012 about 
the ScaleChek app for iPhone and 
Android — then a relatively new 
option for crowd-sourcing weigh-

station status. At the time, the $4.99 app had joined 
Overdrive‘s Trucker Tools app with the ability for users to 
share information about scales they’re passing in order to 
give others a heads-up on open coops. 

Now, BulkLoads.com (formerly BulkLoadsNow.com), a 
load board and online community for liquid and dry bulk 
haulers, has given a boost to yet another weight-station 
status alert option for smartphone users — CoopsOpen 
– since purchasing the app. Type http://www.coopsopen.
com/into your browser and press enter

“The majority of bulk truck freight is paid by the weights 
transported,” said Jared Flinn, BulkLoads.com operating 
partner. “CoopsOpen.com will allow trucking companies 
to stay informed on where weigh stations are located and 
whether they are open or closed.”

Such apps are only as good as the participation of users in 
updating station statuses makes them. Flinn reports good 
use from about half of the more than 12,000 users who’ve 

signed up since the app’s launch. And: “We average 30-
plus new users daily,” he adds. “We’re working on updating 
the mobile apps as some of the processes on verifying the 
weigh stations need to be improved.  But if you create an 
account you can see a lot of the weigh stations are updated 
frequently.”
 
Current users of Overdrive‘s Trucker Tools app also have 
the ability to crowd-source station alert statuses in the 
“Weigh Scales” portion of the app. You can download the 
app for iPhone and Android via this link. Type http://www.
truckertools.com/home.php and enter

How It Works: After downloading 
the iPhone or Android version 
of the app users simply create 
a free membership and will be 
able to log in to the app 24 hours 
a day, seven days a week, to see 
the status of any of the weigh 
stations in our database. After a 
user passes a weigh station, they 
will be prompted to update its 
status, and the other users of the 
service will instantly be able to 
see it’s new status.

Other related apps include 
Drivewyze’s weigh-station alert 
app, which I wrote about several 

weeks ago here. It doesn’t give users the ability to flag station 
status, however, only notifying them of the presence of a 
station or portable scale. 
If you currently use these or other similar apps, feel free to 
share tips in the comments here. 

BulkLoads board buys CoopsOpen app
BY: Todd Dills | February 27, 2014 



Pegasus TransTech, a provider of 
document scanning applications to the 
transportation industry, released an 
enhanced version of Transflo Mobile, 
an application that allows users to 
capture and send high-quality images 
of proof of delivery documents, logs, 
invoices and receipts using a smart 
phone.

The most notable update to Transflo 
Mobile 2.2 is 
i n - m o t i o n 
r e s t r i c t i o n . 
Transflo Mobile 
will now detect 
when the device 
is in motion 
and will not 
permit usage 
and exchange 
of information 
while moving. 
There is a 
passenger option 

that allows usage for team driver 
scenarios.

More than 70 percent of drivers today 
use “smart” devices with mobile 
subscriptions, putting them ahead 
of the national trend. With such 
widespread use of smart phones in the 
industry, there is a growing concern 

that mandated business apps can lead 
to carrier liability issues. 

Pegasus TransTech says it was mindful 
of this concern and worked with carrier 
and broker customers to add this new 
in-motion restriction feature and help 
improve driver safety.

Transflo Mobile has been downloaded 
by more than 100,000 users to transmit 
delivery documents same-day, helping 
both the driver and carrier to get paid 
faster.
 “Driver safety is important to us, 
as is helping our customers reduce 
business risks,” said Frank Adelman, 
Pegasus TransTech president and 
CEO.   “Our newest version of Transflo 
Mobile demonstrates our ongoing 
commitment to providing fleets and 
brokers with high-quality, enterprise 
grade mobile applications.”

Transflo Mobile works with Androids, 
iPhone 4, 4S and 5 as well as the iPad 
Mini and the iPad 4. The application 
is available for free download in the 
Apple iTunes App store or Google Play.  
Drivers and carriers who previously 
downloaded the app can select 
Update in the App Store to upgrade 
their Transflo Mobile app to the latest 
version.

