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O M C  c a n  m a k e  b e t t e r - in fo rm e d  d e c is io n s  a s  th e y  r e ­

la te  to  c o m m e r c ia l  v e h ic le  s a fe ty .

8 . A c c id e n t  r a t e s  a m o n g  th e  p a r t ic ip a t in g  M C S A P  

S t a t e s  a p p e a r  to  b e  d e c r e a s in g . I t  i s  d i f f ic u lt  to  m a k e  

a  c o m p le te  a n a ly s i s  o f  th e  a c c id e n t  d a t a  b e c a u s e  o f  

th e  v a r io u s  r e a s o n s  m e n t io n e d  a b o v e ; h o w e v e r , th e  

t re n d  in  o v e r a l l  c o m m e r c ia l  v e h ic le  a c c id e n t  r a t e s  in  

th e  m a jo r it y  o f  th e  S t a t e s  i s  d o w n w a rd .

Summary
T h e  M o to r  C a r r ie r  S a f e ty  A s s i s t a n c e  P r o g r a m  h a s  

h e lp e d  to  in c r e a s e  u n ifo rm ity  o f  S t a t e  a n d  F e d e r a l

m o to r  c a r r i e r  s a f e ly  a n d  h a z a r d o u s  m a t e r ia ls  

t r a n sp o r t a t io n  la w s . T h e  p ro g r a m  h a s  im p ro v e d  

t h e  c o n d i t io n  o f  c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  v e h ic le s  

o p e r a t in g  o n  th e  p u b lic  h ig h w a y s . T h e  p ro g ra m  

h a s  a l s o  r e d u c e d  th e  n u m b e r  o f  c o m m e r c ia l  

v e h ic le  a c c id e n t s  a n d  th e  n u m b e r  o f  d e a th s  a n d  

in ju r ie s  th a t  m ig h t  h a v e  o th e rw is e  b e e n  c a u se d  b y  

c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  v e h ic le  a c c id e n t s .  T h e  M C S A P  

w a s  n o t  in te n d e d  to  b e  a  c o m m e r c ia l  v e h ic le  a c c i­

d e n t  p a n a c e a ;  h o w e v e r , it  h a s  g o n e  f a r  in  r e a c h ­

in g  i t s  g o a l o f  r e d u c in g  th e  n u m b e r  a n d  s e v e r it y  o f  

c o m m e r c ia l  t r u c k  a n d  b u s  a c c id e n t s .
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INTRODUCTION
T h e  M o to r  C a r r ie r  S a f e ty  A s s is t a n c e  P ro g r a m  w a s  

in i t ia l ly  a u th o r iz e d  b y  S e c t io n  4 0 2  o f  th e  S u r fa c e  

T r a n s p o r t a t io n  A s s i s t a n c e  A c t  (S T A A ) o f  1 9 8 2  ( P . L .  

9 7 - 4 2 4 ) .  T h e  p r o g r a m  w a s  s u b s e q u e n t l y  

r e a u th o r iz e d  th ro u g h  th e  y e a r  1 9 9 1  b y  th e  C o m m e r ­

c ia l  M o to r  V e h ic le  S a f e t y  A c t (C M V S A ) o f  1 9 8 6  

( P . L .  9 8 - 5 7 0 ) .  U n d e r  t h i s  p ro g ra m  th e  F e d e r a l  H ig h ­

w a y  A d m in is t r a t io n  p ro v id e s  g r a n t s  to  S t a t e s  a n d  

T e r r i t o r ie s  to  e n fo r c e  F e d e r a l  a n d  c o m p a t ib le  S ta te  

m o to r  c a r r ie r  s a f e t y  a n d  h a z a rd o u s  m a t e r ia ls  r e g u la ­

t io n s .

T h e  o b je c t iv e  o f  th e  M C S A P  is  to  re d u c e  th e  n u m ­

b e r  a n d  s e v e r i t y  o f  a c c id e n t s  a n d  h a z a rd o u s  m a t e r ia ls  

in c id e n t s  in v o lv in g  c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  v e h ic le s . T h e  

M C S A P  s e e k s  to  a c c o m p lis h  th is  b y  s u b s t a n t ia l ly  in ­

c r e a s in g  th e  le v e l o f  in s p e c t io n  a n d  e n fo rc e m e n t  a c ­

t iv ity  a n d  th e  l ik e l ih o o d  th a t  s a f e t y  d e fe c t s , d r iv e r  

d e f ic ie n c ie s  a n d  u n s a f e  c a r r ie r  p r a c t ic e s  w i l l  b e  

d e te c te d  a n d  c o r re c te d . In it ia l ly , th e  F H W A  e n ­

c o u r a g e d  S t a t e s  to  d e v e lo p  a  d r iv e r / v e h ic le  in s p e c ­

t io n  p ro g r a m  w h ic h  w o u ld  b e  th e  p r im a r y  a c t iv ity  

u s e d  to  a c c o m p lis h  t h is  o b je c t iv e . I t  v /a s fe lt  th e  in ­

s p e c t io n  a c t iv ity  c o u ld  b e  q u ic k ly  a n d  e a s i ly  im p le ­

m e n te d  b e c a u s e  it  r e q u ir e d  le s s  t r a in in g  a n d  th e  

t r a in in g  w a s  r e a d i ly  a v a i la b le  fro m  th e  F H W A . T h i s  

w a s  a ls o  a  v e ry  v i s ib le  p ro g r a m .

O th e r  in t e g r a l  a c t iv i t ie s  o f  th e  M C S A P  in c lu d e d  

s a f e t y  r e v ie w s  o f  m o to r  c a r r ie r s ’ t e r m in a ls ,  e n fo r c e ­

m e n t in v e s t ig a t io n s , e d u c a t io n  a n d  te c h n ic a l a s s i s ­

t a n c e  p r o g r a m s ,  p u b l i c  a w a r e n e s s  p r o g r a m s ,  

c o m m e r c ia l  d r iv e r ’s  l ic e n s e  e n fo rc e m e n t  p ro g r a m s , 

d r u g  a n d  a lc o h o l e n fo r c e m e n t  p ro g r a m s , a c c id e n t  in ­

v e s t ig a t io n  p ro g r a m s  a n d  t r a in in g  p ro g r a m s .

T h e  M C S A P  is  a  m a tc h in g  g r a n t - in - a id  p ro g r a m  w ith  

th e  F e d e r a l  G o v e rn m e n t  p ro v id in g  n o  m o re  th a n  8 0  

p e r c e n t  o f  th e  c o s t s  o f  th e  S ta te  o r  T e r r it o r y  s a f e t y  

e n f o r c e m e n t  a c t i v i t i e s .  T o  p a r t i c i p a t e  in  t h e  

p ro g r a m , a  S t a t e  i s  r e q u ir e d  to  m e e t  c e r t a in  c r i t e r ia  

s p e c if ie d  in  th e  S T A A  a n d  th e  C M V S A  a n d  c e r t a in  

a d m in is t r a t iv e  c r i t e r ia  d e f in e d  b y  th e  F H W A .

T h e  M C S A P  h a s  r e s u lt e d  in  a  w id e  d iv e r s it y  o f  

b e n e f it s  to  th e  F e d e r a l  G o v e rn m e n t , th e  p a r t ic ip a t ­

in g  S t a t e s ,  th e  m o to r in g  p u b lic , a n d  to  th e  c o m m e r ­

c ia l  m o to r  c a r r i e r  i n d u s t r y .  T h e s e  in c lu d e  th e  

fo l lo w in g :

■  in c r e a s e d  u n ifo rm ity  o f  S t a t e  a n d  F e d e r a l  m o to r  

c a r r ie r  s a f e t y  a n d  h a z a r d o u s  m a t e r ia ls  t r a n s p o r t a ­

t io n  la w s ,  r e g u la t io n s  a n d  in sp e c t io n  p ro c e d u re s

■  r e e x a m in a t io n  o f  th e  e f fe c t iv e n e s s  a n d  fu tu re  

d ir e c t io n  o f  S ta te  p la n s ,  p o l ic ie s  a n d  p ro g r a m s  

to  im p ro v e  c o m m e rc ia l m o to r  v e h ic le  s a f e ly

■  in c r e a s e d  a w a r e n e s s  a n d  c o m m itm e n t  o f  S t a t e  

o f f ic ia ls  to  t ru c k  a n d  b u s  s a fe ty , in c lu d in g  c o n ­

t in u e d  e m p h a s is  o n  p r o g r a m s  to  p re v e n t  c o m ­

m e r c i a l  m o t o r  v e h ic le  a c c id e n t s  t h r o u g h  

c o m m u n ic a t io n  a n d  d ia lo g u e  w ith  th e  p u b lic  

a n d  in d u s t ry

■  c o lle c t io n  a n d  g e n e r a t io n  o f  a n  im p ro v e d  d a ta  

b a s e  o n  m o to r  c a r r ie r  in s p e c t io n s  a n d  a c c id e n t s

■  a d d it io n s  to , a n d  in  s o m e  c a s e s  th e  e s t a b ­

l is h m e n t  o f , S ta te  in sp e c t io n  s t a f f s  a n d , c o n s e ­

q u e n t ly ,  in c r e a s e d  q u a l i t y  a n d  q u a n t it y  o f  

u n ifo rm  ro a d s id e  in sp e c t io n s  a n d  s a f e t y  r e v ie w s

■  in c r e a s e d  a t te n t io n  d ir e c te d  to w a rd  th e  in s p e c ­

t io n  o f  b u s e s  a n d  t r u c k s  t r a n s p o r t in g  h a z a r d o u s  

m a t e r ia ls  a n d  w a s t e s

■  in c r e a s e d  c o m p lia n c e  w ith  th e  F e d e r a l  m o  o r  

c a r r ie r  s a f e t y  r e g u la t io n s , in c lu d in g  th e  sio/j'e 
d r iv e r ’s  l ic e n se  r e q u ir e m e n t , a n d  F e d e r a l  h a z ­

a r d o u s  m a t e r ia ls  r e g u la t io n s

■  in c r e a s e d  c o m p lia n c e  w ith  c o m p a t ib le  S ta te  

m o to r  c a r r ie r  s a fe ty  r e g u la t io n s

■  m o re  u n ifo rm  e n fo r c e m e n t  o f  th e  r e g u la t io n s  

a s  th e y  p e r t a in  to  in l r a s t a t e  c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  

c a r r ie r s  ( i n  m a t " ' in s t a n c e s  in t r a s t a t e  c o m m e r ­

c ia l  m o to r  c a ; . i s  w e re  n o t  s u b je c t  to  c e r t a in  

r e g u la t io n s  p r io r  to  th e  M C S A P )

■  in c r e a s e d  in fo r m a t io n - s h a r in g  a m o n g  S t a t e s  

r e g a r d in g  a c t iv i t ie s  u s e fu l  in  im p ro v in g  m o to r  

< ~ rn e r s a f e ty

■  in c r e a s e d  f le x ib il i t y  fo r  th e  F e d e r a l  m o to r  c a r ­

r ie r  s a f e t y  p ro g r a m

■  id e n t i f ic a t io n  o f  u n s a fe  o r  u n s a u s ia c t o r y  m o u ,r  

c a r r ie r s ,  t h u s  a l lo w in g  b e t t e r  t a r g e t in g  fo r  fo l ­

lo w -u p  r e v ie w s  o f  c a r r ie r  o p e r a t io n s

■  in c r e a s e d  d e t e r r e n t  to  u n s a f e  c o m m e r c ia l  

m o to r  v e h ic le  o p e r a t io n s  a n d  d r iv e r s

■  in c r e a s e d  in s p e c t io n / e n fo r c e m e n t  p r e s e n c e
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■  r e m o v a l o f  m a n y  u n s a fe  d r iv e r s  a n d  v e h ic le s  fro m  

th e  h ig h w a y  a s  a  r e s u lt  o f  th e  i s s u a n c e  o f  o u t -o f ­

s e r v ic e  c it a t io n s

■  in c r e a s e d  s u p p o r t  fr o m  th e  m o to r  c a r r ie r  in d u s t ry

■  im p r o v e m e n t  in  th e  c o n d it io n  o f  c o m m e r c ia l  

m o to r  v e h ic le s  o p e r a t in g  o n  th e  h ig h w a y s

■  a  r e d u c e d  n u m b e r  o f  c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  v e h ic le  

a c c id e n t s  a n d  a  r e d u c e d  n u m b e r  o f  d e a th s  a n d  in ­

j u r i e s  th a t  m ig h t  h a v e  o th e rw is e  b e e n  c a u se d  b y  

c o m m e rc ia l  m o to r  v e h ic le  a c c id e n t s .

I n  s u m , th e r e  i s  n o w  a n  in c r e a s e d  c o m m itm e n t  to  a  

u n ifo rm  n a t io n a l  m o to r  c a r r ie r  s a f e t y  p ro g r a m . T h i s  

i s  e v id e n c e d  b> t h e  h ig h  p a r t ic ip a t io n  r a t e  o f  th e  

S t a t e s  in  th e  M C S A P  a n d  b y  th e  in c r e a s e d  in v o lv e ­

m e n t  o f  th e  c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  c a r r ie r  in d u s t r y  in  

m o to r  c a r r ie r  s a f e t y .

I n  s p it e  o f  b u d g e t  l im it a t io n s ,  th e  M C S A P  c o n t in u e s  

to  e x p a n d . M a n y  S t a t e s  a r e  c o m m it t in g  a d d it io n a l

r e so u r c e s  a b o v e  a n d  b e y o n d  w h a t  i s  r e q u ir e d  b y  

th e  M C S A P  to  im p ro v e  th e ir  p r o g r a m s . E x p a n ­

s io n  a l s o  in c lu d e s  d e d ic a t in g  r e so u r c e s  in to  n e w  

a r e a s  a f f e c t in g  c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  c a r r ie r  s a f e ly  

s u c h  a s  c o m m e r c ia l  d r iv e r ’s  l ic e n s e  e n fo r c e m e n t  

a n d  th e  p ro h ib it io n  o f  d r u g  a n d  a lc o h o l u s e  b y  

d r iv e r s .

T h e  s u c c e s s  o f  th e  p ro g r a m  i s  e v id e n t  a n d  c a n  b e  

p r im a r i ly  a t t r ib u t e d  to  th e  u n iq u e  F e d e r a l / S t a t e  

p a r t n e r s h ip  a r r a n g e m e n t . T h i s  p a r t n e r s h ip  i s  e x ­

e m p l i f ie d  b y  th e  v e ry  a c t iv e  C o m m e r c ia l  V e h ic le  

S a f e ty  A l l ia n c e  (C V S A ) .  T h e  C V S A , fo u n d e d  in  

1 9 8 0 ,  i s  a n  o r g a n iz a t io n  o f  S t a t e  a n d  P r o v in c ia l  

a g e n c ie s  d e d ic a te d  to  th e  im p ro v e m e n t  o f  c o m ­

m e r c ia l  m o to r  v e h ic le  s a fe ty . T h e  C V S A  i s  d i s ­

c u s s e d  in  m o re  d e t a i l  in  p a r t  X I I  o f  t h i s  r e p o r t .

T h i s  r e p o r t  id e n t i f ie s  th e  m a n y  a c c o m p lis h m e n t s  

o f  t h e  M C S A P  a n d  a n a ly z e s  i t s  e f f e c t iv e n e s s  b y  

c o m p a r in g  c o m m e r c ia l  m o to r  v e h ic le  a c c id e n t  

r a t e s  in  v a r io u s  S t a t e s  f r o m  1 9 8 2  th r o u g h  1 9 8 7 .
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PARTICIPATION IN THE MCSAP
T h e  in te n t  o f  C o n g r e s s  in  a u th o r iz in g  th e  M C S A P  

w a s  to  p ro v id e  fo r  a  n a t io n a l u n ifo rm  m o to r  c a r r ie r  

s a f e t y  p ro g r a m . O ne w ay  to  e f fe c t iv e ly  a c c o m p lis h  

th is  w a s  to  e n c o u r a g e  a l l  S t a t e s  a n d  T e r r i t o r ie s  to  

p a r t ic ip a t e  a n d  to  e n su r e  th a t th e  p a r t ic ip a n t s  w e re  

e n fo r c in g  th e  F e d e r a l  M o to r  C a r r ie r  S a fe ty  R e g u la ­

t io n s  a n d  H a z a r d o u s  M a t e r ia l s  R e g u la t io n s  o r  c o m ­

p a t ib le  S t a t e  r e g u la t io n s . F u l l  p a r t ic ip a t io n  b e c a m e  

o n e  o f  th e  M C S A P  o b je c t iv e s . B e c a u s e  th e re  e x is te d  

c e r t a in  le g i s la t iv e  a n d  a d m in is t r a t iv e  c r i t e r ia  fo r  p a r ­

t ic ip a t io n  in  M C S A P , it  w a s  r e c o g n iz e d  th a t t h is  o b ­

je c t iv e  w o u ld  n o t  b e  im m e d ia t e ly  a c h ie v e d . D u r in g  

F Y  1 9 8 8 , a  to ta l o f  5 3  o f  5 6  e l ig ib le  S t a le s  a n d  T e r ­

r i t o r ie s  p a r t ic ip a te d  in  th e  M C S A P . A lth o u g h  th e

S t a t e  o f  T e x a s  w a s  o r ig in a l ly  a w a rd e d  a p ro g ra m  

g r a n t  fo r  F Y  1 9 8 8 , le g is la t iv e  p ro b le m s  fo r c e d  it s  

w ith d r a w a l in  M a y  o f  t h i s  y e a r , O n ly  S o u th  

D a k o t a ,  th e  V irg in  I s la n d s ,  a n d  th e  N o r th e rn  

M a r ia n a s  d id  no t p a r t ic ip a te  in  F Y  1 9 8 8 . S in c e  th e  

in c e p t io n  o f  th e  M C S A P , o n ly  th e  N o r th e r n  

M a r ia n a s  ha:; n e v e r  p a r t ic ip a te d .

T h e  M C S A P  c o n s is t s  o f  tw o  p h a s e s ,  d e v e lo p m e n t  

a n d  im p le m e n ta t io n . T h e  d e v e lo p m e n t  p h a s e  i s  a  

p la n n in g  a n d  p r e p a r a t io n  p h a se , w h ic h  m a y  la s t  

u p  to  3  y e a r s . T h e  im p le m e n ta t io n  p h a se  i s  the  

p e r fo rm a n c e  p h a se . T h e  fo l lo w in g  m a p s  i l lu s t r a t e  

th e  p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  th e  M C S A P  b y  y e a r .

MCSAP Accomplishment! & Effectlveneai 5



M CSAP Participation - FY 1984 to FY 1988

f I SCA l  ft- Al' I ' jH'l M ' l l .A i  > LAP  1 1) r*, *

F ISCAL YEAR  1 9 8 8

LE G E N D

^ D e v e l o p m e n t  P h a s e  
^ I m p l e m e n t a t i o n  P h a s e  

H N o t  P a r t i c ip a t in g
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FUNDING OF THE MCSAP
P a r t ic ip a t in g  M C S A P  S t a le s  c a n  b e  fu n d e d  fo r  tw o  

p h a s e s  o f  th e  p ro g r a m , d e v e lo p m e n t  a n d  im p le m e n ­

ta t io n . In  T it le  4 9 ,  C o d e  o f  F e d e r a l  R e g u la t io n s ,  P a r t  

35 (1 - C o m m e r c ia l  M o to r  C a r r ie r  S a fe ty  A s s is t a n c e  

P r o g r a m , d e v e lo p m e n t  i s  d e f in e d  a s  " th e  a c t s  o f  a 

S ta te  in  p r e p a r in g  to  q u a l i f y  fo r  o r  m a k e  a p p lic a t io n  

fo r  a n  im p le m e n ta t io n  g r a n t ,  w h ic h  a c t s  in c lu d e , bu t 

a r e  no t l im ite d  to : ( a )  p la n n in g  th e  p ro g ra m ; ( b )  in ­

i t ia t in g  a n y  le g is la t iv e  o r  r e g u la to ry  a c t io n  n e c e s s a r y  

to  c o m p ly  w ith  th e  r e q u ir e m e n t s  o f  th is  p a r t ;  ( c )  fo r ­

m u la t in g  a  b u d g e t  fo r  a  p ro g r a m  u n d e r  t h is  p a r t ;  ( d )  

d e s ig n a t in g  th e  S t a t e  a g e n c y  r e sp o n s ib le  fo r  a d ­

m in is t e r in g  th e  p ro g r a m ; a n d  ( c )  p r e p a r in g  a  S ta te  

E n fo r c e m e n t  P la n  ( S E P ) .  T h e  fu n d s  a v a i la b le  to  a n y  

S ta te  in  a n y  o n e  y e a r  fo r  d e v e lo p m e n t  p u r p o se s  s h a l l  

no t e x c e e d  $ 5 0 ,0 0 0 ."

T h e  im p le m e n ta t io n  p h a s e  is  d e f in e d  u n d e r  th e  s a m e  

s e c t io n  a s  " th e  a c t s  o f  a  S t a t e  in  c a r r y in g  o u t  a  a  a p ­

p ro v ed  S E P ,  w h ic h  a c t s  in c lu d e , b u t a r e  n o t l im ite d  

to: ( a )  r e c r u it in g  a n d  t r a in in g  o f  p e r so n n e l ,  p a y m e n t 

o f  s a la r ie s  a n d  f r in g e  b e n e f it s ,  th e  a c q u is i t io n  a n d  

m a in te n a n c e  o f  e q u ip m e n t , a n d  r e a s o n a b le  o v e rh e a d  

c o s t s  n e e d e d  to  o p e r a t e  th e  p ro g ra m ; ( b )  c o m m e n ­

c e m e n t a n d  co n d u c t  o f  n e w  o r  e x p a n d e d  s y s t e m s  o f  

in sp e c t io n ;  ( c )  e s t a b l is h m e n t  o f  a n  e f fe c t iv e  o u t -o f -  

se r v ic e  a n d  c o m p lia n c e  e n fo r c e m e n t  sy s te m ; a n d  ( d )  

r e t r a in in g  a n d  r e p la c in g  s i a f f  a n d  e q u ip m e n t ."  T h e  

fu n d s  a v a i la b le  to  a n y  S t a t e  fo r  im p le m e n ta t io n  p u r ­

p o se s  in  a n y  o n e  y e a r  a r e  d is t r ib u te d  a c c o rd in g  to  a n  

a llo c a t io n  fo r m u la  b a s e d  o n  f iv e  f a c to r s  in  e q u a l 

p ro p o r t io n .

F u n d s  w h ic h  h a v e  n o t  b e e n  a w a rd e d  fo r  im p le m e n ­

ta t io n  p u r p o se s  t h r o u g h  a p p lic a t io n  o f  t h e  d i s t r ib u ­

t io n  fo rm u la  a n d  u n u se d  fu n d s  fro m  p re v io u s  

y e a r s  a r e  e n te r e d  in to  a  d i s c r e t io n a r y  p o o l, a n d  

a r c  r e d is t r ib u te d  a t th e  d is c r e t io n  o f  th e  F H W A . 

T h e  r e d is t r ib u te d  a w a r d s  a r e  k n o w n  a s  d is c r e t io n ­

a r y  a n d  s e c o n d a r y  g r a n t s .  D is c r e t io n a r y  g r a n t s  a r e  

n o rm a l ly  a w a rd e d  f i r  in n o v a t iv e  m o to r  c a r r ie r  

s a f e t y  p ro je c t s , w h e r e a s  s e c o n d a r y  g r a n t s  a re  n o r ­

m a lly  a w a rd e d  to  S t a t e s  w h o se  b a s ic  fo rm u la  d i s ­

t r ib u t io n  d o e s  no t c o v e r  th e  s a l a r i e s  a n d  f r in g e  

b e n e f it s  o f  e x is t in g  e n fo r c e m e n t  p e r so n n e l.

W h e t h e r  in  d e v e lo p m e n t  o r  im p le m e n t a t io n ,  

M C S A P  S t a t e s  a r e  f in a n c e d  o u t  o f  th e  H ig h w a y  

T r u s t  F u n d . In  th e  S T A A , C o n g r e s s  a u th o r iz e d  

th e  fo l lo w in g  a m o u n t s  to  b e  a p p ro p r ia t e d  b y  F Y :  

$ 1 0  m il l io n  fo r  F Y  1984; $ 2 0  m il l io n  fo r  F Y  1 9 8 5 ; 

a n d  $ 3 0  m i l l io n  fo r  F Y  1 9 8 6 . A lth o u g h  C o n g r e s s  

a u th o r iz e d  t h e s e  a m o u n t s ,  s u b s e q u e n t  a p p ro p r ia ­

t io n  a c t s  a c t u a l ly  m a d e  th e  f o l lo w in g  a m o u n t s  

a v a i la b le :  $ 8  m i l l io n  fo r  F Y  1 9 8 4 ;  $ 1 4  m i l l io n  fo r  

F Y  1 9 8 5 ;  a n d  $ 1 6 . 2 7  m i l l io n  fo r  F Y  1 9 8 6 . T h e  

C o m m e r c ia l  M o to r  V e h ic le  S a f e ty  A c t  o f  1 9 8 6 , 

P . L  9 9 - 5 7 0 ,  g a v e  th e  S e c r e t a r y  o f  1 'r a n sp o r t a t io n  

a u th o r ity  to  in c u r  o b l ig a t io n s  ( c o n t r a c t  a u th o r it y )  

to  im p le m e n t  S e c t io n  4 0 2  o f  th e  S T A A  in  th e  fo l­

lo w in g  a m o u n t s :  $ 5 0  m i l l io n  fo r  F Y  1 9 8 7  a n d  

1 9 8 8 , a n d  $ 6 0  m i l l io n  fo r  F Y s  1 9 8 9  th ro u g h  1 9 9 1 . 

