
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

MARSHALL DIVISION 

 

1) STEVENS TRUCKING CO., §  

2) WESTERN FLYER EXPRESS, LLC, 

3) D & M CARRIERS, LLC, d/b/a 

FREYMILLER TRUCKING, 

4) IWX MOTOR FREIGHT, LLC,  

5) CHRISTENSON TRANSPORTATION, 

INC., and 

6) E.O.S. INC. 

 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

 

Plaintiffs, §  

 §  

v. § 
§ 
§ 

CIVIL ACTION NO.: 2:26-cv-869 

 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 §  

1) C.H. ROBINSON COMPANY, INC., d/b/a 

C.H. ROBINSON WORLDWIDE, 

2) C.H. ROBINSON INTERNATIONAL,  

INC., 

3) C.H. ROBINSON COMPANY, LLC, d/b/a 

C.H. ROBINSON WORLDWIDE, 

4) C.H. ROBINSON WORLDWIDE, INC., 

and 

5) TOTAL QUALITY LOGISTICS, LLC, 

 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

§ 

§ 

 

 

 

Defendants. § 
§ 

 

 §  

  
 

PLAINTIFFS’ COMPLAINT 
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Plaintiffs, Stevens Trucking Co. (“Stevens”), Western Flyer Express, LLC (“Western 

Flyer”), D & M Carriers, LLC (“Freymiller”), IWX Motor Freight, LLC (“IWX”), Christenson 

Transportation, Inc. (“Christenson”), and E.O.S. Inc. (“EOS”) (collectively “Plaintiffs”), file this 

Complaint against C.H. Robinson Company, Inc., d/b/a C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.H. 

Robinson International, Inc., C.H. Robinson Company, LLC d/b/a C.H. Robinson Worldwide, and 

C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., (collectively “CH Robinson”); and Total Quality Logistics, LLC 

(“TQL”), and will show the Court as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION AND NATURE OF THE CASE 

 

1. Increasingly, trucking industry observers have noted the decline of lawful asset-

based trucking operations in the United States. This decline is driven by a coordinated relationship 

between Defendants, acting as freight brokers, and illegal freight carriers (“Illegal Carriers”)—fly-

by-night companies registered under fake addresses who are severely underinsured; recruit and 

exploit foreign drivers through forced labor; disregard safety regulations; falsify logbooks; and 

cause a disproportionately high number of crashes and fatalities on U.S. roads and highways. This 

lawsuit addresses that conduct and the resulting harm to the American trucking industry, the 

public, and Plaintiffs’ businesses. 

2. The unlawful relationship between Defendants and these Illegal Carriers operates 

as follows: Defendants leverage their reputations as “safe” and “compliant” providers to secure 

freight contracts with shipping customers. But Defendants have no intention of actually shipping 

freight for these customers. Rather, Defendants broker the freight to Illegal Carriers—carriers who 

are anything but “safe” and “compliant” and, as a result, avoid labor constraints and compliance 

costs associated with federal safety and regulatory requirements. Through Defendants’ association 

with these Illegal Carriers, Defendants can secure more contracts by offering purportedly “safe” 
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and “compliant” services at impossibly low rates—rates that compliant carriers like Plaintiffs 

cannot match. 

3. This unlawful enterprise creates a win-win for the Defendants and the Illegal 

Carriers: Defendants gain access to inexpensive hauling capacity and expand margins, while 

Illegal Carriers gain entry to freight contracts their safety records would otherwise foreclose. 

4. Collectively and in concert, Defendants have cornered the U.S. market in long-haul 

trucking for customers who ship goods over 650 miles—all at a time when Defendants were 

claiming there was a truck-driver shortage and that long-haul trucking was in the worst freight 

“recession” in 100 years. Defendants’ impossible growth was made possible by their collaboration 

with Illegal Carriers. 

5. But these illicit gains come at a heavy cost. American asset-based trucking 

companies like Plaintiffs have experienced unprecedented losses and are closing their doors. And 

American highways have never been more deadly. 

6. The Illegal Carriers, with Defendants’ knowledge, routinely dispatch solo 

drivers on jobs that require a two-driver team, forcing drivers to operate well beyond federally 

permitted hour limits and fixing logbooks to perpetuate this scheme. This practice frequently 

results in drivers operating for periods exceeding 20 hours in a single day. 

7. This practice is so common that Defendants’ employees joke about it online 

and have dubbed the prototypical illegal driver “Strong Solo Sergey.” 
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8. Meanwhile, the driving public—who trusts that carriers are abiding by safety 

requirements—is forced to share the road with Illegal Carrier drivers operating in excess of 20 

hours a day under non-compliant conditions, causing crashes and traffic fatalities on public 

roadways.  

9. Earlier this year, the Supreme Court recognized that a broker’s selection of an 

unsafe carrier implicates highway safety. In Montgomery, the Court unanimously allowed C.H. 

Robinson to be held accountable for selecting an unsafe carrier. In his concurrence, Justice 

Kavanaugh put the stakes plainly: “[T]ruck safety is a matter of life and death,” and holding 

brokers accountable helps “keep unsafe trucks and unsafe drivers off America’s highways.” 

Montgomery v. Caribe Transp. II, LLC, 608 U.S. 219, 232 (2026) (Kavanaugh, J., concurring). 

10. Here, the disastrous consequences of Defendants’ operation of brokerage 

enterprises with Illegal Carriers are well recognized. After an eight-month investigation, 60 
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Minutes reported that Illegal Carriers are four times more likely to be involved in a crash and that 

regulators and former employees described Super Ego—one of the Illegal Carrier networks at issue 

here—as “a ticking time bomb on our nation’s roadways.”1 The FMCSA likewise recognized 

Super Ego as a high-priority investigative target, and DOT warned that Illegal Carriers are 

“unleashing unsafe trucks onto American roadways and exposing the public to preventable, 

catastrophic risks.”2 But despite these recognized dangers, C.H. Robinson recognized Super Ego 

as its 2025 “Carrier of the Year.”3 

11. Beyond endangering the public, truck drivers also suffer compressed wages to 

accommodate the influx of unqualified labor supplied by Illegal Carriers. And trucking companies 

that insist on safety compliance, adequate insurance coverage, and fair driver compensation—like 

Plaintiffs—are being priced out of the long-haul freight market, resulting in a gradual economic 

death. 