Pegasus TransTech adds in-motion restriction 
to Transflo Mobile

By CCJ Staff on February 25, 2014     

Technology 
at your hands 



SUMMARY: On May 9, 2011, 
FMCSA published a final rule 
titled "Commercial Driver's 
License Testing and Commercial 
Learner's Permit Standards." Among 
other things, the rule revised the 
definition of "tank vehicle." The 
change required additional drivers, 
primarily those transporting certain 
tanks temporarily attached to the 
commercial motor vehicle (CMV), 
to obtain a tank vehicle endorsement 
on their commercial driver's license 
(CDL). 

The Agency has since received 
numerous questions and requests for 
clarification. This notice responds to 
questions about the new definition 
and the compliance date for drivers to 
obtain the tank vehicle endorsement. 
DATES: Effective date for the 
regulatory guidance: May 24, 2012.
Compliance date for the May, 9, 

2011 final rule: States must be in 
compliance with the requirements in 
subpart B of Part 384 (49 CFR part 
384) by July 8, 2014. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: Robert Redmond, Office 
of Safety Programs, Commercial 
Driver's License Division, telephone 
(202) 366-5014 or email robert.
redmond@dot.gov. 

S U P P L E M E N T A R Y 
INFORMATION:
Background
On April 9, 2008, FMCSA issued 
a notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM) to amend the CDL 
knowledge and skills testing standards 
and establish new minimum Federal 
standards for States to issue the 
commercial learner's permit (CLP) 
(73 FR 19282). 

On May 9, 2011, FMCSA published 
the final rule, which made a CLP 
holder subject to virtually the 
same requirements as a CDL 
holder, including the same driver 
disqualification penalties (76 
FR 26854). This final rule also 
implemented section 4019 of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century (TEA-21), section 4122 
of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: 
A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), 
and section 703 of the Security and 
Accountability For Every Port Act of 
2006 (SAFE Port Act). 

For many years, the definition of "tank 
vehicle" in 49 CFR 383.5 read: 
"Tank vehicle means any commercial 
motor vehicle that is designed to 
transport any liquid or gaseous 
materials within a tank that is either 
permanently or temporarily attached 

  Commercial Driver's License Testing and
 Commercial Learner's Permit Standards 



to the vehicle or the chassis. Such 
vehicles include, but are not limited 
to, cargo tanks and portable tanks, 
as defined in part 171 of this title. 
However, this definition does not 
include portable tanks having a rated 
capacity under 1,000 gallons." 

The NPRM proposed to revise the 
definition to read: 
"Tank vehicle means any commercial 
motor vehicle that is designed to 
transport any liquid or gaseous 
materials within a tank having an 
aggregate rated capacity of 1,000 
gallons or more that is either 
permanently or temporarily attached 
to the vehicle or the chassis. 

A commercial motor vehicle 
transporting an empty storage 
container tank, not designed for 
transportation, with a rated capacity 
of 1,000 gallons or more that is 

temporarily attached to a flatbed 
trailer is not considered a tank 
vehicle." 73 FR 19301. 

The final rule further revised the 
definition: 
"Tank vehicle means any commercial 
motor vehicle that is designed to 
transport any liquid or gaseous 
materials within a tank or tanks having 
an individual rated capacity of more 
than 119 gallons and an aggregate 
rated capacity of 1,000 gallons or 
more that is either permanently or 
temporarily attached to the vehicle or 
the chassis. 

A commercial motor vehicle 
transporting an empty storage 
container tank, not designed for 
transportation, with a rated capacity 
of 1,000 gallons or more that is 
temporarily attached to a flatbed 
trailer is not considered a tank vehicle." 

(Emphasis added.) 76 FR 26878. 