B e c a u s e  o f  d if f e r e n t  t a k e d o w n s  ( i .e . ,  C D L  e n fo r ­

c e m e n t )  a u th o r iz e d  b y  th e  le g i s la t io n ,  th e  a c tu a l 

a m o u n t  r e c e iv e d  fo r  F Y  1 9 8 8  w a s  a p p ro x im a te ly  

$ 4 2  m il l io n . T h e  a m o u n t  e x p e c te d  to  b e  r e c e iv e d  

in  F Y  1 9 8 9  th ro u g h  1 9 9 1  is  a p p ro x im a te ly  $ 4 5  m i l ­

l io n . T h e  fo l lo w in g  in fo r m a t io n  i s  a  b r e a k d o w n  o f  

fu n d in g  a w a rd e d  to  S t a t e s  f r o m  F Y  1 9 8 4  th ro u g h  

1 9 8 8 .
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MCSAP Awards - FY 1984 to 1988
F Y  1 9 8 4  

A C T U A L L Y  
S T A T E  A W A R D E D

F Y  1 9 8 5  
A C T U A L L Y  
A W A R D E D

F Y  1 9 8 6  
A C T U A L L Y  
A W A R D E D

F Y  1 9 8 7  
A C T U A L L Y  
A W A R D E D

F Y  1 9 8 8  
A C T U A L L Y  
A W A R D E D T O T A L S

A la b a m a $ 5 0 ,0 0 0 $ 4 2 ,2 2 8 $ 5 0 ,0 0 0 $ 1 ,0 0 4 ,1 8 9 $ 1 ,7 0 0 ,4 9 2 $ 2 ,8 4 6 ,9 0 9

A la s k a 0 0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0

A r iz o n a 2 7 8 , 9 9 2 4 0 5 ,2 4 5 5 3 7 ,3 7 0 7 3 6 ,3 1 0 9 4 8 , 4 7 6 2 ,9 0 6 ,3 9 3

A r k a n s a s 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 1 9 ,2 5 4 7 7 5 ,2 6 1 7 0 6 , 2 8 3 1 ,8 0 0 ,7 9 8

C a l i f o r n ia 0 1 ,2 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 ,3 4 6 ,4 3 6 2 ,0 5 8 ,6 1 9 2 ,5 0 0 ,0 0 0 7 ,1 5 5 ,0 5 5

C o lo r a d o 5 0 ,0 0 0 3 5 7 ,2 4 9 4 7 0 ,6 5 5 1 ,5 4 7 ,2 4 6 1 ,4 1 4 ,1 0 0 3 ,8 3 9 ,2 5 0

C o n n e c t ic u t 4 7 ,5 2 0 2 1 3 ,  O L i 2 4 3 ,1 0 6 7 9 7 ,6 2 4 7 6 0 ,0 2 4 2 ,0 6 1 ,2 8 7

D e la w a r e 5 0 ,0 0 0 111,082 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 2 7 1 ,8 4 2 2 9 2 ,9 1 3 0 5 0 ,8 3 7

F lo r id a 0 0 0 1 ,7 4 9 ,1 3 2 1 ,9 4 3 ,1 5 7 3 ,6 9 2 ,2 8 9

G e o r g ia 0 2 7  > ,102 4 0 8 ,4 0 3 8 4 0 ,0 5 0 1 ,0 5 6 ,3 9 8 2 ,5 7 9 ,9 5 3

H a w a i i 3 2 ,0 0 0 3 2 ,0 0 0 4 0 ,0 0 0 1 5 1 ,2 4 0 2 5 7 ,7 1 6 5 1 2 ,9 5 6

Id a h o 2 9 9 ,5 2 0 5 0 6 , 0 1 2 6 8 9 ,1 1 8 1 ,4 3 6 ,0 8 7 1 ,8 7 5 ,6 4 2 4 ,8 0 6 ,3 7 9

I l l in o is 9 1 2 , 0 3 6 1 ,4 7 0 ,4 5 2 1 ,2 9 4 ,0 0 0 2 ,0 9 2 ,1 9 2 2 ,3 0 8 ,9 6 0 8 ,0 7 7 ,6 4 0

In d ia n a 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 1 1 ,0 6 9 6 6 1 ,0 6 9 1 5 6 2 , 8 6 9 1 ,4 4 7 ,0 2 1 4 ,2 3 2 ,0 2 8

Io w a 2 9 7 , 8 8 0 4 7 2 ,3 3 8 4 6 5 ,2 0 0 3 8 4 ,8 3 6 6 2 9 ,2 6 9 2 ,2 4 9 ,5 2 3

K a n s a s 5 0 ,0 0 0 3 0 1 ,3 8 2 3 7 6 ,3 8 2 6 4 4 , 3 1 7 7 9 4 , 2 7 9 2 ,1 6 6 ,3 6 0

K e n tu c k y 3 0 4 ,0 0 0 0 2 2 5 ,8 9 8 1 ,0 5 5 ,9 4 0 1 ,3 4 7 ,0 8 3 2 ,9 3 2 ,9 2 1

L o u is ia n a 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 3 3 ,5 5 5 8 8 1 ,0 0 8 1 ,6 4 5 ,1 0 2 2 ,8 5 9 ,6 6 5

M a in e 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 2 7 0 5 5 9 2 5 7 , 8 5 3 8 5 3 ,4 1 2

M a ry la n d 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 8 1 ,7 1 3 4 2 9 ,8 1 9 9 3 2 ,0 0 0 1 ,0 1 8 ,5 7 2 2 ,7 1 2 ,1 0 4

M a s s a c h u s e t t s 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 1 ,1 2 0 ,7 1 9 1 ,4 2 6 ,4 1 1 2 ,8 7 2 ,1 3 0

M ic h ig a n 3 0 4 , 2 1 0 9 1 9 ,3 7 9 9 3 6 ,0 0 3 2 ,3 6 8 ,9 3 1 2 ,4 8 6 ,5 4 8 7 ,0 1 5 ,0 7 1

M in n e s o t a 4 9 3 , 8 4 5 7 8 2 ,9 3 6 8 8 7 ,2 3 8 1 ,3 0 0 ,6 1 1 1 ,0 6 1 ,6 2 5 4 ,5 2 6 ,2 5 5

M is s i s s ip p i 5 0 ,0 0 0 4 4 ,4 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 4 4 9 , 1 8 7 6 1 0 , 6 8 5 1 ,2 0 4 ,2 7 2

M is s o u r i 5 3 9 , 8 0 8 5 3 9 ,8 0 8 6 2 6 5 3 4 9 1 6 , 1 0 9 1 ,0 7 4 ,2 4 9 3 ,6 9 6 ,5 0 8

M o n ta n a 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 3 3 7 , 5 0 0 3 1 5 ,0 0 0 4 8 0 ,0 0 0 3 7 3 , 7 8 3 1 ,7 3 1 ,2 8 3

N e b r a s k a 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 3 8 2 ,6 2 0 5 1 7 , 5 6 4 1 ,0 5 0 ,1 8 4

N e v a d a 2 2 5 , 0 0 0 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 4 6 2 , 0 0 2 3 9 6 , 7 8 4 1 ,5 3 3 ,7 8 6

N e w  H a m p s h ir e 1 4 6 ,1 2 6 1 5 3 ,1 1 3 1 8 5 ,8 2 0 3 2 6 , 2 6 2 2 2 5 , 0 0 0 1 ,0 3 6 ,3 2 1

N e w  J e r s e y 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 ,8 1 2 ,2 6 1 2 , 1 3 6 ,3 2 1 4 ,0 9 8 ,5 8 2

N e w  M e x ic o 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 5 0 ,0 0 0

N e w  Y o r k 2 1 ,1 6 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 8 1 ,9 2 0 2 , 0 3 1 ,6 1 4 2 , 0 6 5 ,2 9 9 4 ,7 4 9 ,9 9 3

N o r th  C a r o l in a 5 5 2 , 6 8 7 5 7 1 , 7 3 9 6 2 1 ,0 1 9 1 ,3 9 4 ,0 5 7 1 ,3 4 5 ,8 5 6 4 ,4 8 5 ,3 5 8

N o r th  D a k o t a 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 5 6 ,7 4 0 2 2 4 ,9 2 6 2 6 9 ,0 9 2 2 8 7 , 9 8 0 9 8 8 ,7 3 8

O h io 4 6 4 ,0 0 0 8 1 3 ,3 2 1 8 5 6 ,0 4 5 2, 2 0 0 ,0 0 0 2 , 2 9 8 ,2 4 2 6 ,6 3 1 ,6 0 8

O k la h o m a 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 6 7 8 , 6 2 1 7 7 8 ,6 2 1

O re g o n 3 6 1 ,4 5 2 5 7 3 , 0 0 7 6 4 1 ,9 0 4 1 ,3 7 9 ,8 9 8 1 ,2 5 2 ,9 2 1 4 ,2 0 9 ,1 8 2

P e n n sy lv a n ia 4 8 ,1 7 4 5 7 0 , 5 2 4 6 1 1 ,9 9 6 2 ,1 2 5 ,6 8 0 1 ,9 2 8 ,1 0 2 5 ,2 8 4 ,4 7 6

R h o d e  i s l a n d 4 5 ,2 8 0 4 5 ,2 8 0 4 0 ,0 0 0 5 7 7 ,1 .8 7 5 1 7 , 0 7 5 1 ,2 2 4 ,8 2 2

S o u th  C a r o l in a 5 0 ,0 0 0 0 0 2 6 2 ,1 0 6 3 4 8 , 8 3 7 6 6 0 ,9 4 3

S o u th  D a k o t a 5 0 .0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 0 0 0 100,000
T e n n e s s e e 3 5 5 , 2 9 8 8 0 8 ,4 5 8 1 ,1 1 0 ,5 2 2 2 ,3 4 0 ,7 8 0 2 , 2 4 7 ,8 5 9 6 ,8 6 2 ,9 1 7

T e x a s 5 0 ,0 0 0 4 8 ,0 0 0 0 7 3 0 , 9 1 7 2 , 5 0 0 ,0 0 0 3 ,3 2 8 ,9 1 7

U ta h 3 0 0 ,4 8 0 3 5 7 , 0 1 2 4 0 8 ,0 9 3 9 9 4 , 8 3 6 6 6 5 , 4 7 8 2 ,7 2 5 ,8 9 9

V e rm o n t 0 4 9 ,6 0 0 0 0 1 9 7 ,7 7 0 2 4 7 ,3 7 0

V ir g in ia 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 7 9 5 0 1 - 8 4 6 , 4 0 5 1 ,0 4 8 ,6 8 1 2 ,2 7 4 ,5 8 7

W a sh in g to n 2 7 7 ,7 8 5 4 0 2 , 0 7 3 5 9 2 ,9 4 3 1 ,6 9 6 ,1 5 4 1 ,9 8 9 ,0 0 3 4 ,9 5 7 ,9 5 8

W e s t  V ir g in ia 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 0 2 ,8 4 3 1 5 7 5 2 6 5 0 2 5 0 1 4 8 9 3 4 9 1 ,3 0 2 ,0 1 9

W is c o n s in 4 9 ,3 6 0 2 5 3 ,1 4 1 3 1 0 ,7 7 7 4 6 8 ,2 2 1 8 9 5 , 6 5 6 1 ,9 7 7 ,1 5 5

W y o m in g 0 0 0 0 4 8 ,7 8 3 4 8 ,7 3 3

A m e r ic a n  S a m o a 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 4 4 5 0 0 1 9 0 ,7 2 2 1 3 4 ,4 0 3 4 6 9 ,6 2 5

D i s t .  o f  C o l. 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 0 100,000
G u a m 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 2 5 , 0 0 0 2 2 5 , 0 0 0 6 0 0 ,0 0 0

P u e r t o  R ic o 2 1 ,8 0 4 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 5 0 ,0 0 0 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 2 2 5 ,0 0 0 6 7 1 ,8 0 4

V ir g in  I s la n d s 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 5 0 ,0 0 0 4 9 ,9 0 0 0 1 4 9 ,9 0 0

T o t a l s  $ 7 ,7 0 3 , 4 1 7 $ 1 4 , 7 3 2 ,7 5 9 $ 1 8 , 4 7 2 5 3 2 $ 4 7 , 4 1 9 ,8 9 3 $ 5 4 ,7 0 2 ,2 2 5 $ 1 4 3 ,0 3 0 ,8 2 6
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T R A I N I N G
Training has been and will continue to be an integral 
part o f MCSAP and its overall effectiveness. During 
the initial stages of the development of MCSAP, one 
of the most crucial areas o f importance identified was 
the proper training o f State personnel designated by 
the specific lead agency. Uniform training was 
provided by numerous FHWA regional and division 
office personnel experienced in both driver-vehicle 
inspections and the corresponding driver-vehicle 
safety defect guidelines. Training was conducted at 
selected areas within the regions and at the Depart­
ment of Transportation’s Transportation Safety In­
stitute (TSI) in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

In FY 1984, over 1,000 State enforcement officers b  
13 states were trabed b  uniform driver-vehicle road­
side inspection procedures and out-of-service 
criteria. Some 250 State enforcement officers had 
completed tra inbg b  the safe transportation of haz­
ardous materials by the end of FY 1985. By the end 
of FY 1986, approximately 2,500 State enforcement 
officers had been trabed b  uniform roadside inspec­
tion procedures and hazardous materials transporta­
tion and enforcement. A t the start o f FY 1988, a force 
of almost 2,900 State enforcement officers, b  49 
States and Territories, was bebg utilized in vehicle 
inspections and safety reviews. Sbce the beginnbg 
of the program, b  excess o f 4,000 State inspectors 
have been trabed with MCSAP funds; however, the 
actual utilization figure is lower due to the normal at­
trition o f personnel, promotional opportunities for 
those bvolved b  the program, etc.

The hazardous materials handlbg and enforcement 
training provided to the enforcement officers was 
given primarily by the Transportation Safety In­
stitute. The course emphasized the Hazardous 
Materials (HM) Regulations and the proper han­
dling o f HM  during the inspection procedure. Sbce 
the beginnbg o f the program, approximately 3,200 
State enforcement personnel have been trabed b  
this program area I t is projected that another 400 
State officers w ill be trabed b  HM b  FY 1989.

As more States entered the implementation phase of 
the MCSAP, and as they began to expand tbeir en­
fo rcem ent programs, tra in in g  courses were 
developed to tra b State officers in the performance 
of on-site safety reviews. The OMC headquarters 
personnel, along with selected field staff members, 
instructed enforcement officers b  a classroom set­
ting, and during actual safety reviews.

Because of the growing demand for tra inbg and 
the limited tra inbg staff and resources al TSI, an 
instructor development course was developed in 
December 1987. This was aimed at selected State 
officers already involved b  the MCSAP. These b- 
dividuals were given uniform trabing in a very 
controlled settbg at TSI. This tra inbg covered 
various aspects of the safety program, including 
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations and 
the North American Uniform Driver-Vehicle In­
spection Procedure, which is described b  the next 
section. In FY 1989, the trab ing w ill be expanded 
to include the Federal Hazardous Materials 
Regulations and Safety/Compliance Review pro­
cedures.

The trained bdividuals were then given the task 
o f travelbg throughout the country to bstruct new 
State enforcement officers. Uniform ity was con­
sidered to be critical, and selected State trabers 
were trained b  different areas o f the program, 
enablbg them to concentrate on that specific part 
of the program. To date, nbe State officers have 
been given tra inbg b  the initial phase of the 
course and are utilized nationwide as associate b- 
structors. Eight State people have been given 
tra inbg b  the second phase of the course, which 
covers the second half o f the week-long course. 
The actual tra inbg courses conducted by these as­
sociate instructors began in February 1988. It is 
anticipated that 41 courses w ill be given by these 
State bstructors nationwide by the end of FY 
1988. Thirty-three of these courses are to be given 
b  vehicle inspections and use o f the standard out- 
of-service criteria. The rem abbg eight courses 
are to be given b  the safety review process.

Another recently completed effort to further en­
sure uniformity b  training of State officers is the 
Commercial Driver and Vehicle Safety Inspection 
T rab ing Package developed by the State of 
Michigan. In its 1987 SEP, the State submitted a 
proposal to develop a complete tra b b g package, 
bc ludbg tra b b g aids, for State inspectors. The 
package covers:

I. North American Uniform Driver-Vehicle 
Inspections

II. Roadside Walk-Around Inspections (Driver 
and Vehicle)

III. Driver-Only Inspections

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness 9



Michigan's proposal followed the recommendations 
o f the Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance to 
Secretary o f Transportation Elizabeth Dole in late
1986. In FY 1987, the State of Michigan gathered ap­
plicable materials from many different sources, and 
reviewed the material for inclusion in the package. 
The material was then submitted to the CVSA com­
mittee on Research and T r dining. Following this 
process, a draft training package was completed and 
submitted to the various CVSA committees (Vehicle 
- Driver - Hazardous Material - Research/Training) 
for review, revisions, and recommendations. The 
package was then forwarded to the CVSA Executive 
Committee and the FHWA - OMC Headquarters in 
Washington, D.C. The training package was ap­

proved by both parties in April 1988, and was dis­
tributed in July 1988. The completed product in­
c luded five v ideo tapes on walk-around 
inspections, driver-only inspections, air cam 
brakes, the North American Standard inspection- 
one person, and the North American Standard in­
spection-two people. The package also provides 
an instructor manual and a student manual along 
with informational slides for presentation. In ex­
cess o f200 completed training packages have been 
distributed by the FHWA and the CVSA to all 
states and provinces, all FHWA Officers-in- 
Charge/State Directors, all FHWA Regional Of­
fices, and the Transportation Safety Institute.
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I N S P E C T I O N S  A N D  S A F E T Y  R E V I E W S

I n s p e c t i o n s

Keeping in mind that the purpose of the MCSAP is 
to reduce the number and severity of commercial 
motor vehicle accidents, the FI IWA initially chose to 
target commercial vehicles through roadside inspec­
tions to detect violations of the Federal Motor Car 
ricr Safely Regulations (FMCSRs) and Hazardous 
Material Regulations (HMRs). MCSAP monies 
have funded and continue to fund four types of com­
mercial vehicle inspections:

LEVEL I - North A m erican S tandard  
in sp ec tio n  (S e e  A ttachm ent A)_______
An inspection that includes each o f the items 
specified under the North American Uniform 
Driver/Vehicle Inspection criteria. As a minimum, 
North American standard inspections must include 
examination of: driver’s license, medical examiner’s 
certificate and waiver i f applicable, driver’s record of 
duty status as required, hours o f service, scat belt, 
vehicle inspection report, brake system, steering 
mechanism, wheels, tires, coupling devices, suspen­
sion, frame, fuel system, exhaust system, windshield 
wipers, lighting devices, cargo sccurcmcnt, and HM 
requirements as applicable.

LEVEL II - Walk-Around 
Driver/Vehicle Inspection  (S ee  
A ttachm en t B) ___________________
An examination that, as a minimum, includes: 
driver’s license, medical examiner’s certificate, and 
waiver i f applicable, driver’s record of duty status as 
required, hours o f service, seat belt, vehicle inspec­
tion report, fire extinguisher, warning devices for 
stopped vehicles, head lamps, turn signals, stop 
lamps, windshield and wipers, wheels, tires, fuel sys­
tem, exhaust system, visible brake components, cou­
pling devices, cargo securement, low air warning 
device, ‘sible suspension components, and HM  re- 
quireme is as applicable. It is contemplated that the 
walk-around driver/vehicle inspection w ill be con­
ducted without inspecting underneath the vehicle.

LEVEL III - Driver-Only Inspection
A  roadside examination o f the driver’s license, medi­
cal certification and waiver i f applicable, driver’s 
record o f duty status as required, hours o f service, 
seat belt, and vehicle inspection report.

LEVEL IV - Special In sp ec tio n s
Inspections under this heading typically include a 
one time examination of a particular item. These 
examinations are normally made in support of a 
study or to verify or refute a suspected trend.

The Level I inspection is, generally, the most 
thorough and extensive. The FHWA encourages 
each State to spend at least 75 percent of MCSAP- 
funded inspection time on these inspections. They 
generally produce the largest number of out-of- 
service vehicles and drivers and appear to be the 
most effective in removing unsafe vehicles and 
drivers from the roadways.

States employ different approaches in performing 
the four types of roadside inspections, as well as 
using different types of facilities. Many states use 
inspection teams made up of two and sometimes 
three inspectors. Other slates utilize single inspec­
tors in performing all levels of inspections. States 
use weigh station facilities, specially-designated 
inspection areas, ports of entry, carrier terminals, 
rest areas, and other safe areas to conduct the four 
types of inspections. The American Association of 
Stale Highway Transportation Officials has been 
requested by the FHWA to develop a stand­
ardized design for inspection sites.

Inspections have been increasing every year since 
the inception o f the MCSAP program (See Tables 
1 through 5 on pages 14-17). These roadside 
checks have been the primary method o f ac­
complishing the goals o f MCSAP thus far, and in­
dustry op in ion appears to favor continued 
inspection efforts. Robert Lomas, President of the 
National Private Trucking Association (NPTA), 
testified at a 1987 House hearing that "in NPTA’s 
opinion, one of the most significantly beneficial 
safety programs of recent years is the Motor Car­
rier Safety Assistance Program (MCSAP). Not 
only have its monies fostered the States’ adoption 
of the Federal regulations, the MCSAP program 
has contributed extensively to an increase in, and 
more effective enforcement of, the Federal 
regulations through the use o f State enforcement 
personnel. Roadside inspections are one o f the 
most effective means o f detecting and placing out 
of service unsafe vehicles. As a result o f MCSAP, 
there now exists an adequate number o f trained
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enforcement personnel to run an effective roadside 
inspection program nationally.*

However, much more has been accomplished 
through MCSAP inspections than just increased en­
forcement of the Federal regulations or compatible 
Stalc regulations, Inspections have served as a means 
to educate drivers and carriers irr new regulations 
that have Ireen adopted. MCSAP inspections provide 
the industry with information on the commercial 
driver’s license requirements. State and Federal in­
spectors have also !>een utilized to disseminate news 
on the front axle brake requirements. Inspections 
have begun to build a database for all types o f motor 
carrier safety-related statistics which will l>c used for 
numerous purposes.

With ilie mounting participation in the program, 
along with the increased funding, inspections con­
ducted by State enforcement officers have in­
creased markedly. In FY 19X3, f ederal safely 
inspectors performed approximately 36,0X1 com­
mercial vehicle inspections. With the advent of lire 
MCSAP in FY 1W4, a total of 159,347 inspections 
were conducted by Stale inspectors throughout 17 
stales involved in the implementation phase o f the 
MCSAP. Only .3 years later, the total number o f 
inspections conducted by State officers involved in 
the program topped I,(XX),000. The following 
tables indicate the increase in Slate inspection ac­
tivities since the program’s inception.

S a f e t y  R e v i e w s  o f  C a r r i e r  O p e r a t i o n s

Although roadside inspections have been the prin­
cipal focus of the MCSAP to dale, carrier reviews 
have been considered a primary function since the 
beginning of the program. Terminal safety audits 
(i.e., completion of Safety Reviews (SR-ls) and Com­
pliance Reviews [CR-ls]), with follow-up enforce­
ment actions or compliance measures, arc included 
in Part 350, the "Commercial Motor Carrier Safety 
Assistance Program" section o f the FMCSRs, and 
have been funded under the MCSAP.

As States entered into the implementation phase of 
MCSAP, the initial emphasis was put on roadside in- 
spections. As the individual States progressed, and as 
they continued to advance their cooperative safety ef­
fort, they moved into the review aspect o f the 
program. Some States were involved in conducting 
renews o f motor carriers prior to the program; 
however, they were generally following their own 
procedures, and no statistics were gathered by the 
FHWA on these reviews. A  small number o f States 
that had motor carrier safety regulations and 
programs to enforce them were the first States to per­
form such reviews.

Prior to discussing reviews, some background on the 
terms used to describe these processes is warranted. 
The FHWA, prior to MCSAP, utilized its field staff 
to conduct safety audits on interstate motor carriers. 
These original on-site inspections o f records were 
referred to as safety management audits or SMAs. 
From these SMAs, carriers were given a safety rating 
and then sorted by rating fo r follow-up reviews.

Then, Congress passed the Motor Carrier Safety 
Act o f 1984, which directed the Department of 
Transportation to establish a procedure to assign 
a safety fitness rating to all carriers in interstate 
commerce. During the following FY, the FHWA 
developed a review process designed to examine 
a motor carrier’s operation through a brief -.ys- 
lems review. This systems review, called a safety 
review (SR-ls), was designed to assess the safety 
management controls built into a motor carrier's 
operation. These reviews are done by Safety 
Specialists by examining carrier records at the 
principal place of business. From these SR-ls, car­
riers receive safety ratings based on the results 
which are entered into an established computer 
algorithm. During the follow-up, audits known as 
compliance reviews, or CR-ls, are conducted. 
These reviews are designed to determ ine 
regulatory compliance, and enforcement actions 
could result. The SR-1 and CR-1 collectively made 
the safety management audit obsolete within the 
Federal program.

States involved in the performance o f the first 
safety reviews in FY 1984 were conducting safety 
management audits similar to the Federal SMAs. 
A  number o f States continue to do SMAs. Follow­
ing the Congressional mandate in the 1984 Act, 
the FHWA requested the States’ assistance in 
rating the unrated interstate carriers. Some 
MCSAP States, further along in the implementa­
tion phase of the program, showed an interest in 
conducting SR-ls, and began conducting these 
newly designed reviews in FY 1987. While some 
States are assisting in the effort to rate interstate
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Table 1 - State Activities for Fiscal Year 1984

State

Haz.
Material

lasp.

Non-Ha/.
Material

Insp.
Dus
Insp.

Total
Insp.

