when the tire looses pant of thr? rubber and starts to wear through
the cord body (Tr. 402).
The carcass of the tire holds all the pressure and all the
weight of the tire (Tr, 405) .  There is no greater risk as long as
the cord body is intact (Tr . 410, 434).  "Bird nesting" is where
the rubber comes apart from the ply which then starts to wear {Tr.
413) .
The tread of this tire is 18 to 20 inches.  The outside
circumference of the tire is 20 feet.
The bulging in the tire is a result of the rubber coining away
from the cord ply (Tr. 438).  If there is cord damage the bulge
would be more severe.  Further, "bird nesting" will occur because
the ends will start to curl up (Tr. 441).
Kenneth Davis, respondent's mine superintendent, probed the
separation on this recap with a screw driver.  He was only able to
insert the screwdriver three to four inches into the separation
until it hit rubber (Tr. 477, 488, 490).  The separation was 10 to
12 inches from the shoulder of the tire (Tr. 482).
The water truck wasn't carrying its designated weight.  It
was originally a 65 ton rock truck with a carrying capacity of
215,000 pounds.  Refitted as a water truck it weighs 150,000
pounds when loaded (Tr. 485).
In March 1981 respondent arranged a meeting with representa-
tives from General Tire Company and Redburn Tire Company.  The
meeting was for Wolford's benefit to discuss tire separations (Tr.
486, 487).
Bobby Jacobsen confirmed that i£ the cord of the tire is not
breaking down no hazard results from continuing to use a tire with
a separation of this type (Tr, 461-462).
Casey Conway accompanied the inspection team and they
inspected the water truck about 9:30 a.m.  The truck was taken to
the tire shop and parked.  No citation was written until there was
a later inspection that day (Tr. 469-470).
At 4:30 p.m. that day the truck was driven past Wolford and
Conway.  Wolford stated "he thought we had shut it down" (Tr.
471).  Wolford looked like he was getting angry because respondent
was operating the vehicle without changing the tire (Tr. 453, 454,
471, 472).
Acosta and Wolford discussed whether the tire should have
been removed from service.  There was no question about the
hazard. (Tr. 475).  Wolford referred to the fact that the company
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