The change from the NPRM's 
definition (a single tank with an 
aggregate capacity of 1000 gallons) to 
that of the final rule (multiple tanks 
with an aggregate capacity of 1000 
gallons) was made in response to 
comments to the rulemaking docket. 
Applicability of the Tank Vehicle 
Definition to Intermediate Bulk 
Containers (IBCs) 

The Dangerous Goods Advisory 
Council (DGAC) advised the Agency 
after publication of the final rule that 
the revised definition could have a 
dramatic impact on the number of 
drivers required to have a tank vehicle 
endorsement, especially if IBCs were 
considered tanks covered by the 
definition. An IBC is a container used 
for transport and storage of fluids and 
bulk materials. IBCs are generally 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 

49 CFR Parts 383, 384, and 385 
[Docket No. FMCSA-2007-27659] 

Commercial Driver's License Testing and Commercial Learner's Permit Standards 
AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of regulatory guidance and applicability of "tank vehicle" definition. 



cubic in form and, therefore, can transport more material 
in the same area than cylindrically shaped containers. 

The DGAC noted that IBCs—which may have a capacity as 
high as 3,000 liters but more typically do not exceed 1,000 
liters (264 gallons)—are commonly used to transport liquid 
hazardous materials and are subject to the Department of 
Transportation's hazardous materials regulations. These 
packages are frequently transported by less-than-truckload 
(LTL) carriers. DGAC and others have asked whether 
FMCSA intended IBCs to be considered tanks, as that term 
is used in the "tank vehicle" definition. If so, many drivers 
who had not previously held a tank vehicle endorsement 
would be required to get one. 

FMCSA acknowledges the trucking industry's concerns. 
However, the Agency intended that the revised definition 
would cover IBCs secured as indicated by the definition. For 
example, the aggregate capacity of four or more 1,000-liter 
IBCs would exceed the 1,000 gallon threshold. Drivers 
for many LTL carriers will therefore need to obtain a tank 
vehicle endorsement for their CDLs in order to maintain 
operational flexibility and to qualify to transport the range 
of cargo they normally handle. 

The Agency includes in this notice new regulatory guidance 
on this issue. It will be posted to the Agency's Web site with 
previously published regulatory guidance for the benefit of 
interested parties and publishing companies that reprint 
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations and guidance. 

Load Securement
In response to other questions submitted to the Agency 
since the publication of the final rule on May 9, 2011, 
FMCSA confirms that the final rule covers IBCs that are 
attached to the vehicle, whether they are secured by bolts, 
straps, chains, or by blocking and bracing. The aggregate 
capacity of the tanks, not the details of their securement, 
determines the applicability of the rule. 

As noted above, the Agency includes in this notice new 
regulatory guidance which clarifies how the new tank 
vehicle definition covers IBCs, and in doing so emphasizes 
that the definition covers tanks that are permanently or 
temporarily attached to the vehicle. 
American Trucking Associations (ATA) Petition for 
Rulemaking 
On February 22, 2012, the ATA petitioned FMCSA to revise 
the tank vehicle definition. This notice and the regulatory 
guidance address, in part, some of the issues raised by the 
petition, including the applicability of the definition to 
IBCs, the transportation of IBCs manifested as empty or 
residue, and the transportation of empty storage tanks on 
flatbed vehicles. 

The Agency granted the ATA petition on March 30, 
2012, and is committed to initiate notice-and-comment 
rulemaking that will seek input on the tank vehicle 
definition. 

Compliance Date for the Tank Vehicle Definition Change 
The effective date of the final rule was 60 days after 

[Federal Register Volume 77, Number 101 (Thursday, May 24, 2012)]
[Rules and Regulations]

[Pages 30919-30921]
From the Federal Register Online via the Government Printing Office [www.gpo.gov]

[FR Doc No: 2012-12692] 



publication, or July 8, 2011. While the compliance date for 
the State requirements under subpart B of 49 CFR part 384 
is three years from the effective date of the rule, or July 
8, 2014, the definition of tank vehicle is not in subpart B 
of part 384 and therefore is currently effective. States that 
adopt amendments to the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Regulations by reference, or complete their administrative 
adoption procedures relatively quickly, will be able to take 
action against a driver transporting materials in a tank 
vehicle without the proper endorsement before July 8, 
2014. 

FMCSA recommends that drivers affected by the tank 
vehicle definition obtain the needed endorsement as 
quickly as possible or investigate the requirements of the 
States in which they travel so that they do not transport 
tanks in States already requiring the endorsement. 