Out-of-
Service
Vehicles

Out-of-
Service
Drivers

Safety
Manag.
Audits

Haz.
Mal’l

Audits

A Z 769 3,887 0 4,656 1,985 569 0 0
IA 167 9,143 0 9,310 1,749 1,376 0 0
ID 59 1,925 0 1,984 625 125 0 0
11, 5,744 16,’ 81 0 22,125 5,881 1,310 0 0
KY 1,222 4,705 0 5,927 1,486 0 0 0
MI 3,481 18,409 0 21,890 6,237 6 0 0
MN 676 12,978 0 13,654 2,670 486 0 0
MO 376 3,239 0 3,615 1,306 43 0 0
MT 89 3,674 0 3,763 1,543 545 0 0
NC 242 1,008 0 1,250 475 43 0 0
N il 0 1,247 0 1,247 89 52 0 0
NV 251 6,100 0 6,351 327 90 0 0
OH 600 8,615 0 9,215 1,349 873 0 0
OR 60?, 7,986 0 8,588 2,405 6 0 0
TN 2,168 39,102 0 41,300 20,152 3,608 0 0
LIT 202 2,903 n/a 3,105 1,325 141 0 0
WA 0 750 n/a 750 n/a n/a 0 0

Total 16,648 142,082 0 158,730 49,604 9,273 0 0

Table  2  - S ta to  Activities for Fiscal Year 1985

S*.atc

Haz.
Material

Insp.

Non-Haz.
Material

Insp.
Bus
Insp.

Total
Insp.

Out-of-
Service
Vehicles

Out-of-
Service
Drivers

Safety
Manag.
Audits

Haz.
Mat’l

Audits

A Z 854 9,894 4 10,752 4,602 1,405 443 0
CA 1,261 6,225 0 7,486 1,576 0 0 0
CO 314 5,595 0 5,909 1,200 339 0 0
CT 133 1,517 0 1,650 860 0 0 0
DE 6 133 0 139 75 16 0 0
GA 2,190 8,539 0 10,729 5,040 2,497 0 0
IA 671 17,212 0 17,883 3,886 2,844 0 0
ID 120 2,220 3 2,343 786 136 0 0
IL 18,628 37,273 55 55,956 10,208 2,541 0 4
IN 649 11300 1 11,950 4307 806 0 0
KS 46 550 0 596 267 80 0 0
MD 127 978 0 1,105 333 31 0 0
M I 2,831 39,759 90 42,680 10,932 361 48 5
MN 1,117 23,279 110 24,506 4392 206 17 7
MO 726 25345 120 26,191 13,780 1,497 327 67
MT 101 4,068 8 4,177 861 426 3 0
NC 1,000 11,085 473 12,558 4,896 578 0 0
ND 566 5360 0 6,126 2,283 186 0 0
NH 222 3,991 0 4,213 287 129 0 0
NV 272 8,890 263 9,425 1,076 676 0 0
OH 2,805 39,225 1,195 43,225 3,766 2,654 118 1
OR 513 11395 4 11,912 3,911 266 228 73
PA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TN 2,236 38353 0 40,789 20.348 4,536 0 0
UT 366 4,449 0 4,815 1,592 99 52 5
WA 642 6,678 1,696 9,016 3,671 80 0 0
W I 266 3,460 0 3,726 2,203 1,029 0 0
WV 157 3337 23 3317 45 277 0 0

Total 38,819 330,510 4,045 373374 107,583 23,695 1,236 162
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carriers by perform ing MCSAP-funded safety 
reviews, others are doing a variation of the safety 
management audit. Intrastate SMAs and CR-ls are. 
being performed by numerous States and are being 
funded under MCSAP.

In FY 1984, a number of States were doing SMAs on 
both intrastate and interstate motor carriers; 
however, these on-site reviews were not being funded 
by MCSAP monies and no statistics were retained 
In FY 1985, eight of the participating implementa­
tion States conducted SMAs. These eight States col­
lectively conducted almost 1,400 reviews. In FY 1986, 
three additional States entered the review aspect of 
MCSAP and helped to increase the number o f State- 
conducted reviews by over 30 percent to 1,828.

In FY 1987, the State of Utah initiated the safety 
review procedure in its MCSAP program as a pilot

project. State inspectors were trained in the 
Federal procedure and conducted 136 SR-ls by 
the end of the FY. The pilot project proved suc­
cessful and helped to foster the development of 
the safely review process in numerous other 
MCSAP States. In FY 1988, Alabama, Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kansas, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Mon­
tana, North Dakota, Nebraska, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, Nevada, Ohio, Utah, Wisconsin, and 
West V irgin ia projected that training in the 
Federal procedure would take place and that 
safety reviews would be conducted as a part of 
their enforcement program. In addition, the State 
o f Arkansas has received training in safety reviews 
and has the performance capability.

The following statistics indicate the increase in 
State inspection and safety review participation.
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Table 3 - State Activities for Fiscal Year 1986

State

Haz.
Material

Insp.

Non-Haz.
Material

Insp.
Bus
Insp.

Total
Insp.

Out-of-
Service
Vehicles

Out-of-
Service
Drivers

Safety
Manag.
Audits

Haz.
Mat’I
Audits

AR 1,002 10,746 25 11,773 4,258 913 11 0
A Z 433 9,021 46 9,500 4,505 1,892 624 0
CA 2,944 16,979 725 20,648 3,737 559 0 0
CO 389 4,834 1 5,224 326 69 0 0
CT 354 5,148 51 5353 3327 233 0 0
DE 64 1,696 51 1,811 1,090 176 0 0
GA 3,243 12,897 253 16,393 8,078 4,646 0 0
IA 672 17,037 14 17,723 7,580 2,049 0 0
ID 515 8,456 48 9,019 2,450 687 0 0
1L 23,093 30,655 348 54,096 10,940 2,695 0 4
IN 935 12308 86 13329 5,704 1,066 0 0
KS 404 4,821 61 5,286 3,642 372 0 0
KY 869 22,716 31 23,616 11,711 234 0 0
LA 2,230 139 0 2369 149 87 0 0
MA 89 4,113 0 4,202 153 49 0 0
MD 418 3,779 450 4,647 2,403 270 0 0
ME 77 2,411 77 2,565 1,801 218 0 0
M l 1,164 38,729 2355 42,248 12,595 792 53 0
MN 752 23,460 1,053 25,265 6,080 254 41 10
MO 1,191 43,245 59 44,495 24,848 6312 336 72
MT 215 3,831 92 4,138 1,802 377 21 3
NC 1,058 22,941 615 24,614 10374 822 0 0
ND 1,070 6,077 6 7,153 2325 2,022 0 0
NH 631 4,689 25 5345 534 150 0 0
NV 879 7,440 381 8,700 1,073 938 0 0
NY 2,172 1,959 0 4,131 2319 0 0 0
OH 2,946 53,992 416 57354 10,878 4,658 238 0
OR 985 14,748 80 15,813 8,515 482 45 12
PA 1,606 11,172 613 13,391 4,971 987 0 0
RQ 75 89 0 164 150 27 0 0
TN 3,743 50,594 125 54,462 39,120 6,500 0 0
UT 704 8,715 111 9,530 4,425 210 252 79
VA 304 2398 289 2,991 1,137 .58 31 0
WA 879 11,970 2311 15,360 6,679 232 0 0
W I 288 6,113 45 6,446 3,116 1393 0 0
WV 513 8,936 497 9.946 4,749 748 0 0

Total 58,906 488,854 11340 559300 218,144 43,117 1,652 176
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Table 4 - State Activities for Fiscal Year 1987

Haz. Non-Haz. Out-of- Out-of- Safely Haz.
Material Material Bus Total Service Service Manag. Mat'l

State Insp. Insp. Insp. Insp. Vehicles Drivers Audits Audits

A L 151 4,896 0 5,047 16 270 0 0
AQ 10 55 188 253 144 0 0 0
AR 2,072 24,089 24 26,185 5,789 1,383 1 1
A Z 0 22,654 0 22,654 4,364 2,323 507 0
CA 2,277 28,370 777 31,424 9,300 420 0 0
CO 2,032 29,625 9 31,666 10,511 2,790 0 0
CT 117 10,696 4 10,817 6,354 347 134 0
DE 360 3,366 157 3,883 2,001 309 0 0
FL 3 67 0 70 19 8 0 0
GA 2,911 15,225 55 18,191 10,015 2,848 0 0
H I 4 189 454 647 111 7 160 0
IA 640 20,682 1 21,323 9,842 2,259 0 0
ID 728 10,898 77 11,703 2,934 767 0 0
IL 33,510 37,128 147 70,785 13,284 3,721 0 0
IN 1,445 34,547 45 36,037 17,124 2,148 0 0
KS 844 10,384 9 11,237 6,789 620 75 6
KY 2,393 57,171 4 59,568 35,973 948 0 1
LA 7,943 3,675 1 11,619 3,583 824 1 0
M A 895 11,914 0 12,809 4,005 1,576 0 0
MD 1,215 9,015 195 10,425 4,445 738 0 0
ME 184 4,049 47 4,280 3,291 99 0 0
M I 2,485 52,526 4,558 59,569 16,287 1,076 160 2
MN 1,721 29,183 924 31,828 7,540 460 31 5
MO 876 39,688 12 40,576 20,899 4,729 567 76
MS 13 3,555 0 3,568 693 260 0 0
MT 135 3,422 17 3,574 1,483 253 13 7
NC 3,267 17,758 618 51,643 19,321 1,838 8 2
ND 494 5,220 8 5,722 2,085 393 0 0
NE 118 1,254 0 1,372 831 142 0 0
NH 222 3,544 0 3,766 1,121 241 0 0
NJ 2,887 22,181 5,789 30,857 10,251 2 123 4
NV 1,281 7,363 442 9,086 2,694 343 2 0
NY 5,017 18,504 0 23,521 8,357 646 0 0
OH 3,729 85,466 338 89,533 22,402 6,222 168 0
OR 1,137 14,450 23 15,610 9,320 383 67 12
PA 2,333 42,287 403 45,023 18,963 4,852 0 0
R I 332 2^97 0 2,929 1,574 280 0 0
RQ 269 873 23 1,165 946 381 0 0
SC 299 6,480 61 6,840 3,236 596 0 0
TN 6,614 82,419 86 89,119 43,084 6,026 121 24
TX 972 24,510 0 25,482 0 0 0 0
UT 677 9,584 0 10,261 4,464 207 244 60
VA 155 3,469 83 3,707 2,236 605 0 0
WA 1,199 23,569 328 25,096 • 11,447 251 71 0
W I 246 10362 7 10,615 4,138 2,076 0 0
WV 748 11,402 559 12,709 4,922 987 0 0

Total 96,960 890361 16,473 1,003,794 368,188 57,654 2,453 200
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Table S - Year-By-Year TQlal&jElscalYflars)

State

Haz.
Material

Insp.

Non-Haz.
Material

Insp
Bus
Insp.

Total
Insp.

Out-of-
Service
Vehicles

Out-of-
Service
Drivers

Safety
Manag.
Audits

Haz.
M a li
Audits

1984 16,648 142,082 0 158,730 49,604 9,273 0 0
1985 38,819 330,510 4,045 373,374 107,583 23,695 1,236 162
1986 58,906 488,854 11,540 559^X1 218,144 43,177 1,652 180
1987 96,960 890,361 16,473 1,003,794 368,188 57,654 2,453 200

M O T O R  C A R R I E R  S A F E T T  A S S I S T A N C E  P R O G R A M  
S T A T E  A C T I V I T I E S  B Y  F I S C A L  Y E A R
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R A N D O M  S A M P L I N G  P R O J E C T
In 1988, the FHWA implemented a MCSAF random 
sample inspection program designed to measure the 
quality o f vehicle maintenance and driver compliance 
with state motor carrier safety regulations. The in­
spections conducted during this project differ from 
routine inspections in that efforts are made to 
eliminate the bias in the vehicle selection procedure, 
fly doing tl is, FHWA Itclicvcs that more accurate in­
formation regarding out-of-service rales can l)c ob­
tained.

The program involves .State conducting random 
sample projects periodically (generally each quarter) 
using an acceptable random selection process. As 
more of these projects arc conducted, the results 
should reveal more accurately the effectiveness of the 
MCSAP vehicle inspection effort nationally.

The normal inspection procedure followed by most 
States is not random in nature, in that vehicles 
selected for actual iaspection are those which by ap­
pearance are suspected to be in violation. This will 
generally result in abnormally high out-of-service 
■'•cs because poorly maintained vehicles are more 
ap< to be singled out for inspection. For enforcement 
purposes, this is a valid selection process because it 
allows States to target those vehicles most likely to 
be in serious noncompliance. However, the statistics 
obtained as a result o f a selective selection process 
are not representative o f the motor carrier industry 
as a whole. In many cases, these are the statistics used 
by the media to report the condition of commercial 
motor vehicles on the Nation’s highways.

Because most States began implementing the ran­
dom sample inspection program only in 1988, com­

prehensive statistics are not yet available. 
However, the Stale of Wisconsin conducted a spe­
cial random inspection project that is particularly 
noteworthy. Ir 1980, Wisconsin contracted with 
the Wisconsin Survey Research Laboratory to 
conduct a random sample project using a scien­
tifically accepted methodology. An extensive 
amount af resources was dedicated to this project 
to ensure design and results of the effort were 
valid. In June 1988, Wisconsin repeated this effort 
using the same procedure as the initial effort. The 
following is a comparison of the results.

1986 19KK

Total Vehicles Inspected 450 594
Vehicles Out-of-Service 149(33%) 143(24%)
Drivers Out-of-Service 54(12%) 89(15%)
Vehicles - No Violations 147 (33%) 205 (35%)
Violations per Inspection 1.55 1.22

An analysis o f these figures reveals a 27 percent 
decrease in the vehicle out-of-scrvice rate from 
1986 to 1988. Additionally, a 21 percent decrease 
in the number of violations per inspection was ex­
perienced. The rate of vehicles with no violations 
increased by more than six percent.

The random sampling project is expected to serve 
as an interim measure of effectiveness until a bet­
ter accident analysis system can be developed. Im­
plementation o f the SAFETYNET accident 
module will enable FHWA to develop such a sys­
tem.
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C O M M E R C I A L  D R I V E R ’ S  L I C E N S E  
E N F O R C E M E N T
Follov/ing llie passage of the Commercial Motor 
Vehicle Safety Act o f 1986, the Secretary of 
Transportation delegated responsibility for the im­
plementation of the commercial driver’s license sec­
tions of the Act to the FHWA.

Subsequently, rulemaking was initiated to require 
that operators of commercial m^or vehicles possess 
a single driver’s license; establish requirements for a 
driver to notify his or her home state and employer 
of driving violations and license suspensions; prohibit 
employers from using a driver whose license had 
been suspended; and establish disqualification re­
quirements for: (1) driving under the influence o f al­
cohol or drugs, (2) leaving the scene o f an accident, 
(3) conviction o f certain felonies, including control­
led substance felonies, and (4) conviction o f serious 
tra f'c violations.

To assist the FHWA in implementing the require­
ments of the Act and enforcing the provisions of the 
CDL regulations, various States participated in CDL 
activities funded through the MCSAP. These ac­
tivities included the following:

■ The Nevada State Patrol entered into an agree­
ment with the FHWA to check selected driver 
licenses through the National Law Enforcement 
Telecommunications System (NLETS). This al­
lowed the FHWA speedy access to the system to 
determine the driver’s license status o f drivers 
suspected o f possessing multip le licenses or 
suspended or revoked licenses.

■ On April 12-15,1987, the States of Maryland, Pen­
nsylvania and Virginia participated in a jo in t CDL 
effort with the FHWA. The driver contacts oc­
curred at more than 25 locations covering major 
routes leading to and from the Greater Bal­
timore/Washington Metropolitan area. This ac­
tivity was conducted in response to increasing 
concern regarding truck safety in the area and as 
a test o f the FHWA’s ability to focus the collective 
resources o f multiple MCSAP States toward a 
common goal. This effort involved the inspection 
o f 14,278 drivers of commercial motor vehicles for 
CDL violations. The information gathered was 
checked through the NLETS to veiify the validity 
and to search for multiple driver’s license viola­
tions. A  total o f 1,762 drivers were found to be in

violation of the FMCSRs or compatible State 
regulations.

■ The Rhode Island State Police conducted a spe­
cial 24-hour commercial driver’s license check 
on August 18-19, 1987. A total of 271 drivers 
were checked. Ninety-seven were discovered to 
have multiple licenses while five drivers pos­
sessed duplicate licenses.

■ Ten states in the northeastern United States 
participated in a joint CDL effort with the 
FHWA on August 25-27,1987. A total of 1,948 
vehicles were inspected. Forty-three drivers 
were suspected or confirmed o f operating com­
mercial motor vehicles while possessing multi­
ple licenses.

a The State of Montana conducted three special 
CDL checks during September 1987. A  total o f 
298 drivers were checked. Eight drivers were 
found to have multiple licenses. Two drivers 
were operating with revoked or suspended 
licenses.

h The 10 states bordering the Mississippi River 
participated in an FHWA-coordinated CDL ef­
fort on October 5-8,1987, along the Mississip­
pi River from Lakeland, Minnesota, to Slidell, 
Louisiana. A  total of 23,699 drivers were check­
ed during the 72-hour period. This effort was 
educational in nature. Drivers were advised of 
the CDL requirements, provided information­
al handouts, and asked to voluntarily surrender 
any multiple licenses. Seventy multiple licenses 
were voluntarily surrendered during the check.

b The Idaho Department o f Law Enforcement 
conducted a comprehensive driver’s license 
check from July through November 1987. A  
total o f 7,400 were checked resulting in 371 dis­
qualified drivers, and 1,174 drivers with multi­
ple licenses.

« On November 17-19, 1987, the State of New 
Jersey conducted a CDL bus check in Atlantic 
City, New Jersey. One hundred ninety-four 
drivers were contacted and provided with infor­
mational pamphlets on the CDL.
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■ The State of Minnesota conducted a CDL activity 
from August 1,1987, through September 30,1987. 
The effort involved checking compliance with 
CDL requirements for 2,027 drivers. Thirty drivers 
were found to possess duplicate licenses and 240 
drivers were operating on suspended or revoked 
licenses.

■ On May 17-19,1988, the FHWA coordinated the 
International Road Safety Check involving 19

States and two Canadian Provinces. During this 
effort, 91 suspected CDL violations were dis­
covered. Since July 1, 1987 (date single license 
requirement became effective), many States 
have incorporated the license check into their 
driver/vehicle inspection procedure. As infor­
mation of suspected noncompliance with CDL 
requirements is obtained, it is rou tine ly 
provided to the FHWA for appropriate action.
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S P E C I A L  P R O J E C T S
During the initial stages o f the MCSAP, States and 
Territories were encouraged to concentrate on in­
creasing the level o f enforcement o f the safety regula­
tions by conducting roadside inspections. As 
inspections increased, and as the FHWA began to 
identify national or regional trends and problems, a 
need for special inspections and other projects was 
discovered. States involved in the program also began 
to identify problem areas and saw statewide or 
regionwide special projects as a means to gather in­
formation and compile statistics to evaluate the size 
o f the targeted problem.

The following projects were conducted by groups of 
States in cooperation with Federal field staff mem­
bers and by States in cooperation with Canadian 
Provinces. The special projects were conducted for 
various reasons and addressed different concerns. 
This selection of projects is given only as an example 
o f the types of different studies being undertaken 
throughout the United States. An overview o f smaller 
special projects that are being conducted by all par­
ticipating states w ill follow.

B In June 1986, the States of Alabama, Colorado, 
Delaware, Idaho, Montana, New Hampshire, 
North Carolina, Utah, and Virginia participated in 
a National Bus Check with Regions 1-10 o f the 
FHWA. A  total o f 3,884 buses were inspected 
during the four-day activity resulting in 315 (8%) 
out-of-service buses. In addition, 95 (2.5%) drivers 
were placed out-of-service for violations of the 
regulations.

■ In April, 1987, a nationwide study on tire pressure 
in commercial vehicles was conducted by State 
personnel involved in the MCSAP. State inspec­
tors were attempting to determine if intentional 
overin fla tion o f tires was a safety problem 
throughout the industry. The officers used a 10 psi 
plus or minus range above or below the specified 
maximum pressure marked on the tire. The results 
indicated that 11 percent o f the tires checked were 
inflated above the 10 psi range and that 19 percent 
were below.

■ A  Federal, State, and Canadian cooperative effort 
was conducted in August, 1987 involving 10 states 
and three locations in the Province of Quebec. A 
total of 109 Federal and State enforcement per­
sonnel from the States of Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jer­
sey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and

Vermont participated, along with 13 Canadian 
inspectors. The 3-day roadcheck involved in­
forming drivers o f CDL requirements, check­
ing fo r m u ltip le licenses, and gathering 
information o f the percentage of unsafe com­
mercial motor vehicles. A total o f 1,948 vehicles 
were inspected in the U.S., resulting in 781 
vehicles and 180 drivers being placed out-of­
service. The Canadian locations checked 608 
vehicles, and removed registrations from 8 
vehicles. This action is similar to our out-of-ser­
vice action; however, their out-of-service ac­
tions were taken only against Quebec-based 
carriers. The CDL portion of the check resulted 
in 43 instances where drivers were suspected or 
confirmed of holding multiple licenses. The 
check was highly publicized by the media in the 
Northeast, helping to send the "safety" message 
to the industry.

a Because of the success of the first internation­
al roadcheck in August 1987, a second check 
was conducted in May 1988. This involved 19 
States and 2 Canadian Provinces. Involvement 
in this effort included approximately 670 State 
and Federal personnel from the States of Con­
necticut, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, M is­
souri, Nebraska, New Jersey, New York, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Rhode Island, Vermont, V ir­
ginia, and Wisconsin. Quebec and Ontario also 
participated; however, the total Canadian invol­
vement was not available. The inspections were 
conducted at a variety of locations within each 
State and at 11 Canadian border locations. 
Statistical information was gathered in a num­
ber o f safety-related areas including front-axle 
brakes, tires, out-of-service compliance, CDL, 
and number o f HM  and non-HM laden 
vehicles. An objective of the check was to 
promote an exchange o f dialogue between 
Canadian and U.S. officials regarding vehicle 
safety and the differing regulations on hazard­
ous materials. A  total o f 9,476 inspections were 
performed resulting in 2,657 vehicles and 520 
drivers being placed out-of-service. O f vehicles 
requiring front-axle. brakes, 97 were discovered 
to have no brakes on the front axle. Fifty-two of 
these vehicles were placed out-of-service. Not 
all trucks missing these required brakes were 
placed out-of-service due to a number of States 
lacking legislative authority or because the car­
rier was based in Canada and was allowed to
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return to retrofit with brakes. Vehicles placed out- 
of-service for inoperable brakes on the front axle 
totaled 264. Out-of-service compliance was also 
monitored and 79 (9.2%) of 855 vehicles and 34 
(21%) of 162 drivers were reported as failing to 
comply with out-of-scrvice instructions.

With special regional and national projects being 
conducted, the FHWA recognized the need for im­
proved communications between the FHWA and the 
various States participating in the MCSAP. One ef­
fort undertaken to provide an improved communica­
tion capability was to develop and publish a periodic 
newsletter. On May 8,1987, the State o f Utah sub­
mitted a proposal to develop, print, and distribute 
such a newsletter. The initial issue was published and 
distributed in April 1988.

The newsletter is designed to provide an avenue for 
the exchange o f information between the various par­
ticipating MCSAP agencies. It also provides a 
mechanism for the reporting o f results from State 
MCSAP efforts, communicating changes o f MCSAP

policy, providing interpretations to States, and 
soliciting State input on MCSAP issues.

Contributions to the newsletter are sought from 
State MCSAP agencies, the FHWA, the CVSA, 
the motor carrier industry, and private individuals.

The FHWA also recently initiated a special drug 
enforcement project. This is a one-year project 
aimed at drivers engaged in using buying selling, 
or smuggling drugs. The program is being imple­
mented with funds provided through MCSAP 
grants.

A  drug enforcement team has been creatca and is 
responsible for developing a training module for 
participating agencies, designing a drug enforce­
ment manual for use by State MCSAP agencies, 
and assisting in the development o f State drug 
operations. The team will also assemble a data 
base consisting of information >n commercial 
drivers involved in drug use and distribution.
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S T A T E - L E V E L  A C T I V I T I E S
The participating MCSAP States have been very ac­
tive in developing innovative methods to more effec­
tively and efficiently reach program goals and 
objectives. In addition to carrying out routine inspec­
tions and participating in nationwide special projects

A l a b a m a

> Alub-...u is involved in a continuing education and 
safety awareness campaign for the industry. Stale en­
forcement officers, in cooperation with the FHWA 
and the Alabama Trucking Association, conduct 
safely meetings for motor carriers and drivers. 
During the fourth quarter o f 1987, 10 joint safety 
meetings were conducted throughout the State. Ap­
proximately 500 people attended.

> Department o f Public Safety inspectors initiated a 
random sampling check in Chilton County on April 
13,1988. During the 8-hour activity, 748 commercial 
trucks passed the inspection location, and 33 were 
selected for inspection using an approved sampling 
method. Fourteen of the 33 trucks were taken o ff the 
road for critical safety violations.