12. Likewise, freight customers, who contract with Defendants expecting safe and 

compliant transportation, instead have their freight diverted to non-compliant carriers they would 

never knowingly entrust with their goods. These Illegal Carriers would never be able to contract 

directly with Defendants’ customers because the Illegal Carriers and their drivers do not meet even 

the most basic industry standards (e.g., sufficient insurance coverage, English language 

proficiency, compliance with Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (“FMCSA”) 

 
1 See Bill Whitaker et al., The Trucking Companies Evading Federal Safety Enforcement and Plaguing U.S. 

Highways, CBS News (Apr. 12, 2026), https://www.cbsnews.com/news/how-dangerous-trucking-schemes-putting-

americans-at-risk-60-minutes-transcript.  
2 See id.; Press Release, U.S. Dep’t of Transp., U.S. Transportation Secretary Duffy, U.S. Homeland Security 

Secretary Mullin, White House Fraud Task Force, & Top U.S. Attorneys Launch Historic Interagency Effort to 

Crack Down on Fraud in Trucking Industry (Aug. 31, 2026), https://www.transportation.gov/briefing-room/us-

transportation-secretary-duffy-us-homeland-security-secretary-mullin-white-house.  
3 Press Release, C.H. Robinson, C.H. Robinson Announces Its 2025 Carrier of the Year Award Winners (Sept. 17, 

2025), https://www.chrobinson.com/en-us/about-us/newsroom/press-releases/2025/2025-carrier-of-the-year-award-

winners/.  
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regulations, acceptable safety statistics, etc.). Defendants, on the other hand, meet these standards 

on paper. 

13. Defendants’ relationship with Illegal Carriers allows them to maintain a safe and 

compliant façade. For example, despite operating as a “motor carrier” as defined by 49 C.F.R. 

§ 390.5T—including use of their own trailers, dispatch of drivers, and assumption of care, custody, 

and control of freight—TQL and CH Robinson rely on their purported status as a “broker” to 

knowingly avoid registering as motor carriers with the Department of Transportation, which in 

turn allows them to evade regulatory obligations requiring the reporting of safety violations and 

crashes involving the Illegal Carriers they use to haul loads for their customers. As a result, each 

time an Illegal Carrier is in a crash or receives a safety violation, these actions are not reported on 

TQL and CH Robinson’s safety records. This shell-game with Illegal Carriers keeps the 

Defendants’ safety records “clean” and their costs low. 

14. Defendants operate, control, and influence enterprises alongside Illegal Carriers to 

funnel customer freight through non-compliant carriers for Defendants’ financial gain. 

Defendants’ enterprises are engaged in a pattern of racketeering activity predicated on forced labor 

and wire fraud from which Defendants knowingly (or with reckless disregard) derive a substantial 

financial benefit. 

15. This lawsuit seeks to end these unlawful practices and vindicate the rights of 

Plaintiffs for the damage that Defendants caused. 

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

A. Subject-Matter Jurisdiction 

 

16. This action arises under federal laws, including 18 U.S.C. §§ 1961-68 and 15 

U.S.C. § 1125. Accordingly, this Court has subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1331. 
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B. Personal Jurisdiction 

 

17. The Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendants. All Defendants conduct 

substantial, continuous, and systematic business in Texas, purposefully direct unlawful acts at 

Texas businesses, and cause foreseeable harm in this District. 

18. Defendants have purposefully directed substantial commercial activity toward 

Texas by contracting with Texas motor carriers and shippers under agreements performed by 

hauling freight on Texas highways, transmitting false representations of safety and compliance to 

Texas businesses, tendering Texas freight to Illegal Carriers whose trucks travel through and have 

been involved in crashes in this District, and recruiting Texas residents to staff their Texas offices. 

C. Venue 

19. Venue is proper in the Eastern District of Texas under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2) and 

18 U.S.C. § 1965(a) because Defendants maintain facilities, personnel, and operations in this 

District that are directly tied to the conduct alleged and because a substantial part of the events and 

omissions giving rise to Plaintiffs’ claims occurred here. 

D. Overview of Facts Supporting Jurisdiction and Venue 

 

20. Defendants C.H. Robinson and TQL regularly transact freight-brokerage business 

in this District, including the Marshall Division. 

21. C.H. Robinson maintains an office in the Eastern District of Texas at 8454 

Parkwood Blvd., Suite 200 in Plano, where its personnel conduct freight-brokerage and 

transportation-management business.  

22. TQL likewise has a registered office and employs personnel in the Eastern District 

of Texas at 2595 N. Dallas Parkway, Suite 350 in Frisco.  

23. Defendants regularly broker freight to Illegal Carriers that traverse this District’s 
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major corridors, including I-20, I-30, U.S. 59, and U.S. 80. 

24. The Queen City corridor within the Marshall Division is saturated with at-risk 

carriers that pose a danger to residents. The six counties within the Division recorded 1,302 

commercial motor vehicle crashes, 28 fatal crashes, and 30 deaths between 2022 and 2024. 

Harrison County alone recorded 759 commercial motor vehicle crashes.  

25. Illegal Carriers such as AM Hotshots, Floyd Inc., Tutash Express, Sultan Trans Inc, 

Twin Carrier LLC, UZB Freight Inc, Universe Carrier Inc, Trytime Transport LLC, AM Hotshots 

LLC, J & A Logistics Transportation, BobbinsDots Transport, LLC, Robert L Gast, Inc., Rocket 

Expediting, Cargo Prime Corporation, Enlightened Truckers of America, CloudTrucks and many 

others operate continuously and systematically within the District and Division. 

26. TQL is currently a defendant in a lawsuit in the Eastern District of Texas based on 

a collision involving an Illegal Carrier TQL hired to haul freight through the District.4  

27. Major shippers in the area draw carriers to the District, making it a commercial 

trucking hub. Because of Defendants’ relationships with these shippers, a substantial portion of 

the carrier relationships, transactions, communications, and racketeering activity underlying 

Plaintiffs’ claims occurred in or was directed to this District. 

28. For example, two of these shippers are Graphic Packaging International and 

Pilgrim’s Pride. 

29. Graphic Packaging International operates its “Texarkana Mill” in Cass County. It 

produces 623,207 net tons of paperboard annually and employs approximately 800 workers. 

30. Plaintiffs EOS, Western Flyer, IWX, and Christenson have been priced out of 

 
4 See Nunez v. Total Quality Logistics, LLC et al., No. 6:26-cv-00387-JDK (removed to the Eastern District of Texas 

August 12, 2026). 
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Graphic Packaging International freight moving to and from the Texarkana Mill because of 

Defendants’ use of Illegal Carriers to haul that freight. Defendants’ use of Illegal Carriers has 

driven price margins so low that Plaintiffs cannot profitably compete for Graphic Packaging 

International bids. 

