
 
 

December 11, 2014 
Time:  8:30 a.m. 

Location:  
Motor Carrier Transportation Division  

3930 Fairview Industrial Drive S.E. 
Salem, Oregon  97302 

 
Facilitator:  Gayle Green 

      
 

I. OD vehicle pinch point project . . . Robin Marshburn 
 

II. OR 47 Roundabouts . . . Angela Kargel 
 

III. Industry Questions for DMV . . . Lydia Beebe   

• Can an employer of drivers, through the DMV, request a National Driver 
Register (NDR) report on existing or potential new hire drivers?   

• If so, can the process be automated or streamlined so that an actual trip to the 
DMV is not required?   

 
IV. DMV Update: National Registry # requirement on medical cards . . . Lydia Beebe 

 
V. Sleep Apnea update . . . David McKane 

 
VI. OAR Updates . . . Kim Cline 

• 734-074-0010 Long combination vehicles 

• 740-200-0010, 740-200-020, 740-200-040 Annual re-adoption of IFTA/IRP/HVUT  

• 740-100-0010, 740-100-0065, 740-100-0070, 740-100-0080, 740-100-0085,  
740-100-0090, 740-110-0010 Annual re-adoption of Federal Safety Regulations 
 

VII. Vertical Clearance for the Con-Way development in NW Portland . . .Tony Coleman 
 

VIII. IFTA fee adjustment . . . Ric Listella 
 

IX. Zero Reports . . . Ric Listella 



MINUTES 
MOTOR CARRIER TRANPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 

December 11, 2014 
 
 
Attendees: 
Mark Richardson – Omega Morgan 
Bill Lundin – Independent Dispatch Inc. (IDI) 
Matt Briggs – North Santiam Paving 
Dave Gray – Glostone Trucking Solutions 
Michael Swarbrick – EROAD 
Jeff Bowden – EROAD 
Kim Cline – ODOT/MCTD 
David McKane – ODOT/MCTD 
Leon Fischer – Siletz Trucking Company / OTA 
Ric Listella – ODOT/MCTD 
Christy Jordan – ODOT/MCTD 
Tony Coleman – ODOT/Region 2 
Angela Kargel – ODOT/Region 2 
David Rios – FMCSA 
Joel Shega – Cemex 
Lydia Beebe – DMV 
Gayle Green – ODOT/MCTD 
Bert Hartman – ODOT/Bridge 
Kristine Kennedy – Highway Heavy Hauling 
Robin Marshburn – ODOT/Planning 
Gregg Dal Ponte – ODOT/MCTD 
Ed Scrivner – ODOT/MCTD 
Kristan Mitchell – ORRA 
Tara L. Caton – ODOT/MCTD 
 
 
Facilitator:  Gayle Green 
 

We are reordering the agenda a bit and will start with Lydia Beebe from DMV. 

Industry questions for DMV . . . Lydia Beebe 

♦ Can an employer of drivers, through the DMV, request a National Driver Register 
(NDR) report on existing or potential new hires?  If so, can the process be 
automated or streamlined so that an actual trip to the DMV is not required?  The 
answer to both questions is yes.   
 



Lydia said that the most cumbersome way to request this information is to physically 
go to a DMV field office.  She suggested that the best way to order a record is to fill 
out a Request for National Driver Register (NDR) File Check on Current or 
Prospective Employee form #731-7071A online and then print it off.  The forms 
may be accessed by form number or alphabetically from the DMV forms page.  
There is a $1.50 per inquiry charge for these checks.  The form can be faxed in if the 
employer has established an account with the DMV and the fee will be charged to 
the account and billed out once per month.  Otherwise, the form and payment can 
be mailed to DMV.   

The report you’ll receive in response is not a driver record, rather it is a list of any 
states with possible/probable matches to the information you’ve provided about the 
employee, like the date of birth, full name, driver’s license number, etc.  You’ll then 
need to inquire with the DMV of each state listed on the report to request their 
records.  They will have their own associated fees for processing the record request.  
You also need the employee’s permission to obtain the records.   

David McKane commented that if nothing comes back from the initial inquiry, then 
the employer can be fairly confident that, as of that point in time, there is no 
information on the record.  Also, notarization is required if it is someone other than 
the employer requesting the record.  

Bill Lundin asked if it would be possible to submit a list of drivers for whom they need 
records if the company already has an account rather than submit individual request 
forms for each.  Lydia said she doesn’t believe so.  The form is signed by the 
employee and gives the employer a one-time authorization to request the driver 
record.   

Lydia also said that the federal government has been promising that an all-in-one 
national query system will be available at some future point which would allow an 
employer to request the information once and get the all of the corresponding 
records.  It appears to be stalled until they can agree on program funding and how 
much to charge employers for the report.   