> In its FY 1988 SEP, Alabama proposed to develop 
and implement a unique pilot program which would 
provide inspectors with the capability o f requesting 
and receiving driver license information on any 
driver from any State, or States, within a matter of

A l a s k a

> Alaska is currently in the development phase of 
MCSAP. The State is attempting to promulgate the 
necessary compatible state motor carrier safety

A m e r i c a n  S a m o a

> In September, 1987, American Samoa inspectors 
conducted a special study at Satala and Fagatogo 
Market to monitor compliance progress o f vehicles 
previously placed out-of-service. Eight buses and 2 
cargo vehicles were reinspected to determine if

A r i z o n a

> The State purchased two terminal test vans in 
FY 1984 using MCSAP funds. These vans allow state 
enforcement officers to inspect trailer units when

covered previously, the States have responded to 
their special needs in a variety of ways. Tne mini - 
niation which follows highlights these State level 
activities, in addition to providing information on 
non-participating States and Territories.

minutes. The proposal was to be implemented by 
installing Mobile Data Terminals with dedicated 
radio transm itters in each o f the troopers' 
vehicles for transmitting data signals (e.g., driver 
inquiries). The data sign. Is are to be transmitted 
to Motor Carrier Safety headquarters through 
controller boxes installed on 22 radio towers 
throughout Alabama. A computer at head­
quarters is to be utilized for reception, transla­
tion, and routing o f the inquiry to the Alabama 
Criminal Justice System’s mainframe, which, in 
turn, would respond back through the same chan­
nel. The system w ill also allow for administrative 
messages, daily collection o f the inspectors’ ac­
tivity and the automatic tabulation o f inspection 
data straight from the field. A ll transmissions 
would move at the speed of light. Currently the 
project is in its preliminary stages; however, once 
installed and fully operational, the program will 
provide a direct communication capability for in­
spectors.

regulations for participation in the implementa­
tion phase.

safety defects had been corrected. The study 
revealed all 10 vehicles were still being operated 
with out-of-service defects. Because o f this, a spe­
cial enforcement effort was initiated.

power units are not available. The vans are used 
at carrier terminals, accident scenes, and inspec­
tion locations.
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> Slate MCXSAP officers have conducted joint dctuils 
with the Arizona Criminal Investigation Bureau tar­
geting illegal narcotic sales at truck stops. These 
details were covert and ended in numerous arrests.

> Arizona prepared safety brochures during 1986 
which were distributed to truckers to reinforce safety 
issues during the holiday season.

> Arizona is also currently working on a High Risk 
Driver Program to target impaired drivers. The

A r k a n s a s

> The State has initiated an education campaign for 
the trucking industry by reprinting copies of the 
FMCSRs for dispersal to those in the industry who 
do not have knowledge of the regulations. Along 
with the regulations, the State has developed an in­
formational pamphlet explaining the rules and 
regulations governing trucking in the State of Arkan­
sas.

C a l i f o r n i a

> California conducted a hazardous material transpor­
tation study in FY 1986 using $56,000 o f MCSAP 
funds. The study was requested by the California 
legislature to determine i f additional State legisla­
tion was needed to control the transportation of haz­
ardous material (HM). The study determined that 
legislation in place was effective in controlling HM  
movements in the State.

> The State participated in a 72-hour commercial 
vehicle inspection project with 11 Western States 
and Canadian Provinces. A  total of 3,801 vehicles 
were checked at five strategic locations in the State. 
Vehicles placed out-of-service totaled 1,376 (36%). 
California is also currently participating in a jo in t 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
(NHTSA)-MCSAP project which has resulted in the 
development of a commercial motor vehicle inspec­
tion and enforcement manual. For the development

C o l o r a d o

> In FY 1987, MCSAP troopers from the Colorado 
State Patrol, in conjunction with officers from the 
ports o f entry, conducted a 92-hour continuous road­
side inspection on Interstate 70 near Dumont. A  
total of 17 State officers participated in the check 
which started on July 6 and ended on July 10. 392

program will involve the use of u Critical Track­
ing Task, which is a test capable o f determining 
the alertness o f drivers. The test, developed in the 
1960s to test pilot and astronaut visual motor per­
formance, will be conducted or. a voluntary basis 
on drivers who appear to be fatigued. Base line 
data w ill be gathered to determine the minimum 
acceptable performance level for commercial 
vehicle operators.

> The State has renovated a 40-foot Recreation 
Vehicle (RV) used as a mobile office at truck in­
spection sites. This vehicle is utilized by inspec­
tors needing to conduct interviews and write 
reports.

o f this manual, a California Highway Patrol 
(CHP) captain was assigned to NHTSA head­
quarters in Washington, D.C. This manual, 
developed in phase I o f the projec., aids other law 
enforcement agencies in applying uniform con­
cepts which have proven to be effective in ad­
dressing commercial vehicle safety needs. In 
phase I I o f the program, which is currently under­
way, a CHP lieutenant is conducting a series of 
pilot projects in selected states and local jurisdic­
tions. Based on requests from interested agen­
cies, and after consultation with NHTSA and 
FHWA Regional personnel, the lieutenant visits 
the selected locations to conduct a review of their 
total commercial enforcement program. Follow 
ingthe program review, the lieutenant assists the 
agency in developing and implementing a project 
action plan featuring enhancements aimed at im­
proving the overall truck traffic safety in that area.

vehicles were inspected and 153 (39%) were 
placed out-of-service. This jo in t effort went well 
and additional large-scale team operations were 
planned.
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> The Colorado State Patrol, Motor Carrier Safety 
Unit, has begun publishing a monthly newsletter on 
trucking issues called Truckers & Troopers." The 
intention of the newsletter is to foster the coopera­
tive safety effort between the State and the industry. 
In a recent issue, the State Patrol published statis­

tics indicating that the number of trucks passing 
Colorado inspections is increasing. During 1987, 
State Patrol inspectors issued CVSA stickers to 
31 percent o f the trucks inspected. Thus far in 
1988, 38.6 percent of the iaspccted trucks are 
being stickered.

C o n n e c t i c u t

> Using MCSAP funds in FY 1986, the State published 
a Trucking Manual" designed to inform the profes­
sional truck driver o f the applicable Connecticut 
rules and regulations concerning trucking safety, as 
well as taxes and permits.

> Connecticut MCSAP inspectors arc currently in­
volved in an Inspection Repair Audit Program 
(IRAP) whereby roadside inspections are followed 
up with actual terminal and maintenance facility site 
visits. The full-time inspector involved in the follow- 
up program is provided with information from the 
roadside inspectors on carriers that appear to be 
chronic safety violators. The inspector then visits the

location where the violating carrier maintains 
road equipment to perform a review of main­
tenance and repair records. I f the inspector has 
information on specific vehicles that were pre­
viously placed out-of-service by MCSAP road in­
spectors, the inspector w ill normallj' request to 
audit that vehicle’s repair records. I f  that same 
vehicle is on the premises, the officer ’vill conduct 
a full inspection to determine i f the safety defects 
previously discovered had, in fact, been corrected. 
The program is working so well that the State is 
proposing to increase the staff of the program 
from one to six full-time inspectors.

D e l a w a r e

> Using MCSAP funds, the State o f Delaware sent all! 
carriers based in the State a letter advising them of 
both the State and Federal safety regulations. The 
mass mailing also served to inform the carrier 
population of the role the Delaware State Police was 
playing in the enforcement of the regulations.

> State officials also developed a publication called 
Trucking Through the First State." This guide is 
distributed to drivers on the road and to motor 
carrier officials through the mail.

D i s t r i c t  o f  C o l u m b i a

> The D is tr ic t o f Columbia participated in the 
development phase of the program in FY 1985 and
1987. Currently, the District is working to obtain the

F l o r i d a

> Curren tly the State o f F lorida is conducting 
statewide seminars on the safety regulations for the 
industry. State inspectors conduct these seminars for 
groups o f motor carriers to instruct them on the ap­
plicability of the regulations and to make them aware 
o f the procedures used during roadside inspections.

necessary legislation to fully develop and imple­
ment an effective commercial vehicle safety 
program.

> Florida also participated in a truck show in FY 
1988 during which the roadside inspection proce­
dure was demonstrated.
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G e o r g i a

> On April 13,1988, the State conducted a random in­
spection check in Forsyth, Carroll, and Bryan coun­
ties. E leven G eo rg ia MCSAP inspec to rs 
participated in the random check which lasted 9.5 
hours. Over 4,600 commercial vehicles passed 
through the three check points, and a total of 114 
vehicles were inspected. 60 were placed out-of-ser­
vice for safely defects. Four drivers were also taken 
off the road for violations o f the safety regulations. 
Once an inspection was completed, the random 
selection procedure called for the officers to wave 
through the next two vehicles, and inspect the third 
vehicle passing through the site.

G u a m

> In FY 1988, Guam used MCSAP funds to purchase 
a mobile van complete with radio capability. The van 
is currently being remodeled for use ts a mobile 
communications and inspection center. This vehicle 
w ill provide the capability to relocate inspection sites

H a w a i i

> Hawaii is involved in a comprehensive commercial 
vehicle safety program under the MCSAP. State of­
ficers conduct both driver/vehicle inspections and 
safety reviews as part o f their program. Inspectors 
utilize a mobile van fo r inspection activities, enabling

I d a h o

> In FY 1987, the State o f Idaho initiated a Commer­
cial Driver’s License Evaluation Project to provide 
the FHWA with information concerning the extent 
o f violations involving multiple licenses. The discre­
tionary funding provided by the FHWA allowed the 
State to utilize non-MCSAP patrol officers to check 
commercial drivers for multiple licenses. During the 
project, 10,933 drivers were checked, and 17.6 per­
cent were found to have more than one license. Six 
percent were operating on one or more suspended 
licenses. Data generated by this study was significant 
enough to allow promulgation o f a comparable State 
regulation which allows State officers to issue cita­
tions when drivers are found to have more than one 
license. Following conclusion of the project, the 
State developed a videotape which highlighted the 
project’s accomplishments and provided insight into 
the extent of the driver licensing problem.

> Georgia MCSAP inspectors are currently in­
volved in an industry awareness campaign focus­
ing primarily on the CDL requirements. For the 
campaign the State has developed a 20-25-minutc 
CDL videotape which is shown as a part o f the 
presentation given to industry and trade associa­
tions. The videotape discusses the motivations fot 
and the requirements o f the new license law, the 
way in which it w ill affect drivers, and the manner 
in which it will be enforced.

as dictated by commercial traffic activity and is 
expected to be especially effective on bypass ac­
tivities from vehicles not originating from the Port 
Authority o f Guam Compound.

them to inspect trucks at remote locations, as well 
as in populated areas such as airports, harbor 
piers, and State parks. Hawaii employs MCSAP 
enforcement officers on all focr major Islands, 
Hawaii, Kauai, Maui, and Oahu.

> In July 1987, the State was authorized funding for 
a Hazardous Materials Risk Assessment Study to 
study the flow of hazardous ma’erials and the risk 
associated with the transportation o f HM  in 
Idaho. The study was completed in October 1987, 
and the results confirmed the previous results 
from a jo in t Washington/Idaho HM  study. The 
study found tha t the percentage o f HM  
transported along U.S. 95 and 1-84 during the 
summer months averaged 3.74 percent o f the 
total truck traffic. The percentage of Level I in­
spections directed toward HM traffic closely 
paralleled the actual truck traffic transporting 
HM.

> The Idaho State Police also produced a cargo 
tank video in FY 1988 designed to be used for 
both instructional and informational purposes. It
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illustrates the various types o f defects relating to 
cargo tanks and identifies ways to detect them.

> In FY 1.988, State inspectors participate d in a nation­
al tire pressure study to determine whether motor 
carriers were using tires which were improperly in- 
tlatcd.

> Idaho also participated in special vehicle inspections 
to determine the extent of compliance by motor car­
riers with the front wheel brake requirement.

> Idaho has also been selected as a test State for the 
SAFETYNET accident module. Once in place, this 
module will allow the FHWA and the states to 
analyze the interrelationships between vehicle in­
spections and accidents, as well as improve the 
quality and completeness of the data.

> In FY 1988, Idaho was granted discretionary 
money to conduct another CDL enforcement 
project similar to that conducted in 1987. During 
the project, which lasted from April through 
August 1988, over 8,600 drivers were contacted to 
determine their compliance with the CDL re­
quirements. Once again, the State produced a 
videotape detailing the numbers o f the effort. 
Comparisons between the sta tis tica l data 
gathered during the 1987 effort and those com­
piled in 1988 indicated a downward trend in 
drivers operating with multiple licenses. A l­
though multiple-licensed drivers appear to be 
decreasing, the percentage of drivers operating 
on suspended or revoked permits is showing an 
upward trend.

I l l i n o i s

> Using MCSAP funds, the State o f Illinois purchased 
and equipped two mobile vans equipped with com­
puter terminals which allow State inspectors to ac­
cess driving record information from inspection 
sites.

> The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) 
and the Illinois State Police (ISP) jointly operate a 
specialized hazardous m ateria l enforcement 
program. The ISP is responsible for conducting HM 
roadside inspections and the IDOT is responsible for 
the enforcement actions resulting from violations 
discovered during the inspections. Through this 
program, Illinois completes 40,000-50,000 HM  in­
spections per year.

> The EDOT also provides in-depth HM training to 
States requesting it. The training is 2 weeks in dura­
tion and involves enforcement o f the HM  regula­
tions. Since the inception o f the MCSAP, this course 
has been given to five different States.

> The State o f Illinois initiated a covert drug enfor­
cement project in July 1987. This project was 
funded with MCSAP monies and involved two 
State enforcement officers posing as truck 
drivers, with two additional officers providing sur­
veillance and back-up. The project was aimed at 
truck drivers and others involved in the buying 
and selling o f illegal narcotics at truck stops. This 
detail lasted approximately 6 weeks. Overall, 12 
arrests were made for either delivery or posses­
sion o f controlled substances and cannabis. The 
project was reauthorized and expanded in FY
1988.

> In FY 1988 State inspectors participated in a na­
tional tire pressure study to determine whether 
motor carriers were using improperly inflated 
tires.

Indiana
> The Indiana State Police (ISP) initiated a driver 
vehicle inspection project that involves members of 
the Indiana M otor Truck Association (IMTA). 
Every quarter, members o f the IM TA participate in 
actual roadside inspections with an ISP officer. This 
program has increased industry support for the 
MCSAP inspection effort and has provided useful

information to participants on out-of-service 
criteria and inspection procedures.

> Indiana is currently testing an MIS data input sys­
tem for inspection reports using a form reader. It 
is anticipated Indiana will be able to eliminate two 
data input clerk positions by using the form
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reader. A demonstration will be conducted at the 
1988 Fall CVSA meeting.

> Indiana entered into an agreement with the FHWA 
in August 1988 to conduct a special project involv­
ing the use of illegal drugs by commercial vehicle 
drivers. This effort concentrated on identifying and 
taking appropriate enforcement action against 
drivers selling, using or possessing illegal drugs.

> In August 1988, the Indiana State Police, Motor Car­
rie r Section, began publication o f a quarterly

I o w a

> As a follow-up to the Mississippi River commercial 
driver’s license check in FY 1987, the Iowa Depart­
ment of Public Safety conducted a 50-State NLETS 
license check on 1,001 truck and bus drivers. Seven-

K a n s a s

> In Ap ril 1988, the State o f Kansas participated in a 
jo in t Federal/State safety review strike force in the 
Wichita metro area. The project involved 17 Kansas 
Highway Patrol troopers, 3 Kansas Corporation 
Comm ission o ffice rs and 16 Federa l safety 
specialists. This effort provided the State personnel

K e n t u c k y

> In Ap ril 1988, the State o f Kentucky participated in 
a random sampling inspection project sponsored by 
the CVSA Region n. State enforcement officers in­
spected commercial vehicles using the standard 
sampling method approved by the FHWA.

L o u i s i a n a

> During 1987, the Louisiana State Police, in conjunc­
tion with the Louisiana Motor Transport Associa­
tion, conducted numerous seminars throughout the

M a i n e

> In FY 1988, Maine enforcement officers par­
ticipated in the FHWA Region 1 random sampling 
project, using the Kittery inspection facility. A  total 
o f 53 commercial vehicles were inspected and 35

newsletter. The newsletter, entitled T h e 0 
News," is used to improve communications be­
tween headquarters and Held personnel regard­
ing motor carrier issues.

> During March and again in September of 1988, 
Indiana conducted a project designed to deter­
mine the degree of compliance with the new front 
wheel brake requirements. The results show that 
the degree of non-compliance decreased from 4.1 
percent to 0.5 percent in this period.

ty-five drivers with multiple licenses and 25 
drivers opei ating with suspended licenses were 
discovered and follow-up action was initiated.

with on-the-job SR-1 training and significantly 
reduced the number o f unrated interstate carriers 
in the Wichita area. A  total o f 91 SR-ls were con­
ducted, along with 5 CR-ls. As a result, 5 enfor­
cement actions were taken.

> In June 1987, Kentucky began participating in a 
project to design and test a SAFETYNET data 
input system based on a multi-user configuration. 
This configuration is being designed to accom­
modate the large number o f States whose high 
volume o f data requires input of inspection and 
accident data from more than one workstation.

State on the Federal M otor Carrie r Safety 
Regulations. These seminars were funded 
through the MCSAP.

(68%) were placed out-of-service. The majority 
o f the vehicle defects discovered were brake-re­
lated.
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M a r y l a n d

> In FY 1987, Maryland participated in a joint 
Federal/State 72-hour random sampling road check 
with the States of Pennsylvania and Virginia. The 
State personnel conducted driver-only inspections 
while the Federal personnel conducted random 
driver/vehicle inspections. Maryland officers con­
ducted 9,257 driver-only inspections resulting in 
1,418 violations and .125 drivers licing placed out-of- 
service.

> M ary land also published a "Trucking in 
Maryland’ manual advising members of the in- 
dust ryof State and Federal trucking safely regula­
tions. The guide provides contact numbers for 
those needing assistance in the areas of licensing, 
l>crmits, etc.

M a s s a c h u s e t t s

> In die first quarter o f FY 1988, the Stale participated 
in a random sampling inspection project along with 
the remaining Region 1 States. Slate enforcement 
officers inspected 121 vehicles and placed 49 out-of- 
service.

> Massachusetts State Police conducted a second road 
check on March 16, 1988, using the approved ran­

dom selection criteria. Selection of vehicles 
deviated from the random process only when an 
obvious out-of-scrvicc defect was noted. During 
this check, a total o f 58 inspections were con­
ducted resulting in 12 commercial vehicles and 7 
drivers being placed out-of-servicc. A total of 82 
violations of the safety regulat ions and hazardous 
materials regulations were discovered.

Michiran
> The Stale o f Michigan, in conjunction with the 
FHWA, has produced a video entitled "Sharing the 
Road." The video depicts the Federal/State partner­
ship and the cooperative effort which exists between 
the MCSAP and the CVSA.

> A Specialized Transportation Enforcement Team 
has been created by the Department o f State Police. 
I t is responsible for conducting inspections at other 
than fixed facilities. These include special bus in­
spection efforts and strike force-typc activities.

> In FY 1987, Michigan received approval to conduct 
a pilot program using State Police Troopers to con­
duct commercial vehicle driver-only inspections and 
walk-around inspections o f drivers and vehicles. The 
project involved taking non-MCSAP troopers, 
providing them training in the applicable inspection 
procedure, and allowing them to conduct inspections 
in conjunction with their normal patrol duties. The 
purpose was to determine i f the inspections con­
ducted by non-MCSAP road troopers would be 
beneficial to the program and cost-effective. Com­
parisons between the results o f the inspections con­
ducted by the non-MCSAP troopers against those 
conduct ed by the motor carrier division (MCD) 
troopers indicated that non-MCSAP troopers were 
conducting high-quality inspections and were find­

ing both driver and vehicle violations at rates 
above those found by the MCD troopers. Results 
of cost estimates for these inspections also proved 
successful. The rates for both the driver-only and 
walk-around inspections appeared to be 
reasonable considering the number of defects 
detected. The evaluation o f this project estab­
lished a basis for continuing this activity in 
Michigan.

> During FY 1988, Michigan began developing an 
officer exchange program. This involves State 
MCSAP officers conducting activities at out-of- 
state locations with the local State MCSAP of­
ficers. The program is intended to demonstrate 
the uniformity of the MCSAP and provide an op­
portunity for inspectors to observe how other

• States operate their programs. The initial ex­
change involved two Michigan MCSAP inspec­
tors visiting the State of Minnesota.

> Also during FY 1988 the State o f Michigan com­
pleted a Commercial Driver and Vehicle Safety 
Inspection T ra in in g Package designed to 
promote increased uniformity .in the training of 
State inspectors. The State developed and 
p; need the package in coordination with the

VA and the CVSA. The training package in-
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eluded manuals, videotapes, and slides stressing con­
sistency and uniformity while allowing lo r flexibility 
to accommodate special state/provincial require­
ments. Over 200 copies o f the training package have 
been distributed to States and Territories, Canadian 
Provinces, FHWA Regional and Divisional offices, 
and the headquarters of the CVSA and the FHWA.

M i n n e s o t a

> The State of Minnesota initiated a driver-only in­
spection program under MCSAP in August 1987 
designed to address a number of safely-related ob­
jectives. Drive re provided with information on 
the CDL requu .is and related penalties for pos­
sessing more than one license. They were also af­
forded an opportunity to turn in extra licenses at the 
inspection site and receive receipts indicating that 
the licensc(s) had actually been surrendered to the 
proper authorities. The inspection procedure u til­
ized in this project included a cursory check of the 
interior o f the cab with special attention devoted to 
any evidence of alcohol, drugs, or firearms. This 
project focused primarily on interstate operators, 
and proved to be successful. Many violations were 
discovered during the course o f the program, and 
many drivers considered to pose safety risks were 
removed from the road. The violations discovered 
included weapons violations, possession o f illegal 
drugs, possession o f alcohol, and operating a motor

M i s s i s s i p p i

> State officers participated in the October 1987 Mis­
sissippi River CDL check with nine additional States. 
The activity was coordinated by the FHWA, and was

M i s s o u r i

> In FY 1988, the Missouri Department o f Natural 
Resources submitted a proposal to sample hazard­
ous waste shipments to verily the hazardous waste 
transported and to check compliance with the 
Federal Hazardous Materia ls Regulations. 30 
samples were taken during inspections, resulting in 
17 vehicles being placed out-of-service for violations 
of the FHMRs. Seventeen arrests also resulted from 
this effort.

> The lead agency administering the MCSAP b  Mis­
souri is the Missouri Department o f Public Safety 
(MDPS). Currently there are five additional agen­
cies participaUng b  the enforcement plan: The Mis­

> Michigan is in the process of coordinating a study 
to determine compliance with the oul-of-service 
notices issued by inspectors. The study was in­
itialed because of concerns that commercial 
vehicles may be leaving inspection sites without 
correcting these violations.

vehicle on a suspended or revoked license. A p­
proximately 11.8 percent of the drivers were 
found to possess cither suspended, revoked or 
multiple licenses.

> In FY 1988, the Minnesota Department of 
Transportation began parlicipatbg in quarterly 
safety review strike forces with the Federal field 
safety specialists. These efforts arc one week in 
duration and normally bvoh between 8 and 15 
personnel. The 1988 first aac second quarter 
projects have resulted in approximately 130 SR- 
ls bebg completed.

> The State of Mbnesota is currently implcmcnt- 
b g a multi-user SAFETYNET system. The sys­
tem uses multiple data input termbals that will 
merge data into a primary processor for upload­
ing to Washington, D.C.

educational b  nature. Overall, 23,699 drivers 
were contacted during the check, and 70 volun­
tarily surrendered multiple licenses.

souri State Highway Patrol; the Missouri Division 
o f Transportation; the Missouri Department of 
Natural Resources; the St. Louis Metropolitan 
Police Department; and the Kansas City Police 
Department. W ith the MDPS actbg primarily as 
an administrative agency, the subgrantee agen­
cies are given the responsibility for carrybg out 
the activities b  the SEP.

> The Kansas City Police Department conducts 
roadside driver/vehicle inspections at varying 
locations throughout the city on a rovbg basis. 
Municipal and state traffic citations for unsafe 
motor vehicles are the normal enforcement ac-
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lions taken. A minor part o f the Department’s invol­
vement in the program is the investigation of serious 
or fatal accidents involving commercial vehicles. 
Currently four officers arc assigned to MCSA? ac­
tivities on a full-time basis.

> One full-time officer and nine secondary employ­
ment officers are currently working on MCSAP ac­
tiv ities for the St. Louis Metropo litan Police 
Department. As a subgrantce agency, the Depart­
ment conducts commercial vehicle inspectioas at

M o n t a n a

> During FY 1986, the State o f Montana began a pilot 
project using a "short-form" for abbreviated driver 
inspections. The inspection procedure was 
developed to look at driver qualifications only, un­
less an obvious safety defect was spotted on the 
vehicle. It became evident that many vehicles had 
passed a National Uniform Vehicle Inspection by 
the issuance and display of CVSA quarterly stickers. 
A t the same time, it was recognized that many car­
riers throughout the U.S. and Canada do not keep 
the same drivers on assigned vehicles, therefore 
many drivers were not being checked for qualifica­
tion. The Slate agreed to pilot the program and 
record and repo rt the in fo rm a tion gathered 
separately. During FY 1986, the State performed 
13,773 short-form inspections, resulting in 1,600 
(11.5%) drivers and 210 (1.5%) vehicles being 
placed out-of-service. As a result of this project, the

N e b r a s k a

> In F Y 1988, Nebraska, b  conjunction with the States 
o f Kansas, Iowa, and Missouri, participated b  a 
program to ensure front wheel brakes were installed 
and operative on commercial motor vehicles. Ran­
dom samplbg techniques were used to obtab the

N e v a d a

> In its first year of implementation, Nevada pur­
chased a 33-foot motor home and remodeled the b- 
terior for use as a mobile communications center 
(MCC). The vehicle was used at various remote b- 
spcction facilities and provided the inspectors with 
working space for inspection and citation paper­
work. The mobile communications center also gave 
the officers access to Nevada Highway Patrol com­
puters, as well as those of other law enforcement 
agencies. In 1987, two additional mobile units were 
purchased.

stationary check points set up around the city. 
"Off-peak" hours inspections are also conducted 
in the metro area using teams of two officers for 
safety considerations. During 1987 the Depart­
ment obtained, through MCSAP, a mobile data 
terminal for use b  the officers’ vehicles. Drivers 
not qualified due to suspended or revoked licen­
ses have been apprehended based on the infor­
mation received from motor vehicle records 
accessed by the mobile data terminal.