31. Western Flyer, IWX, and Christenson have each bid on or hauled Graphic 

Packaging International freight, and Graphic Packaging International was a major customer of 

EOS. The business these Plaintiffs lost, or were priced out of, hauling freight to and from the 

Texarkana Mill forms a substantial part of their claims. 

32. EOS historically hauled a large volume of freight for Graphic Packaging 

International from the Texarkana Mill in Queen City. EOS lost substantial revenue from freight 

moving to and from that Cass County facility after Defendants targeted and undercut EOS through 

the conduct alleged in this Complaint. 

33. Pilgrim’s Pride operates a feed mill, distribution freezer, and offices in Camp 

County, within the Eastern District. 

34. Plaintiff Western Flyer has lost significant business from Pilgrim’s Pride, to 

Defendants, because of Defendants’ use of Illegal Carriers.  

35. Pilgrim’s Pride was a significant customer account for Plaintiff Western Flyer, and 

the freight it lost from the Camp County facility forms a substantial part of its claims. 

36. These facilities are not only large distribution centers. They connect long-haul lanes 

from east to west. Those valuable lanes traditionally offered Plaintiffs opportunities to connect 

their Eastbound and Westbound networks.5 

 
5 The Texas Department of Transportation describes Interstate 20 as “an integral east-west connection for both travel 

and trade in Texas.”  See I-20 East Texas Corridor Study, Texas Dept. of Transp., https://ftp.txdot.gov/pub/txdot-

info/dal/i20-east-corridor/executive-summary.pdf. 
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37. Plaintiffs have been priced out of these lanes because Defendants have driven down 

labor costs and eliminated safe competition through their use of Illegal Carriers. 

38. Plaintiffs’ claims thus arise out of and relate to Defendants’ commercial 

transportation activities and contacts in Texas, including the shipment and movement of goods 

through the Eastern District of Texas by Illegal Carriers hauling freight to and from local shipping 

hubs, such as the Graphic Packaging International Texarkana Mill and Pilgrim’s Pride facilities. 

These activities form an integral part of the events giving rise to Plaintiffs’ claims and support 

jurisdiction and venue in this District. 

III. THE PARTIES 

 

39. Plaintiff Stevens Trucking Company is an Oklahoma corporation with its principal 

place of business in Oklahoma. 

40. Plaintiff Western Flyer Express, LLC is a limited liability company organized 

under the laws of Oklahoma with its principal place of business in Oklahoma. 

41. Plaintiff D & M Carriers, LLC, d/b/a Freymiller Trucking is a limited liability 

company organized under the laws of Oklahoma with its principal place of business in Oklahoma. 

42. Plaintiff Christenson Transportation, Inc. is a Missouri corporation with its 

principal place of business in Missouri. 

43. Plaintiff IWX Motor Freight LLC is a limited liability company organized under 

the laws of Oklahoma with its principal place of business in Missouri. 

44. Plaintiff E.O.S. Inc. is an Arkansas corporation with its principal place of business 

in Arkansas.  

45. Defendant C.H. Robinson Company Inc. d/b/a C H Robinson Worldwide, Inc. is a 

Delaware Corporation with its principal place of business in Minnesota. CH Robinson Company 
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Inc. may be served with the summons and Complaint through its Texas registered agent, 

Corporation Service Company d/b/a CSC-Lawyers Incorporating Service Company, at 211 E. 7th 

Street, Suite 620, Austin, Texas 78701-3218. 

46. C.H. Robinson International, Inc. is a Delaware Corporation with its principal place 

of business in Minnesota. C.H. Robinson International, Inc. may be served with the summons and 

Complaint through its Texas registered agent, Corporation Service Company d/b/a CSC-Lawyers 

Incorporating Service Company, at 211 E. 7th Street, Suite 620, Austin, Texas 78701-3218. 

47. C.H. Robinson Company, LLC d/b/a C.H. Robinson Worldwide is a limited 

liability company formed under the laws of Delaware with its principal place of business in 

Minnesota. C.H. Robinson Company, LLC may be served pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil 

Procedure 4(h). 

48. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc. is a Delaware Corporation with its principal place 

of business in Minnesota. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc. may be served pursuant to Federal Rule 

of Civil Procedure 4(h). 

49. Defendant Total Quality Logistics, LLC (“TQL”) is an Ohio Domestic Limited 

Liability Company with its principal place of business in Cincinnati, Ohio. TQL may be served 

with the summons and Complaint through its registered agent in Texas, Corporate Creations 

Network Inc., at 2595 N. Dallas Pkwy., Suite 350, Frisco, Texas 75034. 

50. From 2021 to present, TQL and CH Robinson have ranked in the top 3 freight 

brokerages in the United States by either net revenue and/or margin on revenue. Collectively, CHR 

and TQL since 2022 have accounted for over $103.45 billion in gross revenue and have continued 

to dictate pricing and policy for the freight industry given their size and sphere of influence. 

Defendants’ customers include large national shippers with widely-recognized household names. 
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IV. OVERVIEW OF THE TRUCKING INDUSTRY 

 

A. Trucking Regulation and Licensing of Companies and Drivers 

51. Freight “motor carriers” and freight “brokers” in the United States are both 

regulated under federal law. 

52. Trucking companies in the United States may be registered as a motor carrier, a 

broker, or both. Whether a trucking company is acting as a motor carrier or a broker on a given 

freight load is a question of fact that cannot be determined solely by the type of licensure(s) the 

trucking company holds. 

53. The Department of Transportation must issue a DOT number for a trucking 

company to become a properly licensed motor carrier in the United States. 

54. A trucking company is required to operate under that DOT number and report 

several categories of information, including truck and driver count, home terminal address, 

corporate officers, and miles per year to the FMCSA. 

55. Congress created the FMCSA to reduce crashes, injuries, and fatalities involving 

commercial motor vehicles. FMCSA fulfills that mandate by promulgating and enforcing the 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations and overseeing carrier safety. 

56. FMCSA has enacted safety rules governing things like driver fatigue, use of drugs 

and alcohol, and other unsafe driving practices. Fatigue-related regulations include restrictions on 

drivers’ hours of service. 

57. The FMCSA tracks motor carrier crash data and may initiate an enforcement action 

when a carrier is involved in an excessive number of crashes or fatalities. 