Commercial Driver's License Standards; Requirements 
and Penalties: Regulatory Guidance on 49 CFR 383.5, 
Definitions 

Question: On May 9, 2011, FMCSA revised the definition 
of "tank vehicle" to include any commercial motor vehicle 
that is designed to transport any liquid or gaseous materials 
within a tank or tanks having an individual rated capacity 
of more than 119 gallons and an aggregate rated capacity 
of 1,000 gallons or more that is either permanently or 
temporarily attached to the vehicle or the chassis.

 Does the new definition include loaded intermediate bulk  
 

containers (IBCs) or other tanks temporarily attached to 
a CMV? 

Guidance: Yes. The new definition is intended to cover 
(1) a vehicle transporting an IBC or other tank used for 
any liquid or gaseous materials, with an individual rated 
capacity of 1,000 gallons or more that is either permanently 
or temporarily attached to the vehicle or chassis; or (2) a 
vehicle used to transport multiple IBCs or other tanks 
having an individual rated capacity of more than 119 
gallons and an aggregate rated capacity of 1,000 gallons or 
more that are permanently or temporarily attached to the 
vehicle or the chassis. 

Question: On May 9, 2011, FMCSA revised the definition 
of "tank vehicle." Does the new definition cover the 
transportation of empty intermediate bulk containers 
(IBCs) or other tanks, or empty storage tanks? 

Guidance: No. The definition of "tank vehicle" does not 
cover the transportation of empty IBCs or other tanks 
when these containers are manifested as either empty or 
as residue on a bill of lading. Furthermore, the definition 
of tank vehicle does not cover the transportation of empty 
storage tanks that are not designed for transportation and 
have a rated capacity of 1,000 gallons or more, that are 
temporarily attached to a flatbed vehicle. 

Issued on: May 16, 2012.
Anne S. Ferro,
Administrator.



Bridgestone  national account billing procedure

*All invoices must be billed though bridgestone*
owner/opps can not receive the national account pricing and pay cash.
owner /opps can pay a bridgestone nat/acc invoice two different ways.

* cash: owner/opp can pay cdn logo with in 10 days of the billing date 
of the  invoice(no admin fee)              
*payments : owner/op can make  installment payments to cdn 
logo(admin fee will apply)  

wentworth tire billing procedure
 Owner/op’s can purchase firestone and double coin products though 
wentworth tire by either paying cash or by payments through CDN.
 
Tire purchasing procedure for owner /op’s

When an owner/op needs to purchase tire’s:
1.Speak to your payroll person to see if you can be approved for a 
purchase.
2.After approval has been granted, speak to your recruiting manager.  
he will have all tire choices  and options for you purchase.
3.Once the tire choice has been made,  your recruiting manager will 
contact maintenance and a po# will be issued for you purchase.
4.Maintenance will contact the vender and give them the po#.
5.At no time will an owner/op or recruiter be issued a po#.          

Thank you , Mark Mcglew
Wentworth  tire  service

630-936-5566

RETREAD PRICING FOR CDN LOGO OWNER/OP’S

295/75R22.5  BANDAG  MEGA TREK  $171.25       RETAIL  $196.23

11R22.5 BANDAG  MEGA TREK $174.40       RETAIL  $203.13

285/75R24.5    BANDAG  MEGA TREK  $174.40       RETAIL  $203.13

11R24.5            BANDAG  MEGA TREK $178.20       RETAIL  $206.90

295/75R22.5    CASING   $75.00        RETAIL   $110.00

11R22.5            CASING   $105.00      RETAIL   $110.00

285/7524.5  CASING   $60.00        RETAIL  $85.00

11R24.5  CASING   $95.00        RETAIL  $110.00

 *PRICING IS FOR CAP ONLY,CASING EXCHANGE WILL BE 
EVALUATED AT TIME OF PURCHASE.