FHWA in conjunction with the CVSA adopted 
the four levels of inspections.

> The Montana M o to r C a rr ie r Association 
(MMCA) and the Montana Highway Patrol 
(MHP) jo b tly  operate a safety trailer which is 
used regularly at state fairs and at "free coffee" 
stops during holidays to emphasize highway 
safety. The trailer is equipped with videocassette 
recorders which are used to show videotapes on 
vehicle safety and commercial vehicle safety b- 
spection procedures. While the safety trailer is set 
up at rest areas and can be visited by all types of 
motorists, it is primarily aimed at the commercial 
vehicle driver. Safety demonstrations are given by 
the MMCA and the MHP and safety brochures 
are supplied for bformational purposes for those 
bterestcd.

percentage o f vehicles that were not in com­
pliance with the front wheel brake requirements. 
O f the 549 vehicles inspected, 16 (2.9%) o f the 
commercial motor vehicles did not have the 
newly-required brakes operative or installed.

> Nevada also developed the computer capability 
that allows a sbgle bqu iry of a driver to be 
directed to all 50 states through the NLETS. Prior 
to the implementation of this system, driver b- 
quiries were entered 50 times to check all o f the 
States. Drivers having multiple, suspended or 
revoked licenses, or otherwise questionable 
records in other States are detected and 
prevented from attaining another license. The 
MCC utilizes this system to perform 50-state 
license checks from inspection sites. As a result
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revoked licenses, or otherwise questionable records 
in other States arc detected and prevented from at­
taining another license. The MCC utilizes this sys­
tem to perform 50-state license checks from 
inspection sites. As a result o f this capability, Nevada 
has entered into another contract with the FHWA. 
Under this contract Nevada has agreed to run 50- 
state driver's license checks on drivers selected by 
the FHWA and based on information obtained 
during special CDL enforcement efforts or on 
drivers involved in selected accidents.

N e w  H a m p s h i r e

> State MCSAP inspectors are being trained on dif­
ferent commercial vehicle components by the 
manufacturers of these components. W ith a better 
understanding o f vehicle component design and 
function, enforcement officers can more easily

N e w  J e r s e y

> On December 16,1987, the State of New Jersey par­
ticipated b  the Regional random samplbg project. 
While the rest o f the partidpatbg States focused 
primarily on commercial trucks, New Jersey in­
spected commercial buses along with trucks. A  ran­
dom inspection of buses resulted b  31 (18.5%) of 
167 bebg placed out-of-service. Enforcement of-

N e w  M e x i c o

> The State of New Mexico has participated b  the 
development phase o f MCSAP for three years. I t v ill 
enter the implementation phase b  FY 1989.

N e w  Y o r k

> On July 8-9, 1987, a jo b t Federal/State inspection 
effort aimed at U.S. Postal Service contract carriers 
was undertaken b  Albany. Two Federal inspectors 
and four State officers participated b  the check, 
which took place at the mab postal facility b  the 
city. The inspection team was provided with a list of 
arrival times by the U.S Postal Service, and the b- 
spection hours were scheduled accordbgly. During 
the check, 32 vehicles were inspected and 17 were 
placed out-of-servicc.

> A  similar activity agab aimed at U.S. mail carriers 
was conducted b  Syracuse on July 15-16,1987. In­

> State officers have also hrld sp“cnl lo-dsi t -. r. 
spcctions o f loaded buses traveling to to iirv i 
areas. The bspcctions are normally conducted bv 
three inspectors. Two of the State officers inspi. i 
the bus, while the third officer enters the bus and 
explains the purpose of the inspection and the in 
tercst that the State of Nevada has in commercial 
vehicle safety.

analyze and detect safety problems in the com­
ponent systems. A greater understanding of thece 
components also helps the inspectors to explain 
the problem to the driver and to company rrpre 
sentativcs.

ficers also checked 203 trucks and placed 45 
(22%) out-of-service.

> New Jersey’s MCSAP provides for a special cm  
phasis on commercial bus inspections. In FY 1987 
the State conducted 5,789 bus bspections. Thi- 
represents 35.1 percent of the M CSAP bus in­
spections t onducted nationally.

volved b  this activity were eight State offircrs ar.d 
two Federal Inspectors. The contract mail < - 
riers were checked as they arrived at the n  *:- 
postal facility in Syracuse. In the time spent a t: hf. 
facility, the inspectors checked 30 trucks and 
placed 11 out-of-service.

> Nassau and Suffolk counties are cu rren t ly  jr. 
volved b  enforcing motor carrier safety regula 
tions in coord ina tion w ith the New York 
Department o f Transportation. The counties 
have a total o f six officers worldng b  motor car-
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N o r t h  C a r o l i n a

> North Carolina was one of the first states involved 
in the testing o f the SAFETYNET system. This in­
volved testing a system that used the state mainframe 
computer.

> In 1987, North Carolina officers participated in a 3- 
day truck show in Charlotte. The officers distributed 
in fo rm a tio n a l pamphle ts. State inspecto rs 
demonstrated the standard driver vehicle inspection 
procedure.

N o r t h  D a k o t a

> To be fully rost-effective with MCSAP-awardcd 
monies, the State o f North Dakota has employed 
part-time personnel to conduct inspection activities. 
Part-time employees have been utilized because 
commercial vehicle inspections can be conducted

N o r t h e r n  M a r i a n a s

> The Territory o f Northern Marianas has not par­
ticipated in the program since its inception in 1984.

O h i o

> During FY 1987, the Public Utilities Commission of 
Ohio (PUCO) implemented a unique program of is­
suing "report cards" to motor carriers. Each quarter 
the PUCO sends almost 13,000 computer printouts 
to motor carriers listing the results of all inspection 
activities involving each company's trucks. Since the 
program’s inception one year ago, approximately 
3,000 letters have been received from motor carriers 
supporting the PUCO’s unique report card system.

> Alsr . ing FY 1987, the PUCO published and dis-
♦r i  the "Ohio M otor Carrier Safety Rules

bool:" to ca rr ie rs th roughou t Ohio to 
fam iliarize them with the State’s motor carrier

O k l a h o m a

> Oklahoma entered the implementation phase of 
MCSAP in FY 1988, following the passage of the 
Oklahoma Motor Carrier Safety and Hazardous 
Materials Transportation Act. The Department o f 
Public Safety (DPS) initiated commercial vehicle in­
spections on a lim ited basis in October 1987. The in-

> During FY 1988, the State conducted a mass mail­
ing to over 55,000 motor carriers domiciled in the 
state. The letters advised them of the motor car­
rier safety regulations adopted by the State and 
explained the Commercial Motor Vehicle Safety 
Act o f 1986. The letter also provided an explana­
tion o f the penalty provisions for noncompliancc 
with the regulations. The MCSAP provided 
$13,600 for the costs o f labor and materials o f the 
project.

during only the warmer, spring and summer 
months. Just recently, the State requested fu ll­
time positions for its expanding program as it 
gears up to conduct terminal safety reviews.

regulations. Special efforts were made to dis­
tribute these books to private intrastate carriers 
that were recently included by legislation under 
the motor carrier safety regulations.

> Ohio is in the process o f creating an HM  com­
pliance division within the PUCO. This division 
will be modeled after Illinois’ HM program and 
w ill involve inspection of HM  vehicles, safety 
reviews of HM  shippers, and the implementation 
o f civil forfeiture procedures. Approximately five 
full-time personnel wall be dedicated to this ef­
fort.

spection and enforcement activities were imple­
mented under a warning program until the agen­
cy assured, itself that carriers subject to the 
regulations were sufficiently educated as to the 
requirements o f the law. In an effort to ensure 
that educational opportunities were available to
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the motor carriers, the DPS, along with the Federal 
field staff, conducted a series of informational semi­
nars in cooperation with the Oklahoma State 
Department o f Technical Education.

O r e g o n

> In October 1985, the Oregon Public Utility Commis­
sion (OPUC), n  conjunction with the Washington 
Utilities and Transportation Commission (WUTC), 
conducted a 72-hour driver’s hours-of-service road 
check. State personnel from the OPUC were located 
at the Ashland and Klamath Falls ports of entry.

> In September 1987, the State of Oregon participated 
in a 72-consecutivc hour road check with nine 
western States and three Canadian Provinces in 
region IV o f the CVSA.

> Using MCSAP funds, Oregon conducted a HM  flow 
study, the results o f which indicated approximately 
six percent o f the trucks traveling in and through the 
State transport hazardous material.

> In FY 1988, the State contracted with the University 
of Oregon to review its motor carrier safety data sys­
tem, The objective was to determine the confidence 
level associated with the safety data system and the

P e n n s y l v a n i a

> The Commonwealth o f Pennsylvania participated in 
a jo in t State/federal random sampling roadside 
project in A p ril 1987. State enforcement officers 
conducted 2,248 driver-only inspections and placed 
84 drivers out-of-service. The estimated cost in­
curred under the MCSAP for the State was $7,100.

> Using MCSAP monies, the Commonwealth o f Pen­
nsylvania developed a trucker’s map for distribution

P u e r t o  R i c o

> In FY 1987, Puerto Rico MCSAP officials, in coor­
dination with Research and Special Programs Ad­
ministration (RSPA) representatives, participated 
in an investigation ot unauthorized DOT cylinders 
on the Island. Territory involvement in the investiga-

> Oklahoma is currently developing a civil forfei 
turc enforcement procedure. A MCSAP funded 
attorney is working full-time developing the 
program. The new procedure was expected to be 
fully operational by October 1988.

review and derivation of a multivariate index of 
safety associated with carriers operating in and 
through Oregon. The University’s results indi­
cated that based on driver/vehicle inspection data 
maintained by the State, (hose carriers that will 
have accidents can be predicted with 79 percent 
accuracy. They also learned they can predict, wit h 
a 64 percent accuracy rale, those carriers that will 
have accidents using "non-safety" indicators such 
as noncompliance with registration requirements 
and ovcrsize/overwcight regulations.

> Three local agencies in the State o f Oregon are 
currently participating in the MCSAP. The coun­
ties of Washington and Multnomah and the city 
or Portland conduct vehicle inspections under the 
MCSAP. Washington County currently has four 
inspectors tra ined to conduct inspections. 
Multnomah County and the City o f Portland have 
nine trained inspectors, During FY 1987 these 
agencies conducted 6,843 inspections.

to commercial drivers. In addition to providing 
the basic information on the safety regulations in 
the State, the map contains items such as desig­
nated access routes, hazardous material restric­
tions, geometric constraints such as steep grades 
and dangerous curves, and other highway fea­
tures related to safety.

tion included public hearings and inspections of 
fa c ilit ie s and conta iners. The Hazardous 
Materials Enforcement Division o f RSPA also 
requested the MCSAP officers’ assistance in a 
follow-up investigation.
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R h o d e  I s l a n d

> The Rhode Island Stale Police, Commercial Vehicle 
Enforcement Unit (CVEU), conducted a 24-hour 
special pr ojcct on August 18-19,1987, concentrating 
on the CDL regulation. During the course of the 
project, 271 drivers were checked on the NLETS for 
multiple licenses. Through this check, 97 drivers 
were discovered to have two or more licenses.

> The CVEU also participated in the Northeast In­
ternational Road Check in late August, 1987. The 
CVEU ran 66 driver checks on the NLETS, again 
checking for multiple licenses. In this project, 24 
drivers were discovered to l>e in violation. Rhode 
Island, through the State Police CVEU, was the 
only State to check every driver through NLETS.

S o u t h  C a r o l i n a

> The State of South Carolina continues to participate 
in an industry awareness campaign by conducting 
seminars for groups and associations interested and 
involved in motor carrier operations. State officials 
discuss the safety regulations and stress the ap­
plicability of the requirements.

> South Carolina also participated in the 1987 
Southern Truck Show in Charlotte, North 
Carolina with North Carolina, Virginia, and West 
Virginia enforcement officers. South Carolina in­
spectors assisted the North Carolina enforcement 
o ff ic e rs in d em on s tra tin g the standard 
driver/vehicle inspection procedure.

S o u t h  D a k o t a

> South Dakota participated in the development phase 
o f the program in FY 1984 and 1985. Since that time, 
it has not participated in MCSAP.

T e n n e s s e e

> The State has conducted jo in t roadside driver vehicle 
inspections with the State o f Kentucky at the Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky line on Interstate 75.

> The lead agency has also increased its authority over 
drug and alcohol activities by enacting new legisla­
tion. In FY 1987, enforcement officers from Ten­
nessee com p le ted 300 drug cases and 443 
alcobol-related cases against commercial drivers.

Currently, the State is checking for evidence o f al­
cohol or drugs in the cab o f every commercial 
vehicle it inspects.

> In 1987, Tennessee participated in a special in­
spection effort designed to determine compliance 
with the new front wheel brake requirement o f 
the FMCSRs.

T e x a s

> The Texas Departmert o f Public Safety (DPS) par­
ticipated in two truck shows in conjunction with the 
Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance (CVSA) and 
the FHWA OMC by having a booth where vehicle 
inspections were demonstrated. These demonstra­
tions, conducted by State DPS personnel and funded 
by the MCSAP, provided education and technical as­
sistance to members o f the industry.

> Although Texas was involved in the program in 
the early part o f FY 1988, legislative problems 
forced the State to withdraw on May24,1988. The 
State w ill again be eligible for participation in the 
implementation phase o f MCSAP in FY’ 1989.
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U t a h

> In FY 1987, the State of Utah began a pilot project 
on SR-ls following the Federal procedures. The 
State’s program has always included safety manage­
ment audits along with driver vehicle inspections; 
however, the pilot project was the first of its kind 
among the States involved in the implementation 
phase o f MCSAP. A t the start, the State had 10 en­
forcement officers trained in the Federal proce­
dures. Presently, 14 State officers are trained in the 
process and capable o f performing SR-ls. This

V e r m o n t

> The State of Vermont pai acipated as a development 
state in FY 1985, but did not reenter the program 
again until 1988. During 1988, the State experienced 
problems obtaining the necessary State funds for the 
program and, therefore, did not initiate an effective

V i r g i n  I s l a n d s

> The Virgin Islands participated in the development 
phase o f the program in FY 1985 through 1987. It 
did not participate in the MCSAP in FY 1988.

V i r g i n i a

> Virgin ia participated in a jo in t Federal/State ran­
dom sampling effort in Ap ril 1987. Along with the 
States o f Maryland and Pennsylvania, Virginia en­
forcement officials conducted driver-only inspec­
tions while the Federal officers performed random 
driver/vehicle inspections. Virginia expended 904 
man-hours during the project and incurred es­
timated costs o f $15,576 under the MCSAP.

> State enforcement officers also participated in the 
international roadcheck conducted in May 1988 in­
volving 19 Northeastern States and two Canadian 
Provinces. Overall, 6,203 vehicles were checked and 
2,459 were placed out-of-service during the check.

> Virgin ia also conducts between four and six con­
centrated roadchecks annually. Involvijd in these 
checks are members o f the State drug teams, 
MCSAP officers, Division o f Motor Vehicles inves­
tigators, and other State personnel. During these 
checks, the State personnel concentrate on drivers 
opera ting on suspended or revoked licenses,

program hrs paved the way for other States to 
pursue similar safety activity.

> Utah, in coordination with the FHWA, has 
developed and published a MCSAP quarterly 
newsletter. The newsletter, called the “MCSAP 
Highlighter," contains safety issues relating to the 
MCSAP. The publication promotes motor carrier 
safety and increases the exchange o f information 
among the States.

commercial vehicle safety program. These 
problems have been resolved and the State will 
implement a vehicle inspection program in FY-
1989.

evidence o f drugs and operators under the in­
fluence of drugs or alcohol, and unsafe commer­
cial vehicles.

> Although not funded by MCSAP monies, Fairfax 
County in Northern Virginia operates a motor 
carrier safety unit within the County Police. Fair­
fax County’s unit was first implemented in August 
1985, with a part-time staff o f 21 vehicle inspec­
tors operating on a rotating basis. The program 
continued as a part-time effort until 1987 when it 
became a full-time safety program. The County 
has received driver/vehicle inspection training

. from the Transportation Safety Institute as well 
as from the Regional and Divisional FHWA field 
staff. In addition to conducting driver vehicle in­
spections in accordance with national standards, 
the unit conducts informational classes at motor 
maintenance facilities located in the County. 
Meetings with industry associations and motor 
carriers are also held every 2 months to promote 
an exchange o f information concerning commer­
cial motor vehicle safety.
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W a s h i n g t o n

> Two p a r tic ip a t in g  MCSAP agencies, the 
Washington State Patro l and the Washington 
U tilities and Transportation Commission, par­
ticipated in a jo in t Washington/Oregon hours-of- 
service check in FY 1986. Overall, approximately 40 
State officers participated in the 72-hour check 
aimed at drivers and their hours o f service. Current­
ly the State of Washington is developing and testing 
the SAJFETYNET census matching module. The 
module w ill allow all participating States to append 
the Federal motor carrier census number to inspec­
tion and accident data, thereby providing the

W e s t  V i r g i n i a

> MCSAP inspectors from West Virginia participated 
in the Southern Truck Show in Charlotte, North 
Carolina in May 1987, along with inspectors from 
Virginia, South Carolina, and North Carolina. The 
show ran from April 30 to May 2, and drew a large 
number o f interested people. The DOT/CVSA 
promotional/informational display was utilized and

capability to generate national carrier profiles 
and other pertinent national statistics.

> State MCSAP Commercial Vehicle Enforcement 
Officer Richard Campbell recently began a one- 
year assignment with the State Programs Division 
o f the Office of Motor Carrier Safety Field 
Operations, in Washington, D.C. He will be 
working in coordination with FHWA personnel 
on several projects, including the development of 
an Inspection Manual. This one-year detail is 
being,ftmded by MCSAP monies.

the national uniform driver vehicle inspection 
procedure was demonstrated on 01’ Blue, a 1951 
KW Truck. In addition to the demonstration, 
motor carrier safety and hazardous material 
hand-outs were distributed, including a prototype 
o f the Virginia CDL package, which explained 
how to turn in "extra" licenses.

W i s c o n s i n

> In FY 1986, the Wisconsin State Patrol contracted 
w ith the Wisconsin Survey Research Laboratory to 
conduct a scientifically valid random inspection 
project designed to determine the extent of the 
motor carrier safety problem in Wisconsin. The 
results indicated 38 percent o f the vehicles inspected 
had out-of-service violations. Twelve percent of the 
drivers were placed out-of-service.

> As a follow-up to the 1986 project, the State con­
ducted a random sampling inspection project in June 
1988, using tiie same parameters. The results of this 
more recent study indicated 34 percent o f the 
vehicles had out-of-serw*e violations and 15 percent 
o f the drivers were placed out-of-service.

> Wisconsin is implementing a direct data input sys­
tem whereby inspection reports w ill be electroni­
cally processed at inspection locations. This new 
process a llows fo r d ire c t data in pu t to 
SAFETYNET.

> Wisconsin, in conjunction with the Wisconsin 
Motor Carrier Association and the FHWA, par­
ticipated in several seminars throughout the state. 
The purpose was to provide motor carriers with 
information on State and Federal procedures and 
programs in enforcing the motor carrier safety 
regulations.

W y o m i n g

> Wyoming entered the MCSAP as a development 
state in FY 1988. It w ill continue in the development 
phase in FY 1989. The State is currently developing

compatible State motor carrier safety regulations 
required for the implementation phase of the 
MCSAP.
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S A F E T Y N E T
SAFETYNET is a management information system 
provided to the stales by FHWA to assist in monitor­
ing their motor carrier safety programs. It is also an 
important component o f MCSAP sbce it provides an 
automated method for the States to transmit motor 
carrier data to FHWA for btegration b to  the Motor 
Carrie r Management In formation System, the 
repository of nationwide motor carrier data for the 
FHWA’s Office o f Motor Carriers. FHWA can then 
analyze the data on a national basis and provide 
natvonwidc summary information to the States 
through SAFETYNET, as a basis for identifying 
recurring safety problems and plannbg corrective 
measures. A n o th e r im p o r ta n t fu n c tio n  o f 
SAFETYNET b  the future will be its use b  deter- 
m inbg program effectiveness at the Federal as well 
as the State level.

Prior to MCSAP, Federal safety bvestigators and 
motor carriers were solely responsible for providbg 
motor carrier safety information to the FHWA. With 
MCSAP funding, States are now fu ll partners and are 
also providbg motor carrier safety data to FHWA.

In 1986, the States began implementbg the FHWA- 
developed SAFETYNET. SAFETYNET is designed 
to support MCSAP by allowing the safety perfor­
mance o f bterstate and btrastate commercial motor 
carrie rs to be monitored. The SAFETYNET 
hardware consists o f at least one microcomputer b  
each participating State and a mainframe computer 
located b  US DOT headquarters b  Washbgton, 
DC. SAFETYNET software for microcomputers is 
developed and mabtabed for the States by FHWA.

Initia lly, SAFETYNET provided an automated 
method for the States to transmit only roadside b- 
spection data to FHW A fo r in tegra tion w ith 
FHWA’s Motor Carrier Management Information 
System (MCMIS). A  majority o f the States have the 
initial SAFETYNET system installed and w ill soon 
be bputting accident and other safety data and trans- 
m ittbg it to FHWA.

The OMC is developbg SAFETYNET b  modular 
form; that is, the system may be expanded to bdude 
additional bformation modules as the scope and re­
quirements o f MCSAP and the motor carrier 
transpo rta tion program are broadened. The 
development is b  a three-phase approach. The 
phases o f SAFETYNET, as they are currently en­
visioned, bclude the following functional and sup­
port modules:

P h a s e  I___________________________
1. The Roadside Inspection module,
2. The Accident module,
3. The Census module,

P h a se  II_____________________ __
4. The Report Generation module,
5. The Message and File Transfer module,
6. The Safety/Compliance Monitoring module,

P h a s e  HI__________________________
7. The Enforcement module,
8. The Driver module.

The first module developed was the Roadside In­
spection module. This module allows States to 
en te r roads ide in spec tio n data in to the 
SAFETYNET system. This data bcludes carrier 
information; inspection information; driver infor­
mation; and State-specific bformation.

Periodically, State personnel transmit data to the 
US DOT central mainframe from State inspection 
reports pe rtabbg to bterstate carriers and haz­
ardous materials shippers. This data is btegrated 
b to the MCMIS with the data from the rest o f the 
Nation. This allows States to manage their own lo­
cally-generated databases as well as participate b  
the national database (MCMIS) managed by 
FHWA.

The other two Phase I modules are under develop­
ment and are scheduled to be completed by Oc­
tober 1988.

The Accident module w ill allow FHWA and the 
States to analyze the bterrelationships between 
vehicle inspections and accidents, as well as im­
prove data completeness and accuracy. I t w ill b- 
clude carrier information; accident information; 
reportability data; related informational factors; 
and State-specific information.

The Census module w ill allow the system to as­
sign a unique census number to every motor car­
r ie r fo r w h ich a re p o r t is en te red in to 
SAFETYNET.

The Phase II modules w ill be under contract for 
development by Fall 1988.
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The Phase 111 modules are now under consideration 
as future expansions to the system. These expansions 
are subject to MCSAP priorities.

In May 1988, the FHWA published a document en­
titled "The Motor Carrier Safety Information Net­
w ork (SAFETYNET) Plan." This document 
describes the information system in its current form, 
describes the anticipated final form, and itemizes the 
steps required to reach final form.

As an ongoing project, the SAFETYNET hardware 
configuration is constantly being reviewed to ensure 
that the system meets the needs o f the users while 
maintaining parity with state-of-the-art technology. 
Improvements such as providing options for multi­
user data entry for larger States are being made as 
the opportunities arise.

Various States have been active in assisting with the 
design and deve lopm ent o f SAFETYNET . 
Colorado, Michigan, North Carolina, and Oregon 
participated in the pilot testing o f the Roadside In­
spection module. Washington is participating in the 
testing of the Census module and Idaho and New Jer­
sey w ill be participating in the testing of the Accident 
module. Add itiona lly, Kentucky recently par­
ticipated in a project to determine the feasibility of 
adapting the SAFETYNET inspection module 
software to a Local Area Network environment.

The CVSA has also been an active participant in the 
development of SAFETYNET. In February 1988, a 
CVSA-sponsored SAFETYNET seminar was held 
in Lexington, KY. This was designed to provide in­
formation and instruction to data input operators, 
technical support personnel, and management per­
sonnel on the SAFETYNET system.

Additionally, the CVSA data committee has actively 
assisted the FHW A in the development o f 
SAFETYNET including development of:

- 1. motor carrier safety violation codes;
- 2. hazardous materials violation codes;
- 3. data elements for inspection report forms;
- 4. data elements for the Accident module; and
- 5. a user’s manual.

Because o f the techn ica l complex ity o f the 
SAFETYNET system, the FHWA recognized the 
need to provide technical support to the States. In 
early 1988, the FHWA entered into a 3-year contract 
with Wilson H ill Associates, Inc., to provide techni­
cal assistance to States and FHWA on SAFETYNET

on an as-ncedcd basis. This support will extend 
not only to the Roadside Inspection module, but 
to all future SAFETYNET modules.

Continued effectiveness o f the SAFETYNET sys­
tem is dependent on close coordination and com­
mun ica tion between the FHW A and the 
participating States. FHWA has implemented 
various programs to ensure this coordination and 
communication. They include:

1. Monthly SAFETYNET M eetings
These are held the second Monday of each month 
at OMC Headquarters. Participants include rep­
resentatives from OMC, the CVSA, the MCSAP 
States, and contractors currently working on 
SAFETYNET.

2. Regional Briefings_______________
I f  requested, OMC headquarters staff are avail­
able to answer OMC field and State personnel 
questions concerning SAFETYNET during 
regional meetings.

3. SAFETYNET W o rk sh o p s_________
As previously discussed, CVSA workshops have 
been sponsored to instruct the States on the need 
and uses of SAFETYNET. These workshops will 
continue to be held on an as needed basis.