58. For the FMCSA to work effectively, trucking companies must operate all drivers, 

trucks, and operations under the DOT number assigned by the Department of Transportation 
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because a company’s safety record is tied to its DOT number. 

B. The Rise of Freight Brokerage 

 

59. Historically, the trucking industry consisted primarily of “asset-based” motor 

carriers—trucking companies that own trucks and trailers and directly employ drivers. 

60. An asset-based carrier that operates continuously under one DOT number for many 

years typically understands the importance of safe operations, both to protect the public and to 

protect the carrier’s finances. A history of excessive safety violations negatively impacts that asset-

based carrier’s ability to acquire business. And if a crash occurs, asset-based carriers are directly 

responsible for the actions of their employee drivers, resulting in large out-of-pocket costs and an 

increase in insurance premiums if safety standards have been violated. 

61. Given the importance of safety for traditional asset-based carriers, industry 

numbers show that more than 40% of their operating cost each month is dedicated to driver pay. 

When carriers prioritize running safe operations, they prioritize hiring safe drivers who, in turn, 

earn a good wage by staying within the safety rules. 

62. Beginning in the early 2000s, the freight industry experienced significant growth 

in brokerage-based logistics models. Rather than directly operating trucks and employing drivers, 

these brokerage operations serve as middlemen—arranging transportation by connecting shippers 

with other motor carriers. 

63. The expansion of brokerage divisions presented an appealing business model. It 

allowed companies to grow freight volume without making proportional investments in trucks, 

trailers, or driver payroll. By coordinating shipments performed by other carriers, companies could 

increase revenue while limiting capital expenditures. 

64. Alongside the reduction in operating expenses, brokerage models also created an 
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opportunity to strategically shift operational risk. By structuring transactions around third-party 

carriers, companies could distance themselves from the day-to-day realities of vehicle operation, 

driver oversight, regulatory compliance, and perhaps most importantly (to the brokers) crashes and 

violations. 

65. In short, the brokerage model allowed companies like Defendants to market 

themselves as safe and compliant service providers while allocating primary responsibility for 

safety and regulatory compliance to independent carriers performing the haul. 

66. The Defendants in this case operate within that brokerage framework. But 

Defendants knowingly contract with carriers that disregard safety and regulatory obligations, 

which results in no one taking responsibility for the safety of drivers and equipment on American 

roads. The disastrous consequences fall on truck drivers, the driving public, and safety-compliant 

trucking companies such as Plaintiffs. 

C. Defendants Invent Demand Through a Claimed “Driver Shortage.” 

67. In the late 2010s, Defendants were increasingly unhappy with the cost of 

 

labor (carriers and drivers) needed to haul their customer’s freight. 

 

68. Labor costs account for approximately 40% of a legitimate trucking company’s 

“per-mile” operating cost per truck. The cost per truck is traditionally fixed; fuel, truck purchases, 

permits, tires, and tolls are all relatively the same for each competitor. 

69. Labor cost, thus, presented a significant opportunity to maximize Defendants’ per-

load margins. And Defendants relied on an age-old marketing campaign to exploit that 

opportunity: Create the need; sell to the need. 

70. To create the need, Defendants began promoting a “truck driver shortage” in the 
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U.S. There was no actual driver shortage.6 Defendants did not want to pay willing drivers a living 

wage. 

71. Defendants promoted the narrative of a “truck driver shortage” through marketing 

materials and their trade group, the American Trucking Association (“ATA”). 

72. In 2021, the CEO of CH Robinson stated in CNBC interviews that immigration 

would help “alleviate” the nationwide truck driver shortage. 

73. ATA lobbied the Department of Transportation in 2021 to loosen licensing and 

immigration regulations. 

74. In response, Illegal Carriers exploiting foreign labor sources began to crop up to 

meet Defendants’ “need” for cheaper drivers. This is when the decline of the great American 

trucking company began. 

75. These companies choose foreign labor due to the ease in exploitation, lack of 

oversight and understanding, and the ability through various means to keep foreign labor in 

peonage and forced labor conditions.  

D. CDL issuance spikes in response to Defendants’ “trucker shortage.” 

76. Following Defendants’ “driver shortage” marketing campaign, in just one year 

(January 2021 to January 2022) the issuance of commercial driver’s licenses (“CDL”) increased 

by 72% from the prior year, translating to 876,000 additional CDLs—a record high.  

77. Since Defendants’ “driver shortage” claims began, there has also been a significant 

increase in the issuance of non-domiciled CDLs. A non-domiciled CDL is a temporary CDL issued 

by state licensing authorities to individuals who are legally domiciled in countries other than the 

 
6 See TIME, The Truck Driver Shortage Doesn’t Exist. Saying There Is One Makes Conditions Worse For Drivers. 

(Alana Semuels, Nov. 12, 2021) available at https://time.com/6116853/truck-driver-shortage-supply-chain/ (last 

visited 2/18/2026). 
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U.S., Mexico, or Canada. A non-domiciled CDL typically expires upon the expiration of the 

holder’s authorized stay in the U.S. 

78. Although foreign nationals have historically been permitted to obtain CDLs, such 

drivers represented only a small fraction of truck drivers in the U.S., until recently. 

79. This spike in newly issued CDLs to foreign drivers expanded the pool of available 

commercial drivers. When combined with the exploitation of those drivers through depressed 

wages, it enabled large brokerage companies like Defendants to dramatically increase low-cost 

driving capacity. 

80. But the emergence of this low-cost capacity negatively impacted the safety 

 

of our Nation’s roads. 

81. According to Department of Transportation data, the number of fatal crashes 

involving commercial motor vehicles rose from 4,821 in 2020, to 5,733 in 2021, and to 5,837 in 

2022. That is a 20% increase in fatalities in just two years.  

82. Texas bears more of this than any other state. The National Highway Traffic Safety 

Administration’s state table for 2023 shows 705 large trucks involved in fatal crashes in Texas, 

the most in the nation and nearly twice the figure for California, and large trucks made up 11.4 

percent of all vehicles involved in fatal crashes in Texas against 9.2 percent nationally.7 The Texas 

Department of Transportation recorded 39,393 crashes involving commercial motor vehicles in 

Texas in 2024, including 546 fatal crashes that killed 608 people. Two hundred fifty of those 

crashes were in Harrison County, which sits on Interstate 20 and U.S. Highway 59 in this Division.8 

 
7 National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, DOT HS 813 717, Table 6 (Large Trucks Involved in Fatal Traffic 

Crashes, by State, 2023), available at https://crashstats.nhtsa.dot.gov/Api/Public/ViewPublication/813717 (last 

accessed Sep. 15, 2026). 
8 Texas Department of Transportation, Traffic Safety Division, Commercial Motor Vehicle (CMV) Involved Crashes 

and Injuries by County 2024, available at https://www.txdot.gov/content/dam/docs/division/trf/crash-

records/2024/30.pdf (last visited Sep. 9, 2026). 
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83. A significant portion of these crashes are tied to carriers based out of Illinois, 

California, Ohio, and Florida, all known as hotbeds for illegal carriers. 