Lydia said she will check to make sure the limited, one-time employee authorization 
is the correct interpretation of the policy.  

David Rios asked if Oregon’s DMV checks the NDR each time they issue or renew a 
CDL.  Lydia said, yes. 

DMV Update: National registry # requirement on medical cards . . . Lydia 
Beebe 

♦ You are all familiar with the driver medical card being tied to the CDL.  One of the 
pieces of information on the medical card is the National Registry Number of the 



physician who conducted the physical exam.  From the beginning, DMV entered the 
number on the card if one was listed and still accepted the card if there wasn’t an 
NRN; this is the same process we use today.   
 
Per FMCSA, as of May 21, 2014, medical exams must be conducted by a physician 
on the registry.  When that change came, Oregon DMV didn’t immediately change 
our practice.  However, as we go further and further beyond that date, we will be 
making a change.  Beginning no earlier than March 1st, 2015, if the NRN field is not 
filled in, we will reject the medical card whether it’s presented in person, faxed, or 
mailed.  We will provide an explanation to the driver that they are required to use a 
physician from the National Registry.   
 
Lydia stated that she wanted to make it completely clear that, while Oregon DMV will 
require a number in that spot on the card, they are in no way verifying that number 
and will not.  It is the responsibility of the employer to verify that the driver has 
gotten their exam from an NDR physician.   

Dave Gray with Glostone noted that the reports they receive as third party agents 
from DMV are sanitized and do not include medical information.  He asked how 
representatives of trucking companies are to get the NDR medical certification data. 

Lydia confirmed that the number is available to the employer, but no information is 
available on the sanitized report the third party agent can get.  At this time, the only 
way an agent can access that information is through the employer.  It’s a customer 
service issue for DMV.  They don’t provide a print to the third party record requester 
that has the medical data on it and she can’t provide any information as to when 
DMV will fix that issue.   

Gray noted that this DMV practice is going to place a large burden on the small 
carriers who use third party agents to take care of their various filings. 

Per David Rios, another complication may come into play in January 2015 when 
drivers are no longer required to carry the medical card since it will be on file with the 
base state DMV.   

Lydia cautioned that statement isn’t necessarily true in Oregon.  Oregon statute says 
an Oregon driver must carry his medical card while operating in Oregon. 

Rios added that FMCSA is mailing letters to the doctors who are turning in cards 
without medical registry data.  He feels January through March is going to be a 
potential problem for people who aren’t carrying their cards but who don’t have a 
registry number listed on the certificate on file. 

**During the MCTAC meeting, the topic of the easy availability of a driver record with 
the medical certification information on it came up.  There was concern that the 



record DMV calls the MQ is not available to the third-party business who take care of 
ordering records for some motor carriers.  Lydia mentioned that DMV has a couple 
of requests for work in the queue that will make improvements in this area and said 
she would check to see if anything could be done to move them forward.  
Unfortunately, there is nothing that can be done at this time.  She added that DMV is 
just starting a large project to modernize their computer systems and that means the 
majority of their IT resources are tied up on that project at this time.  DMV is also 
trying to get a project completed by the compliance date of 7/8/2015 to comply with 
CLP Final Rule requirements, which means the RFWs not related to these issues 
are on hold until resources become available. 

OR 47 Roundabouts . . . Angela Kargel 

♦ There are two single-lane roundabouts currently planned in Washington County near 
Forest Grove.  The first is at the intersection of OR 47 and Verboort/Purdin Road 
and the second is at OR 47 and David Hill Road.  (See Attach. A) 

Between the roundabouts themselves and a planned bypass route, the designs 
accommodate 100% of oversized vehicles.  In fact, the roundabouts will work for 
99.995% of the usual truck traffic with only .005% (trucks greater than 135’ in length 
or with axle widths of 14’ or greater) utilizing the bypass. 

The roundabouts have been pushed off of the old highway into right-of-way space 
which allows us to create a bypass on the old highway. 

The preliminary 30% design just came out 12/8.  A roundabout “truck rodeo” is 
currently being planned.  This will be a working layout of the proposed designed that 
trucks are encouraged to come and test out to refine the design.  The 70% freight 
design coordination meeting is scheduled for April 2015.  Advertisement and bidding 
should occur in August/September 2015 with construction to follow over two 
construction seasons between October 2015 and fall of 2017. 

Gregg Dal Ponte said he was very impressed with the outside-of-the-box thinking for 
these designs.  It is a great plan to move the roundabout off the highway to 
accommodate freight mobility and nice that we were able to use the right of way for 
the roundabouts. 