4. E lectronic Bulletin Board________
In cooperation with the RSPA, the FHWA and 
MCSAP States are using RSPA’s electronic bul­
letin board, the Hazardous Materials Information 
Exchange (HMIX), to relay information on 
SAFETYNET to other States and to FHWA. 
When the message and file transfer module of 
SAFETYNET is completed, it w ill replace the 
HM IX  system for the exchange of information 
and data files.

Coordination between the FHWA and other US 
DOT offices is also important for future develop­
ment of SAFETYNET and to avoid duplication 
o f efforts. FHWA continues to coordinate with 
other US DOT offices, including the NHTSA, the 
RSPA, and the Office o f the Secretary.

Although the development and implementation of 
SAFETYNET were slow during the initial years 
of MCSAP, the last 2 years have shown a marked 
improvement. Currently, 37 States have installed 
SAFETYNET and are able to enter and transmit 
roadside inspection data to FHWA, They include:
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FHWA
R egion Slates

1 Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island
3 Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia
4 Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, North Carolina, South Carolina, Alabama
5 Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin
6 Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas
7 Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska
8 Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, Utah
9 Arizona
10 Idaho, Oregon, Washington

Various O ihcr States are expected to be coming on-line on a case-by-case basis.
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C O M M E R C I A L  V E H I C L E  S A F E T Y  
A L L I A N C E  ( C V S A ) ___________________________
The CVSA is an organization of Slate and provincial 
agencies in Ihc United States and Canada dedicated 
to the improvement of commercial motor vehicle 
safety. The alliance was founded in 1980 and current 
membership includes 46 States and 10 Canadian 
provinces. Associate membership includes various 
in d u s try rep resen ta tives and associations, 
governmental agencies, and private individuals.

The objective of the CVSA and the MCSAP is iden­
tical - to reduce the number and severity of accidents 
and hazardous materials incidents involving com­
mercial motor vehicles by substantially increasing the 
level o f enforcement activity and the likelihood that 
safety defects, driver deficiencies and unsafe carrier 
practices will be detected and corrected.

The MCSAP was designed to function as a 
State/Federal partnership program. However, the 
FHWA recognized that it was impractical to consum­
mate this partnership arrangement without having 
one focal point through which the States could effec­
tively participate in the MCSAP. The CVSA offered 
this focal point. Since the inception of MCSAP, the 
CVSA has been and continues to be an active par­
ticipant in the program. This cooperation between 
FHWA and CVSA has resulted in a variety o f ac­
complishments and joint efforts benefiting a nation­
al m otor carrie r safety effort. Some of these 
accomplishments are described below.

■ Development o f a uniform training curriculum for 
motor carrier safety inspectors. Various CVSA 
committees participated and assisted the State of 
Michigan in the development o f a uniform train­
ing curriculum for motor carrier safety inspectors. 
This project was funded by the MCSAP.

■ Development o f uniform out-of-service criteria. 
In 1984 members of CVSA, State MCSAP agen­
cies, the motor carrier industry, the FHWA, and 
the staff of the TSI convened a meeting to develop 
uniform out-of-service criteria. These criteria 
were developed and incorporated into the MCSAP 
inspection procedure. The CVSA adopted them 
for its member jurisdictions, and the criteria are 
now used universally by all MCSAP participants 
and CVSA jurisd ictions. The out-of-service 
criteria are reviewed annually by the CVSA at its 
Spring and Fall national conferences. Recom­

mended changes are furnished to ill. HW \ 
for final review and appropriate at lion.

■ Coordination of joint inspection and r . i i f o r . . 

mcnt activities. In cooperation with the FHW \ 
the CVSA has coordinated several joint inspct 
tion activities. In May 1988, the CVSA Region 
3 coordinated an international road safety 
check w ith FHWA Region 1 and several 
Canadian governmental agencies. This 3-day 
e ffo rt resu lted in approxim ate ly 10,000 
driver/vehicle inspections. Valuable statistical 
information on the use o f recapped tires on 
steering axles, commercial drivers’ license 
violations, compliance with the front wheel 
brake requirement, and the failure to repair 
out-of-service defects was obtained.

■ Motor Carrier Safety Awareness and Industry 
Education Program. This program is a jo in t ef­
fort by the FHWA, CVSA, and RSPA. The 
project involved the development of a motor 
carrier safety display to be used at trade shows, 
truck shows, and other events. The purpose ot 
the program was to provide information to 
drivers, motor carrier industry personnel, and 
the general public on a variety of motor carrier 
safety issues.

■ Development of the four levels of inspection. In 
1985, the State of Montana pilot tested a "short 
form" inspection procedure for the FHWA 
This involved State MCSAP inspectors con 
ducting other than a fu ll North American Stan­
dard inspection. These inspections were 
conducted wheD circumstances were such that 
a full inspection could not be properly con­
ducted (adverse weather conditions, unsafe 
location, etc.). The effort proved to be very sue 
cessful. State inspectors were able to conduct 
driver-only or walk-around type inspections in 
these instances and verify compliance with cer 
tain sections of the motor carrier safety regula 
tions, thereby increasing the efficiency o f its 
program. The procedure allowed Montana to 
complete significantly more inspections than it 
could have i f only fu ll inspections were 
authorized.

As a result o f Montana’s effort, the FHWA. 
with assistance from the CVSA, developed four
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authorized levels o f inspection. These arc the 
North American Standard (Level I), the walk 
around (Level II), the driver only (Level III), and 
special inspections (Level IV).

■ Uniform ity o f policies and procedures. Because of 
the national scope o f the MCSAP, uniformity has 
become a key objective of the program. This not 
only involves inspection procedures, but such 
items as regulations, training, enforcement proce­
dures, audit procedures, and others. The CVSA 
has contributed significantly to the progress made 
toward the objective. The inspection procedure, 
out-of-scrvice criteria, and inspection training cur­
riculum were all efforts at providing uniformity in 
which the CVSA was active.

Additionally, the CVSA has undertaken an effort 
to study the possibility o f standardisation o f the 
fine structures for motor carrier safety violations. 
A  new CVSA committee has been created to un­
dertake this effort. The CVSA is also in the process 
o f developing qualification criteria for MCSAP 
training instructors. This w ill ensure more uniform 
training throughout the country.

The FHWA views the role o f the CVSA in the 
MCSAP as extremely important, Because o f the

partnership arrangement of the program, the 
CVSA is continually consulted regarding policy Is­
sues, regulatory changes, legislative initiatives, 
and other MCSAP-related items. CVSA input has 
allowed the MCSAP to function as a national 
program and has ensured the uniformity that is so 
essential to the continued success o f MCSAP.

The degree of cooperation between the FHWA 
and the CVSA is demonstrated by the level of par­
ticipation by each organization in the other 
organization’s meetings. Each year the CVSA 
holds two national meetings. The FHWA is an ac­
tive participant in those meetings. FHWA also ac­
tively participates in the CVSA committee 
meetings. In fact, each committee includes two 
FHWA personnel.

The FHWA currently hosts two general conferen­
ces each spring, These conferences are designed 
to provide updated information to States par­
ticipating in the MCSAP and to address issues of 
mutual concern. The CVSA is an active par­
ticipant in these meetings.

The cooperation, coordination, and communica­
tion between the FHWA and CVSA are and con­
tinue to be a key element in ensuring a national 
uniform motor carrier safety program.
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A C C I D E N T  A N A L Y S I S
M ethodology________________________
Accident data for 1984 through 1987 was obtained 
from 19 States selected on their ability to provide the 
necessary information. These States were California, 
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon­
tana, Nebraska, Nevada, New York, Ohio, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin.

Accident and mileage data could not be obtained 
from Kentucky, Nevada, and Montana for 1982. 
However, complete information was received for the 
years 1983 through 1987 for these States and is u til­
ized in this report. Additionally, complete, consistent 
data could not be obtained for 1987 from Iowa, New 
York, and Ohio, thus only the 1982 through 1986 data 
is included for analysis. I t should be noted that the 
fatal and injury accident information received from 
New York and Pennsylvania indicated the total num­
ber of fatalities and injuries resulting from commer­
cial vehicle accidents, not tLe total number of fatal 
and injury accidents involving commercial motor 
vehicles. There are additional areas in which avail­
able data does not precisely correlate from State-to- 
State, such as definitions used to classify accidents, 
and readers should not attempt to compare one 
States’ figures with another. We have tried to develop 
information on trends and have not attempted at this 
time to account for the differences which exist in the 
details of the data collection procedures.

Analysis______________________________
Nebraska and Mississippi entered the implementa­
tion phase of MCSAP in FY 1987. New York entered 
implementation in FY 1986. Wisconsin, Maryland, 
and Indiana entered implementation in FY 1985. A ll 
of the other States evaluated in this report entered 
the implementation phase o f the program in 
FY 1984.

An analysis of the data reveals that the overall com­
mercial vehicle accident rates rose in 9 o f the 19 
States during the year of implementation. The acci­
dent rates decreased in the remaining 10 States 
during the implementation year. Following the im­
plementation year, overall commercial vehicle acci­
dent rates declined in 17 of the 19 States either in the 
succeeding year or the third year o f participation. 
Kentucky and Michigan were the only exceptions. 
Kentucky, after participating in the MCSAP in FY 
1984, withdrew from the Program in FY 1985. In FY 
1986 it reentered the MCSAP and began showing an 
accident rate reduction in FY 1987. Michigan began

showing an accident rate reduction in FY 1987, its 
fourth year of participation.

The analysis also reveals that 15 of the 19 States 
have lower current commercial vehicle accident 
rates than they had the year prior to entering the 
Implementation Phase of MCSAP. A  similar 
trend occurred in the fatal accident rates for the 
States being sampled. In 13 States the latest fatal 
accident rate was lower than the rate in the year 
prior to the MCSAP implementation.

S u m m ary__________________________
The data used to conduct this analysis was the best 
available information. I t is recognized that more 
consistency in reporting of accident information 
and commercial vehicle mileage figures by the 
States would enhance the analysis process, and ef­
forts are underway to achieve this. A  number of 
factors detract from the overall quality o f current 
accident statistics on a national basis, such as the 
lack o f a uniform definition of accident terms and 
uniform reporting requirements by the individual 
States. The data which was used is tabled and 
charted in the Attachment to demonstrate the 
described trends.

More consistency b  reportbg o f accident infor­
mation and commercial vehicle mileage figures by 
the States would enhance the analysis process, and 
efforts are underway to achieve more consistency. 
The implementation of the SAFETYNET acci­
dent module w ill improve the quality and quantity 
o f data used b  this type o f analysis. Additionally, 
efforts have been initiated by the NHTSA and the 
FHWA to standardize certab bformation to be 
obtabed and recorded on all State accident 
reports.

The information used and the analysis completed 
did identify certab trends b  commercial vehicle 
accident rates. The rates as reported show a 
downward trend. Although it is clear that a num­
ber of factors influence this trend, the impact of 
the MCSAP cannot be discounted. Because of the 
broad participation b  the Program, the MCSAP 
has a national impact on accident reduction. A- 
though no direct ’cause/effect" relationship be­
tween MCSAP and accident rates can be proven 
at this time, it is believed '.hat the overall 
downward treud of commercial vehicle accident 
rates can be viewed as an bdicator o f the impact 
and success of the h. ^AP.

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectlvenea* 43



A c c i d e n t  D a t a

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness Accident Data Appendix



AC
CI

DE
NT

 
RA
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C A L I F O R N I A

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 413 4-40 535 494 579 552
Rate .067 .0(58 .074 .066 .073 .063

INJURY Num. 7,975 8,7:51 10,070 10,390 10,863 10,949
Rate 1.292 1.3-48 1.392 1.390 1.363 1.265

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 18,263 19,939 23,071 24,666 26,721 27,234
Rate 2.958 3.072 3.189 3.299 3.354 3.147

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 26,651 29,130 33,676 35,490 38,163 38,735
Rate 4.317 4.4B8 4.656 4.746 4.789 4.476

COMM. MILEAGE(mHI.) 6,173 6,490 7,233 7,477 7,968 8,653

C A L I F O R N I A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

LEGEND 
  RATE

YEEARS
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I D A H O

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 30 42 42 52 59 33
Rato .061 .064 .059 .068 .074 .038

INJURY Num. 580 552 701 685 556 522
Rate .925 .845 .980 .895 .701 .597

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 2,054 1,927 2,449 2,336 1,809 1,685
Rate 3.276 2.951 3.425 3.054 2.281 1.926

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 2,672 2,521 3,192 3,073 2,424 2,240
Rate 4.262 3.861 4.464 4.017 3.057 2.560

COMM. MILEAGE(mlll.) 627 653 715 765 793 075

I D A H O  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

VELARS
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RA

TE
I L L I N O I S

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 101 168 189 192 223 227
Rato .037 .034 .036 .036 .041 .042

INJURY Num. 6.792 6,848 7,699 8,178 8,063 8,894
Rate 1.391 1.376 1.463 1.554 1.480 1.639

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 36.002 36.152 42,052 45,023 43,282 37,687
Rate 7.374 7.265 7.990 8.558 7.945 6.946

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 42.975 43,168 49,940 53,393 51,568 46,808
Rate 8.803 8.675 9.489 10.149 9.465 8.627

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 4,882 4,976 5,263 5,261 5,448 5,426

I L L I N O I S  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

LEGEND 
  RATE

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987
YEA RS

IU .DU'

1 0 .2 9 --
E n t e r e d  M CSAP Im p le m e n t a t i o n

10.06- ■

9 .B 7 --

9.45* ■

9.24* ■

9 .0 3 - -

1*62- •

6.61 - ■

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness Accident Data - 3



I N D I A N A
C A T E G O R Y  1 9 8 2  1 9 8 3  1 9 8 4  1 9 8 5  1 9 8 6  1 9 8 7

FATAL Num. 148 182 159 169 167 184
Rate .082 .097 .081 .077 .069 .062

INJUR’/ Num. 3,135 3,004 3,536 3,719 3,498 3,536
Rate 1.737 1.606 1.795 1.698 1.440 1.199

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 11,637 10,758 13,209 13,662 12,369 12,490
Rate 6.447 5.750 6.705 6.238 5.090 4.235

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 14,920 13,944 16,904 17,550 16,034 16,210
Rate 8.266 7.453 8.581 8.014 6.598 5.497

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 1,805 1,871 1,970 2,190 2,430 2,949

I N D I A N A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS
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C A T E G O R Y 1982

I O W A
1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 70 88 74 64 62 n/a
Rate .028 .035 .028 .027 .026 n/a

INJURY Num. 1,191 1,186 1,143 1,068 974 n/a
Rate .478 .470 .434 .454 .410 n/a

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 3,205 3,000 2,898 2,843 2,603 n/a
Rate 1.287 1.188 1.101 1.210 1.096 n/a

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 4,466 4,274 4,115 3,975 3,639 n/a
Rate 1.793 1.692 1.564 1.691 1.533 n/a

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 2,491 2,526 2,631 2,350 2,374 n/a

I O W A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS
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K E N T U C K Y
C A T E G O R Y  1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. n/a 110 126 116 98 87
Rate n/a .038 .041 .037 .031 .026

INJURY Num. n/a 2,196 2,608 2,608 2,794 2,043
Rate n/a .757 .841 .841 .873 .619

PROP. DAMAGE Num. n/a 9,229 8,462 11,697 12,398 9,522
Rate n/a 3.182 2.730 3.773 3.874 2.885

TOTAL ACCID. Num. n/a 11,535 11,196 14,421 15,290 11,651
Rate n/a 3.978 3.612 4.652 4.778 3.531

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) n/a 2,900 3,100 3,100 3,200 3,300

K E N T U C K Y  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS
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M A R Y L A N D

C A T E G O R Y  1 9 8 2  1 9 8 3  1 9 8 4  1 9 8 5  1 9 8 6  1 9 8 7

FATAL Num. 109 96 107 122 119 104
Rate .044 .035 .038 .040 .036 .030

INJURY Num. 1,251 1,474 1,827 1,857 2,040 1,900
Rate .509 .544 .643 .607 .620 .549

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 6,607 7,490 8,295 8,333 7,481 6,666
Rate 2.686 2.764 2.921 2.723 2.274 1.927

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 7,967 9,060 10,229 10,312 9,640 8,670
Rate 3.239 3.343 3.602 3.370 2.930 2.506

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 2.460 2,710 2,840 3,060 3,290 3,460

M A R Y L A N D  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS
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RA

TE
M I C H I G A N

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 110 131 142 155 152 148
Rate .087 .093 .092 .093 .084 .084

INJURY Num. 3,216 3,442 4,284 4,985 5,392 4,956
Rate 2.554 2.431 2.787 2.990 2.979 2.822

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 10,487 10,790 13,131 16,167 17,867 16,323
Rato 8.330 7.620 8.543 9.698 9.8/1 9.296

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 13,813 14,363 17,557 21,307 23,411 21,427
Rate 10.971 10.143 11.423 12.782 12.934 12.202

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 1,259 1,416 1,537 1,667 1,810 1,756

M I C H I G A N  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS
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RA

TE
M I N N E S O T A

C A T E G O R Y  1 9 8 2  1 9 8 3  1 9 8 4  1 9 8 5  1 9 8 6  1 9 8 7

FATAL Num. 111 93 115 92 90 75
Rate .052 .041 050 .039 .039 .032

INJURY Num. 3,547 3,323 3,170 2,217 1,963 1,714
Rate 1.657 1.457 1.372 .932 .857 .726

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 9,656 8,487 8,452 6,745 5,988 4,879
Rate 4.512 3.722 3.659 2.834 2.615 2.067

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 13,314 11,903 11,737 9,054 8,041 6,668
Rate 6.221 5.221 5.081 3.804 3.511 2.825

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 2,140 2,280 2,310 2,380 2,290 2,360

M I N N E S O T A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS
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M I S S I S S I P P I

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 156 137 157 114 146 108
Rate .071 .060 .065 .044 .056 .034

INJURY Num. 1,365 1,479 1,729 1,413 1,248 1,268
Rate .620 .643 .720 .543 .480 .396

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 3,110 3,442 3,475 2,471 2,156 3,130
Rate 1.414 1.497 1.448 .950 .829 .978

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 4,631 5,058 5,361 3,998 3,515 4,506
Rate 2.105 2.199 2.234 1.538 1.352 1.408

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 2,200 2,300 2,400 2,600 2,600 3,200

1 . 3 5 2
—i-------------- 1-------------- 1------------- 1------------- 1--------------1—

1S82 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987
YEEARS

E n t e r e d  M CSAP Im p le m e n t a t i o n  in 1 9 8 7
2 -2 3 0 - ■ 

2.000- - 

1.BOO- • 

12*23- ■ 

1 .8 0 0 - • 

1 .3 3 5 - • 

1 .4 2 0 - -

M I S S I S S I P P I  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

LEGEND
RATE
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RA

TE

M I S S O U R I
C A T E G O R Y  1 9 8 2  1 9 8 3  1 9 8 4  1 9 8 5  1 9 8 6  1 9 8 7

FATAL Num. 354 338 353 175 234 266
Rate .133 .124 .123 .095 .076 .083

INJURY Num. 9,842 10,061 10,560 9,394 9,304 10,318
Rate 3.699 3.677 3.669 3.169 3.038 3.234

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 30,882 29,334 31,929 39,896 38.457 41,912
Rate 11.605 10.271 11.094 13.460 12.555 13.139

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 41,078 39,733 42,842 49,465 48,013 52,596
Rate 15.437 14.522 14.886 16.689 15.675 16.456

COMM. MILEAGE(mill.) 2,661 2,736 2,878 2,964 3,063 3,190

M I S S O U R I  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS
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RA

TE
M O N T A N A

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. n/a 45 32 35 33 23
Rate n/a .070 .047 .058 .056 .039

INJURY Num. n/a 492 488 401 374 3'4
Rate n/a .763 .712 .659 .637 .536

PROP. DAMAGE Num. n/a 905 1,216 907 795 636
Rate n/a 1.404 1.775 1.490 1.354 1.086

TOTAL ACCID. Num. n/a 1,442 1,656 1,343 1,202 973
Rate n/a 2.238 2.418 2.207 2.046 1.661

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) n/a 644 684 608 587 585

2-2CO- •

2 .1 2 3 - •

1 M O - -

1 .0 5 5 - •

1 .7 2 0 - ■

1 . 6 0 5 -

1.400-*---------------------------------- 1---------------------------------- 1---------------------------------- 1---------------------------------- 1-----------------------------------1-----------------------------

1983 1984 1985 1986 1987
YEA RS

M O N T A N A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

E n te r e d  M CSAP Im p le m e n t a t i o n LEGEND 
  RATE

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectlveneaa Accident Data -12



AC
CI

DE
NT

 
RA

TE
N E B R A S K A

C A T E G O R Y  1 9 8 2  1 9 8 3  1 9 8 4  1 9 8 5  1 9 8 6  1 9 8 7

FATAL Num. 39 35 33 24 28 31
Rate .028 .025 .023 .018 .020 .022

INJURY Num. 505 495 479 436 360 383
Rate .358 .349 .333 .320 .254 .270

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 1,187 1,912 1,799 1,696 1,195 830
Rate .842 1.346 1.250 1.243 .843 .585

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 1,731 2,442 2,311 2,156 1,583 1,244
Rate 1.229 1.720 1.606 1.581 1.117 .876

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 1,409 1,420 1,439 1,364 1,417 1,420

N E B R A S K A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS

MCSAP Acc-on'ijaiiahrn^nt': T rfc rCtlvsness Accident Data - 13



AC
CI

DE
NT

 
RA

TE

N E V A D A
C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. n/a 21 21 22 17 21
Rate n/a .070 .057 .063 .042 .049

INJURY Num. n/a 286 325 325 306 379
Rate n/a .952 .879 .928 .762 .886

PROP. DAMAGE Num. n/a 936 1,070 1,050 1,012 1,251
Rate n/a 3.115 2.895 2.997 2.519 2.923

TOTAL ACCID. Num. n/a 1,243 1.416 1,397 1,335 1,651
Rate n/a 4.137 3.831 3.988 3.324 3.858

COMM. MILEAGE (Mill.) n/a 300 369 350 401 427

N E V A D A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS

MCSAP Accompllthmerrtg & Effectiveness Accident Data - 14



AC
CI

DE
NT

 
RA

TE
N E W  Y O R K

C A T E G O R Y  1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num." 435 432 419 473 494 n/a
Rate .197 .195 .183 .200 .200 n/a

INJURY Num.** 36,108 26,325 27,065 29,186 30,990 n/a
Rate 16.338 11.863 11.834 12.320 12.367 n/a

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 18,182 19,811 20,259 21,340 19,410 n/a
Rate 8.227 8.928 8.858 9.008 7.871 n/a

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 42,977 46,568 47,743 50,999 50,894 n/a
Rate 19.447 20.986 20.876 21.528 20.638 n/a

COMM. MILEAGE (mW.) 2,210 2,219 2,287 2,369 2,466 n/a

< Total number o f fatalities 
Total number of injuries

N E W  Y O R K  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness Accident Data -15



AC
CI

DE
N

T 
RA

TE
O H I O

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 252 243 283 298 268 n/a
Rate .035 .033 .039 .041 .036 n/a

INJURY Num. 11,446 11,561 13,468 14,544 14,238 n/a
Rate 1.587 1.586 1.861 1.987 1.908 n/a

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 30,724 30,306 36,061 41,724 40,004 n/a
Rate 4.261 4.158 4.982 5.700 5.360 n/a

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 42,422 42,110 49,812 56,566 54,510 n/a
Rate 5.883 5.777 6.882 7.728 7.304 n/a

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 7,211 7,289 7,238 7,320 7,463 n/a

O H I O  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS

MCSAP Accomplishment! & Effectiveness Accident Data -16



AC
CI

DE
NT

 
RA

TE
O R E G O N

C A T E G O R Y  1 9 8 2  1 9 8 3  1 9 8 4  1 9 8 5  1 9 8 6  1 9 8 7

FATAL Num. 43 64 52 59 79 52
Rate .040 .061 .048 .051 .067 .042

INJURY Num. 647 697 754 712 790 711
Rate .602 .667 .690 .618 .673 .570

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 682 757 965 933 996 859
Rate .634 .724 .883 .309 .848 .688

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 1,372 1,518 1,771 1,704 1,865 1,622
Rate 1.276 1.453 1.620 1.478 1.589 1.300

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 1,075 1,045 1,093 1,153 1,174 1,248

O R E G O N  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

LEGEND 
  RATE

YEARS

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness Accident Data -1 7



AC
CI

DE
NT

 
RA

TE
r d i l O Y L V A N I A

C A T E G O R Y  1 9 8 2  1 9 8 3  1 9 8 4  1 9 8 5  1 9 8 6  1 9 8 7

FATAL Num.* 194 224 192 202 195 219
Rate .074 .077 .063 .060 .052 .053

INJURY Num.** 4,095 4,018 4,165 4,586 4,643 4,595
Rate 1.557 1.381 1.366 1.357 1.241 1.115

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 1,994 1,853 2,240 2,158 2,155 2,124
Rate .758 .637 .734 .638 .576 .516

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 4,929 4,696 5,552 5,494 5,498 5,407
Rate 1.874 1.614 1.320 1.625 1.470 1.312

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 2,630 2,910 3,050 3,380 3,740 4,120

*
> Total number o f fatalities 
Total number o f injuries

P E N N S Y L V A N I A  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness Accident Data -18



AC
CI

DE
NT

 
RA

TE
W I S C O N S I N

C A T E G O R Y 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

FATAL Num. 06 78 86 100 87 114
Rate .038 .033 C34 .034 027 .034

INJURY Num. 1,951 2,121 2,264 2,276 2,343 2,246
Rato .052 .894 .906 .782 .732 .721

PROP. DAMAGE Num. 4,646 5,060 5,421 6,084 6,017 7,008
Rate 2.029 2.132 2.169 2.090 1.880 2.0P2