84. In the fall of 2025, the FMCSA issued new interim rules governing the issuance of 

non-domiciled CDLs with the goal of “restor[ing] the integrity of the commercial driver’s license 

(CDL) issuance processes by significantly limiting the authority for [states] to issue and renew 

non-domiciled commercial learner’s permits (CLPs) and CDLs to individuals domiciled in a 

foreign jurisdiction.”9  

E. The Emergence of Illegal and “Chameleon” Carriers 

 

85. In the past several years, coinciding with the rise in foreign CDL holders, there has 

been a marked increase in the number of foreign-owned, DOT-registered carriers that unlawfully 

exploit foreign nationals to drive freight trucks in the U.S. These Illegal Carriers share several 

common hallmarks: they (1) list ghost addresses with the DOT to conceal their large terminals 

where they operate multiple fraudulent carrier entities; (2) are severely underinsured and often 

commit insurance fraud; (3) employ a large number of under-trained foreign nationals, many of 

whom cannot speak English; (4) substantially underpay their drivers through lease-to-own 

servitude arrangements; (5) rely heavily on drivers with non-domiciled CDLs; (6) have abysmal 

safety records; (7) violate driving hours limitations; and (8) alter logbooks to cover up hours-of-

service violations. 

86. Among these Illegal Carriers are countless “chameleon carriers.” A “chameleon 

carrier” is a fraudulent trucking company that operates by shutting down a previous entity with a 

poor safety record and then reopening the same operation under a new name and DOT number to 

obtain a clean slate with the Department of Transportation. 

 
9 See www.federalregister.gov/documents/2025/09/29/2025-18869/restoring-integrity-to-the-issuance-of-non-

domiciled-commercial-drivers-licenses-cdl (last visited 2/18/2026). 
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87. These Illegal Carriers operate under multiple DOT numbers to avoid compliance 

with regulations, defraud insurance, and circumvent enforcement actions. 

88. These Illegal Carriers often function as one company, with one owner, but break 

their operations into multiple names and DOT numbers so they can close a shell company and 

open another overnight in the event of a fatal crash or major safety violation. 

89. Federal law prohibits motor carriers from using changes in identity, registration, or 

DOT numbers to evade compliance with safety regulations or to conceal a history of violations. 

49 C.F.R. § 386.73. 

90. Federal law makes it a felony to use any trick, scheme, or device to knowingly and 

willfully falsify, conceal, or cover up a material fact in a written application, statement, or 

representation to the FMCSA or the Department of Transportation. 49 C.F.R.§ 390.35; 18 U.S.C. 

§ 1001. 

 

91. Brokers must look for indicia of Illegal Carriers to avoid hiring unsafe carriers who 

willfully violate FMCSA regulations and endanger public safety. 

F. Super Ego 

 

92. One of Defendants’ primary Illegal Carriers is Super Ego. 

93. Super Ego was CH Robinson’s 2025 1000+ trucks “Carrier of the Year.” 

 

94. Super Ego entities (Sam Express and Tutash Express) were TQL “Elite Carriers” 

in 2025. 

95. Super Ego is a holding company with operations based out of Serbia. Super Ego 

does not have a motor carrier number but instead is a holding company that operates over 70 

chameleon carriers in its freight network. Super Ego has publicly claimed it operates over 10,000 

trucks in the U.S. 

96. Super Ego requires payment to be made to a Super Ego “factoring” company, which 

then disperses funds into accounts for its chameleon carriers. This allows Super Ego to hide its 
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chameleon carriers from the government and tax authorities. 

97. Super Ego’s chameleon carriers are constantly trading trucks back and forth in mass 

quantities, often after a crash or safety violation, or before insurance renewal. 

98. For example, as the publicly available FMCSA data in the graphic below shows, a 

large number of Vehicle Identification Numbers (“VINs”) move from one Super Ego carrier to 

another and then return to the original carrier later. This shell game lacks any legitimate purpose 

and is done to evade safety, insurance, and tax regulations. 

 

99. Drivers are instructed by their Super Ego carrier before each load which DOT 

number they are required to check in and haul under by dispatch based out of Serbia.10  

100. Confidential Witness drivers confirm that dispatch personnel within the Super Ego 

network routinely instructed drivers to operate under rotating carrier identities and DOT authorities 

depending on the load assignment. 

101. Below is a list of Confidential Witnesses (“CWs”) who drove trucks for multiple 

Illegal Carriers (primarily Super Ego carriers) and were, thus, in a position to personally observe 

and experience the factual allegations made herein. Because these CW drivers were given a bill of 

lading for each load they hauled, they could often personally see whether the load was brokered 

and which brokerage company was involved. These CWs provided copies of relevant bills of 

 
10 See Ontiveros v. Rocket Expediting, LLC, et al., No. 1:25-cv-11069, Compl., ECF No. 1 (N.D. Ill. Sept. 12, 2025); 

Atkinson v. Super Ego Holdings, et al., No. 1:22-cv-04127, Third Am. Compl., ECF No. 203 (N.D. Ill. Aug. 6, 2025). 
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lading identifying Defendants, which will be provided in discovery. Each CW voluntarily provided 

information to Plaintiffs. 

• CW1 drove a truck for Super Ego for one month in 2023 under its exploitative 

lease-to-own program. He was technically assigned to Super Ego affiliate Floyd, 

Inc., but also drove loads for several other Super Ego affiliates. He states, “Every 

load I hauled at Super Ego was a brokered load. There were no direct customer 

shipments.” In addition, CW1 drove for non-Super Ego carrier MN89. He states, 

“[m]y experiences across all of these companies were virtually identical.” 

 

• CW2 drove for the “Super Ego network from approximately 2024 through 2025.” 

The primary Super Ego affiliates CW2 drove for were Run Direct and Trans 

Solutions, Inc. He states that “[a]ll of our loads were brokered, and we were hauling 

for TQL, C.H. Robinson, and JB Hunt on a constant and recurring basis.” 