asgn_id name    pyd_description             pyd_amount 
8956  ALIONESC,DUMITRU Roadside Inpsection Lvl 1 - CA  $200.00 
8956  ALIONESC,DUMITRU TN inspection 01/16/14-PASSED $100.00 
8930  DIAZ,DANIEL   Road Inspection-Pass-GA 1/22/14 $100.00 
8935  FANFAN,HERMANN  Road Inspection-Pass-KY 1/29/14 $100.00 
6148  GARLAND,MARA  CA Roadside Insp Bonus 1/22/14 $100.00 
8506  GHEBENEI,REMUS  FL Roadside Insp Bonus 1/9/14   $100.00 
8907  GONZALEZ,LEOBARDO NM Level 3 Roadside Insp 12/11/13 $100.00 
6734  GRANTHAM,LARRY  CA Roadside Insp Bonus 2/3/14  $200.00 
8258  GUILLEN,MAXIMO  CA Roadside Inspection - 1/24/14 $100.00 
8968  LEMIEUX,TONY  WY Level 3 Insp, Bonus 12/9/13  $100.00 
8792  LEWIS,WAYNE  MO Roadside Inspection - 1/10/14 $100.00 
6586  LINTEAN,LUCIAN  CA Roadside Insp Bonus 1/24/14 $200.00 
8945  MATOUSEK,DAVID  Road Inspection-Pass-NY 1/17/14 $100.00 
8293  MCPHERSON,ANTHONY CO inspection 10/05/13-PASSED $100.00 
8749  MEJIA,WILBER  MO inspection 02/02/14-PASSED $100.00 
8678  MILLER,THOMAS  LA Roadside Insp Bonus 10/13/13 $100.00 
8801  MONGE,FRANCISCO  MS Level 3 Roadside Insp 12/13/13 $100.00 
8857  OTTO,RICHARD  MS Roadside Insp Bonus 1/27/14 $100.00 
6105  REA,GUILLERMO  CA Level 1 Roadside Insp 12/9/13 $200.00 
8885  REBOUCAS JR,CLICERIO NE Roadside Inspection - 1/10/14 $100.00 
8906  RODRIGUEZ,JESUS  NM inspection 02/02/14-PASSED $100.00 
8660  ROSAS-GARCIA,JOSE  IL Roadside Inspection - 2/19/14 $100.00 
8660  ROSAS-GARCIA,JOSE  KS Roadside Insp Bonus 2/13/14 $100.00 
8279  SALEM,MAHD  CA Roadside Inspection - 2/4/14 $200.00 
8926  SHEEBA,ADMON  Road Inspection-Pass-CO 1/25/14 $100.00 
6024  SPACEK,JAN   AZ inspection 01/30/2014-PASSED $100.00 
8602  SULLIVA, DAVID  IL Roadside Insp 1/13/14  $100.00 
8877  SYLVESTER,JAY  NC Roadside Inspection - 10/12/13 $100.00 
8567  TAYLOR,CHARLES  IL inspection 12/04/13-PASSED  $100.00 
4665  TUTTLE,JOSHUA  AR inspection 01/25/14-PASSED $100.00 
8960  WADE,RICHARD  TN Roadside Insp bonus 1/11/14 $100.00 
          Total $3,600.00 

I do not say this enough when you have great drivers coming into my facility, 
but Raidh is one of them.  Great service from him and helpful.  I appreciate him 
delivering, picking up and working with us.  He is a A + driver.

 Thanks, Ryan Thomson,Tridim Riadh Hamdane
Gilbert Ramos 

Raymundo Quinto

A phone call from Kendra C who wanted to compliment Driver 8798, 
Gilbert Ramos & Quinto Raymundo, on their driving.  Kendra states 
drivers are being very cautious and following all rules and regulations 
of the road.  Wanted to thank the company for doing a good job in 
hiring drivers with sense of safety for the road.

The following are compliment for some of our drivers, their 
dedication and their profesionalism are outstanding, 

Thank you for you great efforts in customer satisfaction. 