TOTAL ACCID. Num. 6.683 7,259 7,771 8,460 8,447 9,548
Rate 2.918 3.059 3.110 2.906 2.640 2.837

COMM. MILEAGE (mill.) 2,290 2.373 2,499 2,911 3,200 3,366

W I S C O N S I N  O V E R A L L  A C C I D E N T  R A T E S  

( p e r  m i l l i o n  m i l e s )

YEARS

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness Accident Data -1 9



I n s p e c t i o n  P r o c e d u r e s

MCSAP Accomplishments & Effectiveness inspection Attachment
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ATTACHMENT A *

IT . BRAKE ADJUSTMENT CHECK

INFORM THE DRIVER THAT TOU ARC OOINQ U N ­
DER THE VEHICLE. ENTER THE UNOERCARRIAOE 
IN VIEW O f  THE DRIVER.__________________________

•  MEASURE PUSH ROD TRAVEL (ALL BRAKES)
W IN  I I *  Orakes i  f  looked. move ro u n d  UN vehcie 
•n o  h u / I  tn* Oetance o l p u n  rod trtve I Al « *cn  
c f t r n o r
W tle  (to rn  M e n  p u n  tod nN A IierT N nt. end com pa'0 
W n  10  UN Out-of S r v te  C u r a  kx  m« aporocvN:e 
size l r0  rype of Drake c h a m o r 
A g in  w e n  lo> u u  u  you mova ro u n d  me veheJe 

I I .  F IFTH WHEEL MOVEMENT CHECK
•  USE CAUTION

II conducted r v t x o o r v  method of checking for lifin 
wheel movement can iem e m t r o u t  damage lo UN 
n i k »  Use cam on  and ra n u a  tn t  d n v r  c re iu *y  

.  PREPARE THE VEHICLE AND DRIVER 
Hav* the CUver pul IM  vehcie n  p a r . i m n  tna sew- 
c e  brake* and apply m# faAer breke*
Remove r e  wheel chocks and hava me d ive * Ran ina 
wancH C rahAly i « d i n  ma procedure to ma Oliver 
W  tha d in *  to  GENTLY rocA tna fac to r u  you waicn 
K .  .-iltn wheat

•  CONDUCT THE p p o c e o u r e

A t ma fector fOCAS welch loI movamenl between ina 
m ouni'ng co m p on en ti and Iram * p,»ot pm. and 
bracket. and me u p p r  and Km* mm whetr naivas 

I I .  A IR  LOSS RATE
•  WHEN TO CONDUCT THE TEST

If you naaid t n  a r n iv . t i  any pomt r t  ma napecton, 
you mould now uhac* ma u e h d *  1 an loca H it

•  CONDUCT THE PROCEDURE
Hava tna o rrv r iun  ma anona r  a le , than apply and 
rx w  ma eervice breka
O oterv* ma ae resawou p recsw * o tu p a  on tna c a m  
Hava O m r pum p ma pteetura down to 60 p r  Ccvn 
preaaort oo not activaia until tyR am  preauve d iops cn- 
low a canam lavei At apout 60 b»  moR compresso's 
m e n d  ba o p e n in g

Aa pressure m o o d  pa m antaned a  ncrease A c o o  m 
procure n dca ics  a t r o u t  i v  loav n  the cv i-e  rystem 
and the vencie enema cn placed out of sm .ee

10. LOW  AIR PRESSURE WARNINQ DEVICE
•  TEST THE WARNING DEVICE

mtouct m# m v *  to p o n p  ma a» oown una me an 
p restue  w ru n g  damca actM iac 
Ooearva ma gauges on ma oaan Tha low a> pressure 
wamng m ua ectrvaie u  a  m nerxxn o l 112 tna com p 'a t 
to r oovwnoi cut out cressur*. tpprownaiery S5 p r

11, TRACTOR PROTECTION VALVE
Tha p 'ooeou 'c wa tes com ma tractor pro teaon v»N* 
and tna tra m  emergency w iv e s

•  CONDUCT THE TEST
InRruCJ ma d ina r to release me emergency W ives py 
Pushng r  tna sasn valves
Break ma supply em rooncy  Ina al ma hcaa couow n 
befwoen me factor n o  ma f a i r  When the me *  oa- 
connected. •  Dtaa o i a> wa oe n o to w  A im epom i. ms 
emergency brakaa on me f a i r  should set up

•  OBSERVE THE DASH GAUGE
Aa wa leak Irom ma fa c to  t o t  of tne me uno me eves 
lu re  n  me t r to o t  I  system drops 'o  the 2CM5 ps. range 
Ai m u  pouii. me aa lose snoma sop. e c u  tog  me fac to r 
aa tyRem
A to o  ca aa at me facto r syflem berow c n  20n 5 psi 
range n dca ie s  I  m*»unajonmg fecto r p ro e a o n  v in e  
II the ca Aw brakes do  not set up when the tne s  dacem- 
nected. there s  a p r«  wth the f a i r  emergency 
breket

11. COMPLETE THE IN S P E C V uN
•  COMPLETE PAPER WORK

Complete nspectcn  torms and other paperwork, as re­
quired

•  CONCLUCE WITH THE DRIVER
Eapian any vntetons or warnngs to the d iner lake 
appropriate eniorcement acton. 1  neewsery

•  APPLY C V S  A DECAL
Appn  a C VS A o e c r  on a l venoes mat quaiay

i
V2



A T T A C H M E N T  13

W A L K  A R O U N D  
I N S P E C T I O N  P R O C E D U R E

. CHECK DRIVER'S REQUIREMENTS 
. DRIVER LICENSE (391111Itf BipratCn aw. txtn date. sUtue Check
• MEOCAL CERTIFICATE (391 41)Oaek Ia eaprjtcn cuts, cp'ean-a lent**. heaing bo 

vyMJM Canerktn OH* scene# low b> made* 
cart̂ OM• MEOCAL WAIVER (* appscabto) (391 49)Check ior artraton obib. end mek# u i lonn ■ com 
owed Nate mt FMd pnytcai Smtasaytt• RECORD OF OUTY STATUS (39S 8) (394 3)
Upoiw) K> Us change d duly oatut. today t Oils mo CM lurxjwttasg, CBS 7 dayt lecpoed. maeaga. owng ima, on duly Wn*. renew Humbert. carter name. kgrsa- 
M l' Ramarki" uocn may nduoe tocalons P (My tuiua chanoa, irxjeuai aumflaneet mu omy m* mo. and grycinjOxuninrurcanoNnmcin moo* 0*0 ice wrtten aurrcnatcn Icr rxerackv* etocronc 
teCPOng MMM. 4 KOCaOt• DRIVER VEHCIE INSPECTION REPORT (396 11) 
Chao lor 10 nano* d yanrcxyi) napaoed. record d 
oaMca looid (I any), and ttgnaiurai

• SHIPPING PAPERSBTLL OP LADING
Check lor spngt d nauroous mawiaa nocked by ina Ms entry, an "A" n me H M cckmn. or a conrraung 
cosy. Papers mu* Ob wxrm arm'tmatch and varow

• SEAT BELT (392 IS)CTseck lor corxxon and usage
• ALCOHOL ANO DRUGS (392 4) ,392 5)
Cnee* lor vtpaiaya

CHECK FOR PRESENCE OF HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS
• PLACARDSCnee* lor me petencj d pwearae. but us* ceuttto even 4 non* are cosed
• LEAKS. SPILLS. UNSECURE CARGOWhan mi—doe: mrj rpa sra preccn. ca ESPECIALLY 
cartM wxn MU. acres or oneasa cargo

• MARKINGSCargo arra and pyiiDW tanks w* dopey maikmgi on 
an cranga canal cr placard. They nrdcaie me ID non­
par d m* hazardous mawnai. There ar* aceoooro so 
ma rue

• LABELSwn#n corxanart art veoa. iaoa« —4 oerxfy m* nar 
aroou* maienai Trwa ati etceptjcre to ma net 

PREPARE DRIVER AND VEHICLE
• INFORM THE ORIVEREapian in* procedure lo me dm*.
msrua me orvet lo reman al ma corxroiaAdm* n ma uei d hand ignja lor larroa and praaee

• PREPARE THE VEHCLE
sssnade muw Oa n M* gear m* engn* pi. me key n me 
"on" poaoon. and ma tnnes idataed 

FRONT OF CAB• HEAD LAMPS. TURN SIGNALS. EMERGENCY FLASH 
ERS (393 24)Chao* M moroper coo and coweron

• WINDSHIELD WIPERS (393 7B)
O ta Icr mpooar operaeon Lo avtn era laourad UMM on* can oaan m* omer t tarn d vwen

• WINDSHIELD (393 53)Check tar aackt P emu damage CTsack lor decals or FOan n katd d ways• FRONT SUSPENSION (BOTH SiOES)I ma aacaraon ocmponara on m* aearrg ana ar* vwtoto. cnaca leaf tcmga lot pckan or meung gam. laavM ou cr a<grvnerx cr oorTponana oomacang mo trader todyCheek U-OPta toy loom cracked, or mwaasg pant Check mourxng hero-rare or pecka. moong boa. cr one.Check vacua auioanacn component on aacn and or
- FRONT BRAKES (BOTH SIDES) (393 46)I ma Oreaa corrconarxr on m* ueemg ana era naer*. cnaor mu cmamoart tor encki or uxro/i mounang ( race, crrack mat cxan* Srsngt art praearr and oorv Bong me Drake pun Lnngt ertxrd Da »ee of large errors p rnaang pace* No graese a 04 mould 0* on 
me snngt p Puma Check paoe and uxnge toy oscka. rnr aai p taAye to mo* upon apcroaon S hc*. rhac* Paka p\ana ip anpnar cracxi mal opus upon appacaacnAm r J osar a aoPN m* Paaaa. npd mam. even r» Man* »nan you pw ma rwx) agnai Whan paua are aopaad crack ma ma pan mo and »cx adwesar a t

S. LEFT SIDE OF CAB
n left front wheel
Ch40* Ip dalecfry* a*M. pacaa. a Peak* esoeoaty Datwean hand holda a end here*, mealed locang 
mga. broken, rnaang p one* IjQt pudi p ciampa; 
cant wcrackadnma
Check tor "Datong" run nan*, detscma nun p eov 
gawd Bkjd hoWa
Scene *nrwra mood b* packed tor CTkCkj acre** apekaa
Inapaa tor scrcCOad a poaarad areal aear to* P m* k npcaang a Baa) rm 
Rrne McxAd Lao ba cnacknd tor cracksp banoi • LEFT FRONT TIRE (393 75)
Check tor Ckigt*. aaka. Meal teoamon. cun ci- 
poaad tarbnc. worn epott Check tor nrpoper nftation Uatan ntyr Bead grooa cecm 
Check tor a* contaa «<n a dual Bra p «*i any pan d

Oac* tor "S" cam aocuar Owe* tor auooa ar aau

Check tor markmga wrxcrr uouto aackjda uaa on near 
ng Ui
Check tor ragrockad era* cn uearng im »naaa 

« . LEFT J A O C L I TANK AREA
• LEFT FUEL TANK/S) (393 64)Check tor inaecot morning, aaka p carat damage 
Check tar maacuv cade) a tree* ccmacox VaNy ra rx La ocaaovar ma a MCUI

• EXHAUST SYSTEM (333 S3)
Check tor oaacua mounang. aaka (endar cab), or- 
nauai ccrooed by Aral P ar iraa p etocmcat «aaa 
Lock tor cargos oaooaes amend eaame and cwmpa

• AIR ANO ELECTTBCAL LINES (393 281Check ma Ina ban.aan n* taop and m* traaar tor 
langaA oxmpA. p psahg
Check tna connackcra tor uaacui taatng p aaka Lean tor audba aaka

• K>S£ COUPLERS (GLAD HtHOS) (39332)
Check tor isaacu* mckrarrg. aaka. p crrar oamaga• FRONT £N0 PROTECTON 033 106)
Check tor naoacj aa haadarboard (NOTE There at* 
aorna aacerpirora to m taquramarr 393 106)

7. LEFT REAR TRACTOR AREA
• WHEELS RIMS and Tires (393 75)■ntpeo a aeecrbeO n ITEM 5Cumne ram* a*, mjurxg tui txm wa aa terra 
h*g»x Check n baevraon wator any dBPa P conup N*var tcac taai n Pmuaan trea or landem arrla Check tar > - t? i, naoa p outacw

• VSIBLE SUS. fcNSiON AND BRAKES Vapap a oespnad s ITEM aimcaa aeree tor atgnmerx. uacxa p nxtang pacaa Agar, ua narxl ugnew to ranua me owr to appty ma 
PakaOhen. ma ccocaa* to* oomccrana are mpe vabw

• FIFIH SVHEEL (393 70)Check tor creoi along ma 'An ahM puie and mocrx- ng era
Check tor rouse or metng nut and boat

• LAMPSI mar a bccurwd. check poo lamot and lun tgnan 
tor mpropar cop and ooeraicn 

t. LEFT SIDE OF TRAILER (INCLUDING EACH AXLE)• WHEELS. RiMS. AND TIRES Irapsc! at deocrbed n ITEM S
• VISIBLE SUSPENSION AND BRAKE COMPONENTS Wiped a datooed n ITEM 4
• CARGO SECUREUENT (393100)
Check tor mpropar btockng and Pacxg. roecue cnare p streps, a vde posts that are not secure n sake pockets 
Check tor tfshed cargd Check arp tor Pisecs/a mooxng 

». REAR OF TRAILER
• STOP LAMPS. Tail LAMPS. TURN signals. EMER­GENCY FLASHERS
Check toy mprooar coot and ooeranon

• REAR AXLEFrom roar d asisc cmscs suscsnion «o Paka mrgr nerxi a rear ana.
• CARGO SECUREMENT 
mspacf u deaenbod n ITEM 8

10. RIGHT SIDE OF TRAILER (INCLUDING EACH AXLE)
• CHECK ALL ITEMS AS ON LEFT SIDE• SPARE TlRC
Check tor srnecsre mcurxng

11. RIGHT REAR TRACTOR AREA
• CHECK ALL ITEMS AS ON LEFT SIDE

12. RIGHT S A DOLE TAHK AREA
• CHECK ALL ITEMS AS ON LEFT SIDE

13. RIGHT SIDE OF CAB
• CHECK ALL ITEMS AS ON LEFT SIOE

14. LOW AIR PRESSURE WARNING DEVICE
Renm to me drwar'« ooor and a roian to ma onwr mal you want to check re ton ar paaacra nrarnng omec*
Orb up c me Ower s poor, and nsrud harsher c piece ma green n m* "on" potnon Tha artver pvxrrd decreee 
me ar sucoty by pancmg me too vaNe Paka mu ma tow ar paeaua wamng comet on 
Aa me pwer pempt me UFi. warcn me ar paaacre 
gauge on me datfi The patkra should bagn to Pop Item me normal coerawg toval d 100 » 120 Domvu 
Deoanong on ma eg* P ma vahcw. ma wvnng deyce 
should totroa at a mnrmm d 1/2 me ecmpassor gouar- 
nor cut out paaasra. ncrmary 55 p* P aocMt

15. EMERGENCY EOUIPUENT
• FIRE EXTINGUISHER (393 95(a))
Check tv aaay acctee and secure momtng Check 
gauge tor adequaw charge, ana boot tor eorouJte ral-

• EMERGENCY TRIANGLES 093 95(1)1Check toy pretence cr mree txvacironai servers mey 
should be eesly aoceaaroa (NOTE > varsba «u bur* betoya 1974.1 may cany omar type* d Oavcea I

• OTHER EOLXPMENTOhu emergency eoucmryx. tuch as karet. larnuna. kagt. ac. may Da cameo at euocramentar aavoaa 
(393 95(g)| Lhr cl tarn* prodtjcng dawcaa on tehada* carryrg tammabw tokrda p aoma tyoet P • tpoanea a

18. COMPLETE THE INSPECTION
Erpun arty rcatorx p wemngs to m* cytwr isau* cra- 
aona 4 nacaaaaryCcmpuu ncpacsoni sorma and war oap*n«pk. ja r*. 
Our adAaow m* vanaoa ip put oa nao rahc anaad P you Tnu 
way m* amerganey arxx on me pecrP car can asaaa n 
m* Orrtrar t sura return o re tsghray
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H I G H W A Y  S - 3 1 0  IN F O R M A T I ON S H E E T

H i-Way S310 was created as a secondary h i-way (FAS 310) and 
was p l aced on the State Hi-Way system on July 1, 1976

In 1981 the City of U n a l a s k a  used a portion of D.O.A. 
M u n i cipal Grant Funds to construct 2 miles of new road as 
part of the Unalaska Hi-Way.

The City of Unalaska c o m m itted $566,227 (80%) of the $707,220 
Grant for the 2-mile addition.

Historically, all road m a i n t e n a n c e  and o p e r a t i o n  costs have 
been paid by the City of Unalaska.

The D.O.T. has t e ntatively identified a r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  of the 
H i-Way as part of the 1990-1995 Capital Improvement Frogram. 
The project is contained in the Federal H i - W a y  Program. (FHA)

P .iminary engineering on the r e c o nstruction project is 
tenta t i v e l y  scheduled for 1993.

H i - W a y  S310 is 3.1 m iles long.

U n a l a s k a  has only 2 State D.O.T. employees in the community, 
both doing M. S 0. on the State runway.

Some recent traffic counts over the road:

24 hour periods -

1 hour peaks

M a r c h 1 - 6,687
M a r c h 2 - 6,588
M a r c h 3 - 7,189
M a r c h 10 - 7,295

March 2 568
Ma r c h 10 590

(between 5-6 p.m.) 
(between 12-1 p.m.)



— :T‘

H O U S E  C O M M I T T E E  R E P O R T(5 )
Date Referred: March 3, 1989 FURTHER REFERRALS: FINANCE

Date of Committee Action =

The  TRANSPORTATION Committee considered: HCR 20

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 20

[RECONSTRUCT HIGHWAY S310 AT UNALASKA]
Relating to reconstruction of Highway S310 at Unalaska.

RECOMMENDATIONS:
] be replaced with

[ ] the same titl0
[ ] a new title

] have attached amendment(s)

do pass 

do not pass 

no recommendation 

individual recommendations 

additional referral to the Committee

ADOPTS:

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s):
(Dept)

fiscal impact JDGEL]
] zero fiscal note 

] zero with analysis_

letter of intent

APPROVES PREVIOUS:

[ ] fiscal note(s)

(Date/Dept)

[ ] zero fiscal noce(s)

[ ] zero fn/analysis  

SIGNING DO PASS: SIGNING:
(Check approp column)

Chairman's signature



Representative Bette Cato, Chair 
House Transportation Committee

DATE: 3 / 2 /

SUBJECT OF MEETING:

l / C / ? :  Z O
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HAR 21 '39 00!lb CENTRAL REGION D.O.T. P. 2^2

STATE OF ALASKA
1989 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

HCR 20
BILL VERSION:
PUBLISH D A T E : March 3. 1989

R E Q U E S T ! FISCAL NOTE

Revision Dale: M a r c h  3 .  1 9 8 9  _____ 
Titlo : Rec.on.fit r u c c  i o n  o f . .  H i R l -wav.  

S 3 L 0  a t  Un a  I a a k a
Agency Affected: DOT&PF 
spi t? C e n t r a l  R e g i o n

Sponsor: J a c k o
Requestor: . . ...

Components

E X PEN D ITU RES /REV EN U ES ! (Thousands o f Dollars)
OPERATING FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

6 .0 6’ .* 0 6 . 0  . 6'.*0 ^

?=,n...n. . Pft.0^0 2 5 ^ . 0 . . 2 5 0 . 0_. 2 5.0,0

r

TOTAL OPERATING - 0 - 2 ^ , 0 .  . 2 5 6  .0 2 5 6 . 0 2 5 6 . 0

CAPITAL - o -  f t s n .n ^ - 0 - 5 , 1 0 0 . 0 i 0 1 i 0 1

REVENUE _ - o t  .1 - 0 - - 0 “ - o - - 0 - - 0 -  I

FUNDING: (Thousands of Doll r s )

GENERAL FUND 2.56 . c r 2 5 6 . 0 2 5 6  . 0 2 5 6 . 0 2 5 6  . 0
FEDERAL FUNDS 6 5 0 . ( T -  0 •* 5 , i f t o  . 0 ™ ? ir - ••I}-*
OTHER

.. '9 0 6 ...0 - n - Bi 5_ ,3TS .U - u - - 0 -

POSIT IONS :
FULL-TIME . r 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - n - ** 0 •*
PART-TIME - 0 - » r i - -Y f- -  u -~ ~ “ ' - 0  -
TEMPORARY - 0 - - 0 - - o - “ 0 " ~ - 6 -  J
ANALYSIS : (Attach a separate page if necessary)

^  $ 6 5 0 , 0 0 0  I n  p r e l i m i n a r y  
e n g i n e e r i n g .

Prepared by : W i l l i a m  R .  S n e l l
D ivision : R e g i o n a l  O i r e c t o r

Approved by Commissioner: 
Agency: D O T & p f

M a r k  S .  H i c k e y

Phone: 
D a te : .

 , D a le :

2 6 6 - 1 - 4 0
T :M vrm —  

■

Distribution (by preparer) :
Leg: jtlvo Finance 
Legislative Sponsor 
Requestor
Office o f Management and Budget 
Impacted Agency(ies) page - of
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HIGHWAY S-310 INFORMATION SHEET

Hi-Way S310 was created as a secondary hi-way (FAS 310) and 
was placed on the State Hi-Way s ystem on July 1, 1976

In 1981 the City of Unalaska used a portion of D.O.A. 
Municipal Grant Funds to construct 2 miles of new road as 
part of the Unalaska Hi-Way.

The City of Unalaska committed $566,227 (80%) of the $707,220 
Grant for the 2-mile addition.

Historically, all road mainte n a n c e  and operation costs have 
been paid by the City of Unalaska.

The D.O.T. has tentatively identified a reconstruction of the 
Hi-Way as part of the 1990-1995 Capital Improvement Program. 
The project is contained in the Federal Hi-Way Program. (FHA)

Preliminary engineering on the reconstruction project is 
tentatively scheduled for 1993.

Hi-Way S310 is 3.1 miles long.

Unalaska has only 2 State D.O.T. employees in the community, 
both doing M. S O. on the State runway.

Some recent traffic counts over the road:

24 hour periods -

1 hour peaks

M a r c h 1 - 6 , 687
Ma r c h 2 - 6,588
Ma r c h 3 - 7 ,189
M a r c h 1 0 - 7,295

M a r c h 2 - 568
M a r c h 1 0  - 590

(between 5-6 p.m.) 
(between 12-1 p.m.)