 

• CW3 was a driver in the Super Ego network from March 2025 to January 2026, 

hauling loads for affiliates AM Hotshot, LLC; Floyd, Inc.; Robert L Gast Inc.; 

TryTime; Enlightened Truckers of America; Rocket; and Miser. He states, “I 

hauled the majority of my loads for the Broker C.H. Robinson.” 

 

• CW4 was a lease-to-own driver for BND Global, a company connected to Floyd, 

Inc. within the Super Ego network based out of Chicago, from July 2025 to October 

2025. He states that he hauled multiple loads for CH Robinson “where CH 

Robinson was listed as the ‘carrier’ on the Bill of Lading,” and can identify those 

loads. 

 

• CW5 was a driver for Chicago-based Illegal Carrier Load N Go, Inc. from April to 

June 2025. He was working under a lease-to-own arrangement and the manager 

who controlled his daily operations was based in Ukraine. 

 

• CW6 drove for several Indian-owned and operated Illegal Carriers based in 

California over the course of his 13 years driving trucks. The last such carrier was 

called New Generation. He states he regularly hauled loads for TQL and CH 

Robinson over the course of his time working for these companies. 

102. These CWs tell a strikingly similar story. The carriers they drove for switched DOT 

numbers and names regularly; required drivers to drive beyond federal hours-of-service limits; 

manipulated electronic logging devices; paid drivers astonishingly low wages; and threatened them 

with penalties or further debt when they objected. 
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103. CW1 stated: 

They all switch DOT numbers to evade enforcement. And they all use addresses in 

multiple states to disguise the fact that they are all controlled from the same 

Chicago-area network. The only variation is the name on the door. 

 

104. Similarly, CW2, who drove for three different Chicago based carriers (including 

Super Ego entities) in 2024 and 2025, stated: 

The switching of DOT numbers was constant and routine across all three 

companies. I ran under three different DOT numbers for three different Chicago-

based companies. If the company received a load from a broker and did not want 

to use a particular DOT number, the company would email me a different company 

name and DOT number and instruct me to tape it to the side of the truck. The 

procedure was specific: approximately one mile before the pickup location, I was 

required to put up the name and DOT number the company wanted displayed. After 

making the pickup, I would remove it. Then, approximately one mile before the 

delivery location, I was required to put it back up for the delivery. This was a 

requirement of the job — not a suggestion. 

 

105. In 2025, CW3—who drove trucks for several Super Ego entities—asked dispatch 

personnel about the discrepancy between his assigned carrier and the carrier name he was asked 

to check-in under. The Super Ego dispatcher texted this explanation back: 

If I did not explain this earlier, Super Ego Holding is a mother company, we have 

several daughter companies, and I will always let you know as which company to 

check in so we do not get in trouble on shipper. This is what we do for years, it is 

all good, those are all our companies … 

CW3 also explained that, despite operating under the same DOT registration throughout his entire 

time with Super Ego, “SuperEGO dispatch instruct[ed] me to check in at shippers to haul freight 

under various . . . company names (Floyd Inc., Robert L Gast Inc., TryTime, Enlightened Truckers 

of America, Rocket, & Miser).” CW1 and CW2 also describe hauling freight under multiple carrier 

designations while receiving all routing, scheduling, and operational instructions from the same 

dispatcher. 
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106. Videos online show Super Ego carriers switching DOT numbers by merely 

removing one sticker and replacing it with another—much like CW2 described.11  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

107. Super Ego carriers have an unprecedented number of safety violations. 

108. Tutash Express, Inc., depicted above, has been cited for 929 safety violations and 

58 crashes, and has been shut down by the FMCSA on multiple occasions—only to be re-opened 

later with the same ownership, organizational structure, and trucks. Tutash Express 1, LLC, for 

example, was shut down by the FMCSA in 2024 and continued operating under the names Tutash 

Express, Inc. and Sam Express. 

109. Trytime Transport has been cited for at least 1,257 safety violations, 104 crashes, a 

vehicle- and driver-out-of-service rate twice the national average, lists a ghost address in Ohio as 

its place of business to conceal its terminals in Chicago, and its trucks share VIN Numbers with at 

least 3 other Super Ego affiliates. 

 
11 American Truck Drivers and Live Trucking, www.facebook.com/ATruckDrivers/videos/suspicious-activity-

driver-caught-changing-mc-numbers-in-the-field-18wheeler-tru/663318819994893 (last accessed Feb. 7, 2026). 

Case 2:26-cv-00869-JRG     Document 1     Filed 09/23/26     Page 22 of 66 PageID #:  22



 

 
22 

110. Collectively, Super Ego entities account for over 3,000 recorded safety violations, 

266 crashes, and over 1,500 fraudulent equipment transfers in violation of FMCSA regulations. 

111. Super Ego relies not only on chameleon carriers to evade authorities, but also on 

fraudulent manipulation of federally required electronic logbooks, which they accomplished in 

multiple ways. 

112. For example, CW1 states: 

Super Ego provided a 1-800 number for drivers to call when they ran out of 

available hours on their electronic logs. The process was simple and routine: when 

you ran out of hours, you called the Serbian 1-800 number, told them your truck 

number and company, and within three minutes to one hour you had fresh logs with 

a full set of new hours. This was the standard operating procedure at Super Ego. It 

was not a secret — it was how the company functioned. 

113. CW4 drove for Super Ego entity BND Global in 2025, and stated: 

Without my consent on several occasions my electronic logbook would be 

automatically “reset” to provide additional hours of service beyond the legal limit. 

For example, I would often run out of my 70 hours I am allowed to work during a 

week. Usually when I had about 25 of my 70 hours left, my electronic logbook 

would be automatically reset. This means that BND had to be monitoring my 

electronic logbooks overseas. 

114. CW4’s Illegal Carrier also bribed him to avoid weigh stations, and he captured the 

request through a screenshot on his phone: 
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115. CW6 who drove for non-Super Ego entities, experienced a different method of log 

manipulation that achieved the same result, stating: 

I was required to falsify my logbooks. Specifically, I was given team loads as a solo 

driver and required to put down my boss or a name of a family member as a co-

driver. This was done so I could “switch” between drivers and falsify my driver 

time. … The dual logbook system allowed the company to conceal the true number 

of hours I was driving by splitting my actual hours across two identities. 
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116. While working for Super Ego entities, CW3 recorded a video on his cell phone 

showing Super Ego dispatch illegally re-setting his logbook in January of 2026 to force CW3 to 

haul a CH Robinson load from Illinois to Pennsylvania nonstop. 