OD Vehicle Pinch-Point Project . . . Robin Marshburn 

♦ The Oregon Freight Plan has a strategy to identify the pinch points for over-
dimension loads called the Highway Over-Dimension Loads Pinch Points (HOLPP) 
Study.  Pinch points are physical features on the state highway system that restrict 
the movement of an over-dimension load because of height, width, weight, or length 
constraints.  They can include low overpasses, narrow roadways, sharp curves, 
weight-restricted bridges, narrow bridges, bridges with low overhead clearance, 



diamond interchanges, curbs, non-removable signs, medians, enhancements at 
pedestrian crosswalks, bridge signs overhead wires, and other features.  (See 
Attach. B) 

The three types of pinch points used in the study are: 

1. Pinch points for wide and long loads 
2. Vertical clearance pinch points 
3. Pinch points for heavy loads 

The highways to be analyzed in this study will be the Reduction Review Routes 
(RRR).  This system of highways is selected because most of the freight moves on 
these highways, it includes all of the Oregon Highway Plan Freight Routes and the 
freight stakeholders have identified these highways as the highways critical to the 
movement of freight in the state.  There are 54 RRR highways. 

Our strategy is to do more of an informal approach with this study.  Those who route 
these loads are familiar with the areas which are difficult to get these types of loads 
through.  We’d like their input to identify pinch points.  There is an economic benefit 
to the state of Oregon in removing pinch points on state highways for the efficient 
movement of over-dimension loads.  However, a transportation agency cannot 
design a system to accommodate all size and weight loads.  If in the same area 
there’s one highway with four pinch points and one highway with just one, we will try 
to remove the pinch points on the one with less so we can open up a route.   

The work will include development of a project memo and a Pinch Point data table, 
pilot testing, actual statewide identification and analysis of pinch points, development 
of District pinch point reports, freight stakeholder review, development of a draft list 
of key pinch points, preparation of the Draft HOLPP Study and submission to OFAC 
& MCTAC for review and comment, finalization of the study, and then removal of the 
designated pinch points as projects occur.   

Gregg asked over what period of time period Robin expects to have this 
accomplished.  Is there a deadline imposed by MAP 21? 

Robin said there is no MAP 21 deadline.  It’s hard to say how long the study will take 
because a lot of the work is working through the district staff and will add to their 
existing workload.  He thinks it will take most of next year to take it to the 
stakeholders. 

Sleep Apnea Update . . . David McKane 

♦ (See Attach. C) 
This is informational: 



Medical examiners providing CDL medical certification for drivers now must be on 
FMCSA’s National Registry of Certified Medical Examiners.  There is some concern 
that vendors providing the training to the physicians interested in being included in 
the National Registry are presenting certain (potentially misleading) information on 
obstructive sleep apnea (OSA) as part of the training.  Congress passed H.R. 3095 
in 2013 to ensure that FMCSA did not make any new or revised requirements 
providing for the screening, testing, or treatment of individuals operating CMVs for 
sleep disorders without going through a formal rulemaking process.     

Medical examiners have been asking drivers about their sleep habits and then more 
and more often granting only limited medical certifications pending sleep studies for 
OSA.  Industry concern is that misinformation and misapplication of federal 
standards has resulted in inconsistent practices of certified medical examiners 
around this topic.   

FMCSA’s response has been that they are not responsible for what is specifically 
taught by vendors in the training for inclusion in the FMCSA National Registry.  They 
only provide a list of topics that the private sector training organizations must cover 
in their courses.  Their regulations do not prohibit training organizations from 
presenting more information about OSA than the Agency provided in its October 
2000 advisory criteria. They added that the Agency neither reviews nor approves 
training materials or programs. 

Lydia commented that there have been questions around sleep apnea in the 
quarterly FMCSA CDL group conference call.  She said they are hearing that the 
preliminary diagnosis is being based solely on BMI.  There are two separate groups 
involved here, the CDL division of FMCSA and the Medical division, which requires 
the training. 

David McKane asked David Rios if there is a rule making expected on the subject.  
Rios indicated that it’s been talked about, but there is probably not anything on the 
horizon.   

♦ David shared that we have a new DVD available highlighting truck inspections.  May 
Trucking provided equipment and personnel over a two day period this summer and 
our staff were recorded as they went over the steps they take while conducting a 
truck inspection.  This is similar to the bus/motorcoach inspection video we shared a 
while back which showed the sorts of items our inspectors are looking at during that 
type of inspection.  We now have copies of the truck inspection DVD available.  If 
you are interested in obtaining a copy, please contact either David McKane or Tara 
Caton. 
 

OAR Updates . . . Kim Cline 



♦ (See Attach. D) 
734-074-0010: The updates to this rule are a direct result of a change requested by 
industry at a previous MCTAC meeting.  We have removed section 3 entirely which 
required tandem drive axles on the power units of vehicles operating under permits 
authorized by OAR 734, division 74. 