Novi-nXier ?/, 1VH/ Of PAR I Ml HI Of IRANSPORIAIIOM AND PUBLIC TA C U IT ItS  
icifi'Mit Highways Admin istea t ion Program

orai i onur.AiniN p i /n & six  tea r  c . i .p . page i
CINIRAI HI GI OH **•

I AC
I’MO.JI Cl (0  All PHAM 89 90 VI 92 91 VA COMMI HIS

AN! II IIHACAU 1 XII Ml KIM: IIIDOR III 1 AM OHS t |TXP 2 2/A. 11 1 1 1

AIJIII <: S I : II UK III Hll to HI MM Dll 7 |LXP 2 1 201,0| 1

AHCII CAPACITY IHPROVEMENIS 7 | AL 1 8 913.5| 1 1
AHCII CAPACIIY IHPROVEHLHIS 7 | EXP 8 1 | 1827.8 1

AHCII I) 1 Ml Hill HI VII: III W SI WARD IIUY 10 (3(11 II 7 |FXP 2 A56.8| 1 1
AHCII DIMOND III VI): Ml W SI WARD IIUY 10 88111 7 |EXC 1 1 1 J/A5.A| 1
AMCII 01 MONO HI VI): HLU SI UAR1) IIUY 10 88111 7 |EXP 7 1 1 A/9.6|
AMCII DIMOND HI VI): HTW SfUAHf) HUY 10 88III 7 |LXP A 1 1 2603.51

AHCII OIIUI INC. RO: IK o i l s  It) HI Mil OR 7 11 XT' 2 356. J | 1 1
AHCII OOWI IMG HO: IK 01 IS 10 Ml UN DR 7 |LXP 2 1 1 27A. 11 1

AHCII IH I'I ARPI RO: HLU Sf.UAHO IIUY GRADE SLP 7 |EXP 1 1 I82.7|

AHCII JEWEL IK RD: INIM 10 01 Ml INI) 7 |EXP 7 1 1 182.7|

AHCII HIIJHESOTA DR / IHIM AIRPORT RD l/C 7 |EXT' J 5 .5 1 1 1
AHCII MINNESOTA DR / IMJ'L AIRPORI RD l/C 7 |CXP (I 11A.2| 1 1
AHCII HIIIHESOIA DR / IN I'L AIRPORI RD l/C 7 | AL T V m  t 1UUA8.5| I 1
AHCII MINNESOTA DR / IHIM AIRPORI RD l/C 7 |EXP A 1 1100A0.5 1

AHCII MIMHCSOTA DR / RASPDCRRY RO l/C 7 | AL T a 639A.5| 1 1
AHCII MINNESOTA DR / RASPBERRY RD l/C 7 | EXP A 1 | 639A.5 1

AHCII MINNESOTA DR EX 1 ILIUM 8 CHANN: IN I'L TO ARR 7 |EXP A 16AA 3 | 1 1

AHCII KORIIISIDE CORRIDOR: HHAGAU 10 SEUARD HUY 7 |EXP 2 1 | 28A.2 I

AHCII OLD SEWARD IIUY: 01M0ND BEVD 10 HUffMAN RD 7 |EXP A 1 1 5072.8| 13
KEY: EXP = Project expected to be funded during indicated fiscal year; ALT - Project will be funded during indicated fiscal year if funding available.
PHASE: 1=Unallocated; 2 = Engineering; 3 = R-O-W; A = Construction; 7 = Utilities; 8 - Combined Phases/Operational
Project costs expressed in thousands of dollars



DRAM OR I I HA I ION PI AM & SIX-YEAR C.I.P.
**' CFNIRAL REGION ***

page 2

PROJECT

EXP 

ED ALT PHASE 89 90 91 92 V3 96 COMMENTS

AHCII Oil) SEWARD IIUY: DIMOND [II VD 10 IIIIF THAN RD 1 7 |EXP 1 7 1 | 1 0 2 7 . 0 |  |

AHCII (III) SEWARD IIUY: DOUIINr. RD 10 IIUKMAN RD | 7 |EXP 1 5 1 1 0 9 6 2 . 0 I 1 1 HOVED FROM FY89 EXP; FUNDING CONSTRAINTS

ANCII 010 SEWARD IIWY: DOWLING 10 DIMOND | 7 |EXP 1 '< 1 8 6 7 8 . 31  | |

ANCII OID SEUARD IIWY: DOWLING 10 DIMOND | 7 |EXP 1 7 | 1 0 2 7 . 0 |  | |

ANCII RASPBERRY RD: JEWEL IX TO MINNESOTA DR | 7 |EXP 1 3 1 3 5 9 9 . 2 1 i 1 UTILITY PORTION FROM 88E

! ANCII RASPBERRY RD: JEWEL IX TO MINNESOTA DR | 7 |EXP 1 7 | 3 0 1 6 . 6 1 1 1 PORTION OF 0 FUND FROM 88E

ANCII RASPBERRY RD: JEWEL IX 10 MINNESOTA DR | 7 |EXP 1 '< 1 1 2 3 6 0 . 0 1 i 1

AHCII REIIAB PROJECTS 1 7 1*11 1 * 1 2 7 6 0 . 5 1 1 1
ANCII REHAB PROJECTS | 7 |FXP 1 u 1 | | 6 5 6 7 . 5 |

1 ANCII RIDESIIARING | 7 |EXP 1 9  1 1 3 5 . 0 I 1 1
ANCII RIDESIIARING | 7 |EXP 1 9  1 1 3 5 . 0 1 1 1

J ANCII RIDESIIARING | 7 |EXP 1 9  1 1 3 5 . 0 |  | |

ANCII RIDESIIARING | 7 |EXP 1 9  1 1 1 3 5 . 0 | |

ANCII RIDESIIARING | 7 |EXP 1 9  1 1 1 1 3 5 . 0 |
AHCII RIDESIIARING | 7 |EXP 1 9  ! 1 1 1 1 55 . 0

i ANCII IRAHSIT | 7 |EXP 1 9  1 1 9 5 0 .3 1 1 1
AHCII TRANSIT | 7 |EXP 1 9 1 2UUU.U ! 1 1

I ANCII IRANSIT | 7 |EXP 1 9 1 2 0 0 0 . 0 |  1 1

ANCII IRANSIT | 7 |EXP 1 9 1 | 2 000 . 01  I

ANCII TRANSIT | 7 |EXP I 9 1 | | 2000.01

ANCII IRANSIT | 7 |EXP 1 9 1 | | | 2 0 00 . 0

ANCII TUDOR RD: BONIFACE TO MINN DR RECONST | 7 |EXP 1 2 | 276 . 1 1 1 1
AHCH TUDOR RD: BONIFACE TO MINN DR RECONST | 7 |EXP 1 2 1 1 1 8 2 . 7 |  |

BETHEL AIRPORT ROAD REHABILITATION | 25 |EXP 1 4 1 6 5 6 7 . 5 1 1 1 PROJECT BEING EXPEDITED

CENTRAL REGION BRIDGE REPLACEMENT | 92 |EXP 1 2 1 1 6 0 . 0 1 ! 1
! CENIRAL REGION BRIDGE REPLACEMENT | 92 |EXP 1 4 1 8 0 0 . 0 1 1 1

XEY: EXP = P r o j e c t  e x p e c t e d  t o  b e  f u n d e d  d u r i n g  i n d i c a t e d  f i s c a l  y e a r ; ALT = P r o j e c t w i l l  b e  f u n de d  d u r i n g  i n d i c a t e d f i s c a l  y e a r  i f  f u n d i n g  a v a i l a b l e .

PHASt:  1 = L ' na l l o ca t e d ;  2 = E n g i n e e r i n g ;  3 = R-O-W; A = C o n s t r u c t i o n ;  7 = Ut i I i  t  i e s ;  8 = Combined P h a s e s / O p e r a t i o n a l

P r o j e c t  c o s t s  e x p r e s s e d  i n  t h o u s a n d s  of  d o l l a r s



L)H A ( T OULIGAT ION PLAN £ SIX-YEAR C.I.P.
*** CENTRAL REGIOM ***

page 3

PROJECT ED

EXP

ALT PHASE 89 90 91 92 93 94 COMMENTS

CENTRAL REGION BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 192 | EXP 4 | 1 6 0 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 192 | EXP 4 | 2 4 0 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 192 | EXP 4 | 1 6 0 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 192 | EXP 4 | 1 6 0 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 192 | EXP A | 2 4 8 0 . 0 |

CENTRAL REGION GUARDRAIL UPGRADE 192 | EXP ^ 1 4 7 3 . 7 J 1
CENTRAL REGION GUARDRAIL UPGRADE 192 | EXP 2 | 9 4 . 7 | 1
CENTRAL REGION GUARDRAIL UPGRADE 192 | EXP 4 | 1 8 9 4 . 6 | 1
CEHTRAL REGION GUARDRAIL UPGRADE 192 | EXP 4 | 4 7 3 . 7 | 1
CENIRAL REGION GUARDRAIL UPGRADE 192 | E XP 2 | 9 4 . 7| 1
CENIRAL REGION GUARDRAIL UPGRADE 192 | EXP It | 4 7 3 . 7 | 1
CEHTRAL REGION GUARDRAIL UPGRADE 192 | EXP it | 4 7 3 . 7 |

CENTRAL REGION PE 192 | EXP 2 | 9 1 3 . 5 |

CENTRAL REGION RAILROAD CROSSING IHPROVEHENTS 192 | EXP 9  | 4 5 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION RAILROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9  | 4 5 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION RAILROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 | 4 5 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION RAILROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 | 4 5 0 . 0 | 1
CENIRAL REGION RAILROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 |- 4 5 0 . 0 | 1
CENTRAL REGION RAILROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS 192 | E XP 9 1 4 5 0 . 0 |

CENTRAL REGIOM SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS j92 | EXP 9 1 1 3 5 0 . 0 | 1 NEW PROJ CREATED BY COMBINING 3 PROJ FM ADOPTED FY09

CENTRAL REGION SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 | 1 35 0 . 0 | 1 NEW PROJ CREATED BY COMB 3 PROJ FM ADOPTED FY90 CIP

CENIRAL REGION SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 1 1 3 5 0 . 0 | 1 NEW PROJ CREATED BY COMB 2 PROJ FH ADOPTED FY91 CIP

CENIRAL REGION SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 | 1 3 5 0 . 0 | 1 NEW TITLE, COMB OF 3 PROJ FM ADOP1ED FY92 CIP

CENTRAL REGION SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 | 1 3 5 0 . 0 | 1 NEW TITLE, COMB OF 2 PROJ FM ADOPTED FY93 CIP

CENTRAL REGION SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 192 | EXP 9 1 1 3 5 0 . 0 |

COPPER RIVER HWY: HP 0 - 3  RECONST 

COPPER RIVER HWY: HP 0 - 3  RECONST

EXP

EXP

3 2 8 . 9

2 7 4 0 . 5

DILLINGHAM ALEKNAGIK ROAD IMPROVEMENTS 26 EXP 274. 1

XEY: EXP = Project expected to be funded during indicated fiscal year; ALT = Project will be funded during indicated fiscal year if funding available.
PHASE: 1=Unallocated; 2 = Engineering; 3 = RO-W; A = Construction; 7 = Utilities; 8 = Contained Phases/Operational
Project costs expressrd in thousands of dollars



DkAI T OH L IGAT ION I' AM & SIX-YEAR C.I.P. 
*»* Cl MIRA. REGIOM *»*

payer A

PROJECT ED

EXP

AIT PHASE 89 90 91 92 93 94 COHHLNIS

DILLINGHAM KANAKAMAK SPUR UPGRADE 26 | EXP 2 | 2 7 4 . 1 1 I I
DILLINGHAM KANAKAMAK SPUR UPGRADE 26 | E XP 4 1 1 570 . 3 1 I I

EAGLE RIVER BRIDGE /  III LAND DR Pit 1 (RD SEGMENIS) 7 | EXP 3 | 1 827 . 0 1 I I PAR1IAI R/W 10 B8E

EAGLE RIVER BRIDGE /  HI LAND DR PH 1 (RO SEGMENTS) 7 | E XP 4 . 7  1 1 6077 . 6 1 I I

EAGIE RIVER BRIDGE/ NEW GLENN-lilt AND DR l / C  PH II 7 |EXP 2 | 540 . 1 1 I I
EAGLE RIVER BRIDGE/ NEW GLENN-IIILAHD DR l / C  PII II 7 | EXP 4 1 1 11 2 24 0 . 9 |

EAGIE RIVER BRIDGE/ NEW GI.ENN HII.AND DR l / C  PII 11 7 |EXP 7 | 1 1 9 1 3 . 5 |

GIENN HUY: EKIUINA 10 PARKS WIDENING & RECONST 16 |EXP 2 | 5 6 8 . 4 1 1 1 100K MOVED FROM 88E

GLENN HWY: EKLULKA TO PARKS UIDENIHG & RECONSI 16 | EXP M  1 7 4 9 7 . 9 1 1 1
GLENN HWY: EKIUINA TO PARKS WIDENING & RECONST 16 | EXP 4 1 5 0313 . 6 1 1 1
GLENN HWY: EKLUINA TO PARKS WIDENING & RECONST 16 | EXP 4 1 2 3 6 0 2 . 5 1 1 I

GLENN HWY: NORTH EAGLE RIVER l /C 7 | AL r 4 | 120 83 . 3 1 1 1
GLENN HWY: NORTH EAGLE RIVER l /C 7 | E XP 4 1 1 1 1 2 00 3 . 3 |

GLENN IIWY: PARKS HWY TO MP 109 16 |EXP 2 | 189 . 5 1 1 1

GLENN IIUY: PARKS TO PALMER RESURFACE 16 | exe 2 | 2 3 6 . 8 1 1 1
GLENN HWY: PARKS TO PALMER RESURFACE 16 |EXP 4 1 1705.1 1 1 1

GLENN HWY: SUTTON NORTH EROSION CONIROL 16 | AL I 4 1 1 1 36 . 8 1 1 1
GLENN HWY: SUTION NORTH EROSION CONIROL 16 |EXP 4 1 1 136 . 8 1 1 1

KENAI FUNNY RIVER ROAD /PE 5 | EXP 2 | 2 2 8 . A 1 1 1 MOVED FROM 88E

KENAI SPUR WIDENING 5 | EXP 2 | 1 8 2 . 7 1 1 1
KENAI SPUR UIDENING 5 | EXP 3 1 4 5 6 . 8 1 1 1
KENAI SPUR WIDENING 5 | EXP 7 | 1 8 2 . 7 1 1 1
KENAI SPUR WIDENING 5 | EXP 4 1 1 0 7 6 5 . 6 j 1 1

KOOIAK REZANOF DR/KALS1N HILL RELOCATION 27 | EXP 2 1 5 0 2 . 4 | 1 1

KEY: EXP = Project expected to be funded during indicated fiscal year; ALT = Project uill be funded during indicated fiscal year if funding available.
PHASE: 1=Unallocated; 2 - Engineering; 3 = R-O-W; A = Construction; 7 = Utilities; 8 = Combined Phases/Operational
Project costs expressed in thousands of dollars
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PIIUJM.f ID Al 1 PIIAM (IV 90 VI 92  VI 94 (UHHI NTS

KODIAK SICNAl K • Y • I H I I P S I U I O N  IMI'ROVI Ml N1S \? t EXP '• 1 1 1 ? / A . I |  |

HA 1 Ml IlUr (IIANN., II 1 OH. , & l l t A l f .  (ONIHOl 116 I XP 4 . 7  | 5 7 1 . 0 | 1 1 1 IIIRHIRIY PARKS HUY: IIOtJSION/UII 1OU AREA SHY IHPS

Oil) Cl INN IIUY RECONSI: NEW Cl 1 NN IIWY 1(1 PAIHER 116 (XP 2 | 1 4 5 6 . 8 | | |

PAIHfH WAS 111 A IIWY CIIAHHE 1 1 7 A1 1 UN & I IIUHINAIION 116 EXP 4 | 1 0 2 . 7 | 1 1 1

PARKS IIUY: CIENN IIWY 10 DIG 1AKE RD REDONS! PII 1 116 EXP 2 | 1 1 ? « 4 . 2 |  1
PARKS IIWY: GI.ENN IIUY 10 II 1C I AKE RD RECUHSI I'll 1 116 FXP 3 | ! | | V4 /  5 . 0 1

PARKS IIUY: Cl ( NIJ IIWY 10 IIIC 1 AKE RD RECOHSI PII 1 116 EXP 7 | 1 | | 47.56 .6 |

PARKS IIWY: CIIHN IIWY 10 RIG I AKE RO RE CONS! PII 1 116 EXP 4 | 1 | | | 9 4 7 3 . 0

PARKS IIUY: HP 104-155  RE. ORA 1 1 ON 116 Al 1 4 | 6(162. 7 1 1 1 1
PARKS IIUY: HP 1 UK. -15 5 RES10RAII0N 116 EXP 4 | 1 I | | 6 0 6 2 . 7

SEWARD IIWY: BIRD PI 10 CIROUOOO RECOHSI 1 7 EXP 2 1 1 7 5 7 . 8 1 1 1
SEWARD IIWY: U1 RD PT 10 CIRDWOOO RECONSI 1 7 EXP 5 , 4 , 7  | 1 j 2 5 1 3 6 . 6 | |
SEUARD IIUY: BIRD P!  10 GlljUOOO RECONSI | 7 EXP 4 | 1 | 12 5 5 7 7 . 1 1 PII 7 MOVED TO FY92 EXP

SEWARD IIUY: HP 0 36 RECONSfRIICI 1 5 f XP 7 | 1 4 5 6 . 8 |  | |

SEWARD IIUY: HP 50 6 5 . 5  RECOHSI PHASE 1 1 *> (XP 2 | 1 1 1 4 7 5 . 7 |
SEUARD IIWY: HP 5 0 - 6 5 . 5  RECONSI PHASE 1 1 6 EXP 4 | 1 1 | | 1 0 / 9 9 . 2

SEUARD IIWY: NASH RD INTERSECT IHPR | 5 EXP 2 I 1 2 7 . 4 1 I 1
SEWARD IIUY: NASH RD INTEPSECT IHPR | 5 EXP 4 1 1 2 74 . 11  | |

SEUARD HUY: PORTAGE RD & ARR HOOIfICA1IONS | 7 EXP 2 | 2 3 6 . 8 | 1 1 1 HOVED FROM 08E
SEUARD HUY: PORTAGE RD & ARR HOOIF1 CAT IONS 1 7 ALT 4 | 2 8 4 1 . 9 | 1 1 1

STERLING IIUY: HP 157-174 RECONSI | 5 EXP 2 1 1 8 2 . 7 | 1 1 1
STERLING HUY: HP 157-174  RECOHSI | 5 EXP 3 | 1 | 4 5 6 . 8 |  |

STERLING IIWY: HP 157-174 RECONST | 5 EXP 7 | 1 1 182.71 |
STERLING HUY: HP 157-174 RECONST | 5 EXP 4 1 1 | 11 07 65 . 6 )

KEY: EXP = P r o j e c t  e x p e c t e d  t o  b e  f u n de d  d u r i n g  i n d i c a t e d  f i s c a l  y e a r . ALT = P r o j e c t  w i l t  b e  f u n de d  d u r i n g  i n d i c a t e d f i s c a l  y e a r  i f  f u n d i n g  a v a i l a b l e .
PHASE: 1 = U n a l l o c a t e d ;  2 = E n g i n e e r i n g ;  3 = R-O-U; 4 = C o n s t r u c t i o n ;  7 = U t i l i t  i e s ;  8 = Combined P h a s e s / O p e r n t i o n a l
P r o j e c t  c o s t s  e x p r e s s e d  i n  t h o u s a n d s  of  d o l l a r s
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Pko.i l  ( I

EXP 

El) Al ; PHASE 119 90 9) 92 9} 9A COHMENIS

SIIRI  INI. IIUY: HP 

s u m  INI. IIUY: HP

79 9A Rl CONS 1 

79 9A RECONSI

| S |E XP

| s  | ex p

/

A

A073.41 j 

117051 .A |
1 1 

1 1

1 1 

1 1

U-AIASKA AIRPORI 

IJHAI ASK A AIRPORI

HIGHWAY RECONSI 

HIGHWAY RECOHSI

| 2 6  |EXP 

| 2 6  | E XI*

2

A

| 1 8 2 . 7 |  

1 1

1 1 

1 1

1 1 
| 3 1 9 7 . 3 |

UASII 1 A 1 ISHHOOK 

UASIIIA 1 ISHHOOK

RO RECOHSI 

Rl) RECONSI

116 |EXP 

116 |E XP

2

3

2 0 l . 0 |  | 

1 1

1 1
| 6 3 9 . 0 |

1 1 

1 1

KEY: EXP = Project expected to be funded during indicated fiscal year; ALT = Project will be funded during indicated fiscal year if funding available.
I PHASE: 1=Unallocated; 2 = Engineering; 3 = R-O-W; A = Construction; 7 = Utilities; 8 = Contained Phases/Operational

Project costs expressed in thousands of dollars



FEDERAL AVIATION FUNDS

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC FACILITIES 
SIX YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROCRAM

*** CENTRAL REGION *•*
page 1

FY88-94

PROJECT
EXP 

ED ALT PHASE 89 90 91 92 93 94 95
DOCUMENT 

"6YR AIP"
CLASS
TYPE

REV
IND COMMENTS

ATHAUTLUAK AIRPORT IMPROVEMENTS |25 EXP | 2.« 1 1 I 0.0 *1,875.0 |COMM 1

BETHEL AIRPORT HEAVY APRON CONSTRUCTION |25 EXP | 4 1 1 I 4218.81 *0.0 | RC 1 FY'95 NOT PRINTED IN LAST YEAR'S OOCUEMENT

BETHEL AIRPORT LAND ACQUISITION (MLS) 125 EXP | 3 | 1 I 468.8) *0.0 | RC 1 FY'95 NOT PRINTED IN LAST YEAR'S DOCUEC1ENT

BETHEL AIRPORT TAXIWAY CONSTRUCTION 125 EXP | 2,4 | 1 0.0| *2,240.6 | RC 1
|25 EXP | 4 1 1 I 3187.5 *0.0 | RC 1 6 ADVANCED FM FY93 EXP

CENTRAL REGION AIRPORT SIGNING |92 EXP | 4 I | 281.3 I *0.0 1 ” 1 6 NEW PROJECT; ADDED BECAUSE OF FAA SIGNING REGULATIONS.

CENTRAL REGION CFR VEHICLES j92 EXP | 9 | 1 1075.0| *0.0 1 •* 1 NEW PROJECT; ADDED BECAUSE OF FAA REGULATIONS.

CHERFORNAK AIRPORT IMPROVEMENTS 125 EXP | 4 1 1 1 1406.3 *0.0 |COHM 1

CHIGMIK AIRPORT RESURFACING |27 EXP | 4 1 1 1 937.5| *0.0 I COMM 1 FY'95 NOT PRINTED IN LAST YEAR'S DOCUEHENT

CHIGN1K LAGOON AIRPORT RELOCATION |27 EXP | 2 1 | 93.7 1 *187.5 |COMH 1
|27 EXP | 4 1 1 0.0| *1,875.0 |COHH 1
|27 EXP | 4 1 1 1 1875.0 *0.0 |C0NM 1

COLD BAY AIRPORT APRON IMPROVEMENTS {26 EXP | 2.4 | 1 1 0.0 *3,150.0 | RC 1

COLD BAY AIRPORT SAND STORAGE BUILDING |26 EXP | 4 1 0.0| 1 *273.6 | RC 1 5 MOVED FROM FY89 EXP DUE TO NEED FOR ADDITIONAL ENTITLEMEN
|26 ALT 4 1 | 273.6 1 *273.6 | RC 1 5 MOVED FROM FY89 EXP DUE TO NEED FOR ADDITIONAL ENTITLEMEN
|26 EXP 4 1 1 273.6 1 *0.0 | RC ! i

CORDOVA AIRPORT GA APRON & TAXIUAY RECONSTRUCTION! 6 ALT 4 1 1 1312.5 1 *C ' |D I ST 1 1 •91 ALT PROJECTS NOT PRINTED IN LAST YEAR'S DOCUF.MENT
1 6 EXP 2.4 | 1 0.0 1 *1,453.1 | DI ST I
1 6 EXP 4 1 1 1 1312.5 *0.0 | DI ST I 1

01R M

KEY: CXP= PROJECT EXPECTED TO B'. FUNDED DURING INDICATED FISCAL YEAR; ALT= PROJECT WILL BE FUNDED DURING INDICATED FISCAL YEAR IF FUNDING AVAILABLE.
PHASE: 2= PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING; 3= RIGHT-OF*WAw; 4= CONSTRUCTION; 7= UTILITIES; 8= PLANNING/ADMINISTRATION. * PROJECT ESTIMATES IN THOUSANDS



FEDERAL AVIATION FUNDS 

PROJECT
EXP 

ED ALT PHASE

*»* CENTRAL REGION *•* 

89 90 91
S 0

92 93

S

94 95
FY88-94 
DOCUMENT 

-6YR AIPM
CLASS
TYPE

poge 2

REV
IND COMMENTS

CORDOVA AIRPORT NE/.VY APRON EXPANSION 1 6 |EXP| 2.4 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.0| I $2,343.8 |DIST I I
CORDOVA AIRPORT RUNWAY GROOVING & HARKING 1 6 |EXP| 4 | 445.3| 1 1 I 1 I I SO.O 101 ST | 6 | NEW PROJECT; ADDED AS A MAJOR SAFETY CONCERN.
CROOKED CREEK AIRPORT RECONST |24 |ALT| 4 | 1406.0| 1 1 1 1 I I $1,406.0 | COMM I 1 I

|24 |EXP| 4 | | 1406.0| | 1 1 I I $1,406.0 | COMM I 1 I
DILLINGHAM AIRPORT GA APRON EXPAN |26 |ALT| 4 1 o-o| 1 1 1 1 I I $2,437.5 | RC | 3 | AUTHORIZATION INCREASED TO INCLUDE FENCING AND I AND AOUIS

|26 |ALT| 4 1 1 2812.5| | 1 1 I I $0.0 | RC I I
|26 |EXP| 4 1 1 0.0| | 1 1 I I $2,437.5 | RC | 3 | AUTHORIZATION INCREASED TO INCLUDE FENCING AND LAND AQUIS
|26 |EXP| 4 1 1 | 2812.5| 1 1 I I $0.0 | RC I I

DILLINGHAM AIRPORT GA CROSSWIND RNWY CONST |26 |EXP| 2.4 1 1 1 1 1 0.0| I I $5,250.0 | RC I I
EGEGIK AIRPORT RELOCATION |26 |EXP| 

|26 |ALT|
2
4 1 1 

1 1
187.5| | 

1 1
1 1 1875.0| | I

I
I
I

$0.0 | COMM 
| COMM I I 

I I|26 |EXP| 4 1 1 1 1 | 1875.oj ! I $187.5 | COMM I I
|26 |EXP| 4 1 ! 1 1 I I 0.0| I $1,875.0 | COMM I I

HOMER AIRPORT IMPROVEMENTS 1 5 |EXP| 4 1 1 1 1 3093.8| | I I $0.0 | DI ST I I
HOMER AIRPORT IMPROVEMENTS - RESURFACING RW & TAJ 5 |EXP| 4 1 1 1 0.0| I I I I $2,812.5 | DI ST I * I
HOOPER BAY AIRPORT IMPROVEMENTS |23 |ALT| 4 1 1 | 2250.0| I I I I $0.0 | COMM | | *91 ALT PROJECTS NOT PRINTED IN LAST YEAR'S DOCUEHENT

|23 |EXP| 4 1 I* 1 1 2250.0| | I I $0.0 | COMM 1 1
IGIUGIG AIRPORT RESURF |26 |EXP| 4 1 1 1 1 I I I 807.2| $0.0 |COMH | | FY'95 NOT PRINTED IN LAST YEAR'S DOCUEHENT

ILIAHNA AIRPORT RUNWAY IMPROVEMENTS |26 |EXP| 4 | 1382.8| 1 1 I I I I $773.4 | TRAN | 5 | PREVIOUSLY AUTHORIZED; REDUCED FUUD1NG LIMITS REQUIRED HO

KASIGLUK AIRPORT RNWY & APRON IMPROVEMENT 124 |E>IP| 2,4 |
j 24 | E!<P j 4 |

I 0.0|
I I

| i I $2,156.3 jCOHM I I
| 2156.3| | $0.0 jCOMM j 1 j

KEY: EXP= PROJECT EXPECTED TO BE FUNDED DURING INDICATED FISCAL YEAR; ALT= PROJECT WILL BE FUNDEO DURING INDICATED FISCAL YEAR IF FUNDING AVAILABLE.
PHASE: 2- PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING; 3= RIGHT-OF-WAY; 4= CONSTRUCTION; 7= UTILITIES; 8= PLANNING/ADMINISTRATION. * PROJECT ESTIHATES IN THOUSANDS