117. All CWs described a logbook manipulation scheme deployed by their respective 

Illegal Carriers. Other drivers working for Illegal Carriers have reported these logbook 

manipulations to the press.12 The result is that, if the driver is pulled over by law enforcement or 

involved in a crash, the driver will appear to be operating legally. 

118. Drivers in these situations are often allowed only 3-5 hours of sleep per day, and if 

the drivers refuse to break the hours-of-service rules, they are threatened and coerced. 

119. If the driver stops driving or fails to answer his phone, the company will often report 

the truck “stolen,” causing the driver to be arrested. Given the driver often does not have proper 

immigration status, or is fearful of deportation, the driver will continue to drive despite the risk to 

his life and the lives of others. 

120. Drivers for Illegal Carriers are often paid less than minimum wage and forced to 

work under duress. 

121. CW1 stated, “[f]or an entire month of work at Super Ego—driving thousands of 

miles, working around the clock, seven days a week—I made a total of $100;” that is, “[o]ne 

hundred dollars for a full month of working 20+ hours a day seven days a week.” 

122. CW2 stated: 

The company had me driving 5,000 to 6,000 miles per week. Federal hours-of-

service regulations would make it physically impossible to legally drive this many 

miles in a week. For the entire month I worked at Super Ego, I averaged 

approximately two hours of sleep per night. Seven days a week. I ran one load of 

1,800 miles straight without a break, without rest, without stopping for anything 

 
12 See Catrina Barker, THE CENTER SQUARE, (Aug 20, 2025), 

www.thecentersquare.com/illinois/article_ee63c06b-1492-4b14-8f8f-a6f7bee0ba57.html. 
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other than fuel. 

 

123. The average long-distance driver should earn anywhere from $70,000 to $90,000 

per year (or more), whereas immigrant “contract” drivers hauling for Illegal Carriers drive twice 

the hours and earn well less than $20,000 a year without benefits. 

124. Super Ego and other Illegal Carriers also target vulnerable U.S. Citizens who have 

failed a drug test or been involved in a prior crash, promising to give these drivers a second chance 

and a good living. 

125. CW4 found himself in this situation, stating: 

I was previously disqualified from my prior employer … which limited my options 

as a truck driver. I was recruited by BND Global through a Facebook advertisement 

via direct message. This message promised me the opportunity to own my own 

truck and to make 75% of the load. This would equate to approximately $2,100 to 

$2,500 a week in my pocket. It looked like a great opportunity. 

 

126. However, this was all a lie: “Immediately it became clear that I was going to be 

forced to haul well over the allowed hours of services,” CW4 states. “They had isolated me, put 

me into a lease to own where I could never pay off the truck and pay my bills, kept forcing me to 

run illegal which made me afraid to ask for help from law enforcement or others, and worked me 

over 125 hours a week with less than five hours of rest per night.” 

127. Drivers working for Illegal Carriers usually have no choice but to accept the 

conditions and pay due to the forced-labor arrangements Illegal Carriers employ. 

128. Since 2022, over 600 former Super Ego drivers have come forward and outlined 

how Super Ego’s predatory schemes force drivers into slave-like conditions.13  

129. Super Ego dispatchers alter rate confirmations to decrease driver pay. For example, 

 

13 Atkinson, No. 1:22-cv-04127, ECF No. 203; Ontiveros, No. 1:25-cv-11069, ECF No. 1. 
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if a load pays $1,500, the dispatcher will edit it and tell the driver it’s $1,300.14  

130. Super Ego deducts drivers’ pay for truck and trailer leases and for significant and 

unlawful upcharges for fuel, escrow, insurance, maintenance, and electronic logging fees. These 

deductions are so extensive that some drivers who drive more than 5,000 miles per week (which 

is over 125 hours of work) receive negative settlement sheets. 

131. CW3 stated, “I hauled the majority of my loads for Broker C.H. Robinson and was 

force dispatched (forced to take loads that I did not choose as a contractor).” He further explained 

that, because of the lease-to-own arrangement, “I believe that my pay over a 7 day work week after 

the aggressive deductions would come to well below minimum wage for the actual hours worked 

despite me sometimes driving for 80-90+ hours per week which is well above the Federal Driving 

Hours of Service Limits.”  

132. CW4, who was also driving under the lease-to-own arrangement, stated: 

For 126 hours a week, my actual pay each week was approximately $200-600 a 

week after aggressive deductions. I was charged for multiple hidden fees that were 

not revealed until I was already in Chicago (on a one-way ticket) and provided a 

truck. This included non-descript impossible to trace escrow fees, electronic 

logging device fees, “cargo” and “trailer” fees, fees for paying for tickets I received 

because the company refused to register the truck and forced me to drive on an 

illegal paper plate. 

 

133. CW4 provided the following weekly pay stub from his Super Ego carrier: 

 
14 Atkinson, No. 1:22-cv-04127, ECF No. 203. 
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The deductions resulted in CW4 being paid 16 cents per mile. 

 

134. It is no wonder that Super Ego raised enough capital to grow from 30-50 trucks in 

2020 to over 10,000 trucks by 2025. 

135. Super Ego’s collection of Illegal Carriers makes its network one of the top ten for-

hire, long-haul trucking companies in the U.S. and the largest privately held trucking company in 

the U.S., with revenue likely exceeding a billion dollars annually. 

136. Despite this, Super Ego carriers all carry minimal insurance policies and utilize 

state-run, high-risk insurance funds because traditional trucking insurance will not underwrite the 

risk. When a crash occurs, the trucks are often excluded as “not covered vehicles” because they 

have not been disclosed on the schedule of insurance. Coverage is then often declined, and the 

injured victims are often left with nothing. 

G. Defendants Knowingly Profit from Illegal Carriers’ Labor Exploitation 

137. Defendants have increasingly utilized Illegal Carriers to underbid traditional motor 
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carriers, including Plaintiffs, despite the safety risks to the public and their contrary representations 

to customers.  

138. To maintain a veneer of safety, Defendants tout their historical safety records 

without disclosing their reliance on Illegal Carriers.  

139. As middlemen, Defendants’ only true value to shippers is linking them with quality 

carriers—making their safety representations essential to securing business. 

140. Defendants will often represent to the customer that it is acting as the motor carrier 

by utilizing Defendants’ own trailers, promising insurance in excess of the FMCSA minimum 

requirements, promising care, custody, and control of the cargo, and that Defendants will ensure 

compliance with all FMCSA policies and procedures. 