 04-24 2007 Muschio,  Consuelo
 04-30 1996 Bandaly,  Shirley A
 05-05 2011 Nolasco,  Cesar
 05-24 2012 Chadderdon,  Kathlene

RIADH HAMDANE 4/6/04 10
VICTOR BARAJAS 4/7/05 9
TOMISLAV KESKIC 4/26/05 9
ROGER PINEDA-CASTRO 5/14/08 6
ERLYN PINEDA-CASTRO 5/14/08 6
MARIUS SOARE 4/6/09 5
ROUMEN RANGUELOV 5/4/09 5
ALVIN ALLEN 4/15/10 4
MARIA ROSAS 4/19/10 4
KITHIE WHEELER 5/3/10 4
LORENE GALLOWAY 5/3/10 4
JUAN VARGAS 4/11/11 3
ALIONSO VENITEZ 4/11/11 3
JOSE SANCHEZ 5/2/11 3
CHARLES MOUNTS 5/2/11 3
JOSE GUZMAN 5/2/11 3
DARRELL FORTUNE 5/9/11 3
MARCO AREVALO 5/9/11 3
ELFEGO MORALES 4/7/12 2
CARLOS RODRIGUEZ 4/17/12 2
FELIX POLANCO ALVAREZ 4/20/12 2
LUTHER MCMILLIAN 4/24/12 2
MICHAEL CARVER 5/8/12 2
CHARLES TAYLOR 5/8/12 2
MICHAEL HARRIS 5/11/12 2
FERNANDO VENTURA 5/17/12 2
ARIEL ESPINOZA 5/22/12 2
TIMOTHY CORONADO SR 5/22/12 2
LARRY WALTERS 4/1/13 1
BRIAN PAGE 4/6/13 1
ABEL ESQUEDA-ZAVALA 4/11/13 1
CHARLES SCHUETZ 4/24/13 1
EDISON ORELLANA 4/29/13 1
PATRICK MWELWA 4/30/13 1
ARTHUR TRACY 5/20/13 1
GELU SALVETIU 5/21/13 1
MAURICIO ALFARO 5/24/13 1

Contractors 

Associates 



04-07 Mojica,  Raul
04-11 McLaughlin,  Sean
04-15 Reyes,  Wilfrido
04-19 Wresinski,  Thomas
04-23 Sagan,  Magdalena
04-30 Chavez,  David
05-15 Angel,  Edgar
05-16 Boyles,  Ron T
05-20 Jasiewicz,  Bartosz M
05-24 Nolasco,  Cesar
05-29 McCarty,  Jeremy

LUTHER MCMILLIAN 4/6
JOSE GUZMAN 4/6
DANIEL DIAZ 4/8
TOMISLAV KESKIC 4/9
MICHAEL GROVER 4/13
CYRIL LIM 4/13
GELU SALVETIU 4/13
DANIEL KELLY 4/13
JUAN DEPAZ 4/16
JONATHAN LAUER 4/18
TED JABAN 4/18
CARLOS RODRIGUEZ 4/18
RAUL SANCHEZ 4/19
SAMIR ESHO 4/20
ROGER NICE 4/21
SAMI ISAAC 4/23
JAROSLAV RUSNAK 4/23
JUAN-JOSE CRUZ MARTINEZ 4/24
GLORIA ANDERSON 4/29
GUILLERMO REA 4/30
ELFEGO MORALES 4/30
HAMZA SIDAHMEDBAKRI 5/2
MALCOMB HOLWERDA 5/3
FELIX BARAJAS 5/5
EFRAIN LOPEZ 5/10
ERIC CARUNGCONG 5/10
KOLIO KOLEV 5/12
ALBERT MONTOYA 5/13
LEON III CURRY 5/14
ARTHUR PAZGAN 5/14
DUMITRU ALIONESC 5/14
LINDSEY RUSSELL 5/15
UBALDO REYES 5/16
TIWONGE MHANGO 5/16
EDISON ORELLANA 5/16
ADAM LEV 5/18
ROBERT HENSON 5/20
FREDRICK CHIRWA 5/21
MOISES GUILLEN 5/21
JOSE MURCIA 5/22
JOSE VASQUEZ-RANGEL 5/22
MAURICIO ALFARO 5/24
NARCISO LIM JR. 5/24
MARCO CABRERA 5/26
BATBILEG ERDEMBILEG 5/26
WILVERSON DUBREZE 5/29
JEREMY MCCARTY 5/29
BISER YORDANOV 5/30
FERNANDO VENTURA 5/31

May your birthday be 
filled with many happy 
hours and your life with 
many happy birthdays. 

Wishing you a day that is 
as special in every way as 

you are.

Contractors Associates 
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