 
740-200-0010, 740-200-0020, & 740-200-0040:  This is the annual re-adoption of 
rules related to IRP, IFTA, & HVUT. 

 
740-100-0010, 740-100-0065, 740-100-0070, 740-100-0080, 740-100-0085,  
740-100-0090, & 740-110-0010:   This is the annual re-adoption of Oregon 
Administrative rules related to Federal Safety Regulations. 

 
David Gray asked why Part 40 isn’t adopted. 

Gregg answered that we can’t adopt a rule that gives us authority over something 
that isn’t our responsibility (i.e., either MRO or testing labs).  If the industry were to 
put forth a legislative concept seeking to give the Department oversight, we’d look to 
the legislature to provide adequate FTE, funding, etc. 

Kristan Mitchell motioned to move the OAR updates forward and David Grey 
seconded.  No opposition.  

IFTA Fee Adjustments . . . Ric Listella 

♦ (See Attach. E) 
The overall cost to administer the IFTA program is offset by the fees collected from 
IFTA motor carriers registered in Oregon.  Fees are calculated by determining the 
number of carriers and the size of their fleets.  We are going to review this 
calculation, which will likely take a few months, and then develop a new fee 
schedule. 

Gregg said that true product cost accounting is used to determine the administrative 
cost.  Oregon is not an IFTA state, so any costs associated with the program are 
ineligible for Highway Fund dollars, which is why we charge program fees to cover 
the administrative costs.  In the original legislation, the farm lobby argued for 
reduced costs similar to those they have for vehicle registration, which is why their 
IFTA registration fee is significantly lower.      

Zero Reports . . . Ric Listella 

♦ (See Attach. F) 
MCTD has identified carriers filing zero reports even though we have scale crossing 
data indicating operations.  This information usually surfaces during an audit, by 
which point the carrier could have been racking up unpaid mileage fees over a three 



year period.  We assess taxes, penalties, and interest to these audited accounts.  It 
becomes more complex when carriers close one of these accounts and then open a 
new one under a different name where they proceed to operate in the same manner.   

While reviewing statute and our processes, it became evident that we were 
suspending carriers if they didn’t file a report, but not if they filed a zero report and 
didn’t pay the tax.  Statute (ORS 825.490) says that the carrier must both report and 
pay their tax to avoid suspension.  Most zero reports are filed electronically through 
Trucking Online.  We are retooling our system to put a warning in place to the carrier 
if they file a zero report on TOL for an account which also has scale crossing data 
during the same time period.  We will reject the zero report and apply a unique 
suspension code to these accounts.   

Gregg said that we are not seeking any new statutory authority.  We are simply 
acknowledging and using the existing authority we have.  We are talking about 
carriers filing a report but not paying the appropriate mileage taxes they owe.  These 
accounts fall into one of two categories: 

1. A first time account with the Department, or 
2. A resurrected account 

First time accounts which are either under reporting mileage or not reporting it at all 
will be subject to a bond increase. 

Resurrected accounts are usually ones that ran afoul of the Department, ceased 
operations, and started up again as a new company under a different name with the 
same vehicles, owners, etc.  These are accounts that we would not have opened if 
we knew they were linked to the previous account, and ORS 825.137 allows us to 
cancel accounts that were opened in error.  We are also looking at requiring the 
vehicle lists for new accounts because the vehicles are often the link between an old 
account and a resurrected one. 

The first group to be reviewed is carriers with the most registered vehicles who are 
filing zero reports while having scaling data.  It is ultimately a good bet some of 
these companies will go out of business. 

Vertical Clearance for the Con-Way development in NW Portland . . . Tony Coleman 

♦ (See Attach. G) 
Tony said he brought this to MCTAC because he was hoping to have a Con-Way 
representative here to discuss the development and he was also hoping to try and 
get an understanding of the types of trucks that would be using the proposed new 
route.  Right now ODOT is working with the City of Portland.  The proposal in hand 
is to create an extension of NW 20th under the Freemont Bridge.  There is currently 
no road there and the vertical clearance under the bridge is only about 9’.  Minimum 



local route required clearance is 16’ and it would require extensive excavation under 
the bridge to achieve that, if it is even possible.  Alternately, if they move down to 
NW 18th or 19th, there are existing streets with no vertical clearance issues. 

Gregg said that using NW 20th makes no sense at all.  He suggested that Tony talk 
with Lanny Gower from Con-Way when he returns to the office next week. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 10:00 a.m. 
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Accommodating Oversized Vehicles
OR47 at David Hill Road
Manufactured Home



Accommodating Oversized Vehicles
OR47 at David Hill Road
Heavy-Haul Trailer – 135’



Accommodating Oversized Vehicles
OR47 at David Hill Road
Logger – 135’



Accommodating Oversized Vehicles
OR47 at David Hill Road
Bypass Route
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