141. Defendants also track the cargo from pickup to destination, make “check calls” to 

communicate with the drivers regarding progress, and assume all responsibility for the cargo if a 

crash or accident occurs.  

142. Moreover, Defendants list themselves as “carriers” on the bills of lading, instead of 

the Illegal Carrier entities. Examples include: January 2026 CH Robinson Bill of Lading Number 

207499; CH Robinson Bill of Lading Number 207439; April 29, 2023 TQL Bill of Lading Number 

003700008837482392; and May 30, 2024 TQL Bill of Lading for a shipment from Selkirk, New 

York to Sanford, North Carolina.15  

143. But after a crash involving a catastrophic injury or fatality, Defendants claim that 

they are registered merely as a broker, not a carrier, and therefore claim not to be legally 

responsible for the accident. 

 

15 These examples come from confidential witnesses as well as Counsel’s own investigation into fatalities involving 

TQL and CH Robinson over several years. 
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144. Defendants will then rely on their purported broker-only status (despite 

representations to the contrary) to claim they are not required to report the crashes on their federal 

safety records. This allows Defendants to maintain, or even lower, their already favorable per-mile 

safety violation record, which they, in turn, market to obtain additional business and to maintain 

or decrease their insurance premiums. 

145. This undisclosed use of extremely low-cost drivers operating under the DOT 

numbers of Illegal Carriers has enabled Defendants to underbid traditional motor carriers including 

Plaintiffs, resulting in significantly increased profits for Defendants and devastation to Plaintiffs’ 

businesses. 

V. DEFENDANTS’ CARRIER NETWORKS FUNCTION AS A BROKERAGE 

ENTERPRISE OPERATED WITH ILLEGAL CARRIERS 

A. Defendants’ Carrier Network Hubs 

146. CH Robinson operates an online Load Board where carriers and drivers can search 

for and bid on freight hauling jobs. Carriers can access a special load board by logging into CH 

Robinson’s proprietary platform “Navisphere Carrier.” This is where CH Robinson’s brokerage 

enterprise lives, and it is where the other members in the enterprise, i.e., Illegal Carriers, participate 

and contribute to the enterprise. 

147. CH Robinson also uses the platform to direct Illegal Carriers on specific load quotas 

and commitments to CH Robinson customers, away from the public eye. 
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148. Similarly, TQL provides a “Carrier Dashboard” for participants in its carrier 

 

network—including Illegal Carriers—to search for and bid on loads and lanes. 

 

 

149. Defendants’ illegal enterprises operate within these online bidding platforms and 

tracking programs. 

150. Bidding is a farce on these platforms. TQL and CH Robinson set the price and 

illegal carriers accept these bargain basement bids often with no questions asked. 

151. Through its platform’s instant-book feature, CH Robinson can choose what a load 

will cost, and carriers simply click a link to accept. While carriers are given the illusion of being 
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able to place offers, there is no room to negotiate a higher price when illegal carriers accept these 

unreasonably low instant-bids. 

 

152. TQL similarly provides ready-made bids on its website. Defendants’ pre-made bids 

are too low to be profitable for legally operating drivers. They instead target foreign drivers 

working under Illegal Carriers who readily accept them. This drives profit margins down for the 

entire market. 

 

B. Defendants Broker and Subcontract to Illegal Carriers to Lower Labor 

Costs and Undercut Competitors 

 

153. Brokers in the logistics industry derive their profits from the margin between what 
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their customers will agree to pay to ship the load and what the carrier will agree to accept to haul 

the load. 

154. Prior to 2021, the net margin per load was 5% to 8%. Trucking companies 

competed over pennies, and bids were only lost by a few percentage points.  

155. Brokers, recognizing the advantage that Illegal Carriers provided, have increased 

their margins to 15% to 20%. Indeed, Defendants target net margins of over 15%. 

156. Customers have not agreed to pay more. Rather, Defendants exploit their Illegal 

Carrier partners’ depressed labor costs to bid lower while expanding their margins. The less Illegal 

Carriers pay drivers, the more margin Defendants pocket as profit.  

157. Meanwhile, Plaintiffs must haul at or near a loss on almost every load to compete 

with the illegal enterprise of CH Robinson, TQL, and the Illegal Carriers. 

158. TQL and CH Robinson pay their logistics managers a commission based upon the 

margin they obtain, incentivizing the managers to hire the cheapest labor possible. 

159. Defendants also incentivize their salesforce to keep shipping customers paying as 

high a price as possible (therefore not passing savings on to consumers). 

i. CH Robinson 

 

160. In approximately 2021-2022, CH Robinson’s “Carrier Representatives,” who are 

employed by CH Robinson, began recruiting and growing its Illegal Carrier network, specifically 

working with Super Ego and its affiliates. 

161. As Bruce Johnson, former head of Carrier Services, testified in a sworn deposition 

on January 22, 2026, CH Robinson would secure customer loads by bidding below the bids of 

asset-based carriers. After winning the bid, CH Robinson would then “source” Illegal Carriers 

through the use of its Carrier Representatives and its proprietary load board to tender the loads 
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directly to Super Ego and other Illegal Carriers. 

162. Johnson testified that CH Robinson is aware that Super Ego (a) lacks DOT Motor 

Carrier authority, (b) operates multiple “subsidiaries,” and (c) is based in Serbia. 

163. Despite knowledge of these Illegal Carriers’ misconduct, CH Robinson 

intentionally utilizes these companies to lower labor costs nationwide, increasing its profit margins 

and gaining a significant competitive advantage. 

164. By working with Illegal Carriers, from 2022 to present day, CH Robinson was able 

to underbid Plaintiffs on high-value accounts that Plaintiffs had held for years. In addition, CH 

Robinson utilized drop trailers, was listed as the carrier on the bill of lading, and agreed to assume 

care, custody, and control of shipments, despite intentionally refusing to register with the FMCSA 

as a “motor carrier.” 

165. CW4 provided this Bill of Lading from his time working for the Super Ego 

network in July of 2025 showing CH Robinson as the “Carrier.” 

 

 
 

 

166. The Illegal Carriers used by CH Robinson, including the Super Ego network, do 
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not meet customers’ contractual requirements. Neither party could succeed alone: Super Ego needs 

CH Robinson as its proxy to secure contracts, and CH Robinson needs Super Ego’s unlawfully 

cheap labor to bid so low. 

ii. TQL 

 

167. TQL also extensively relies on the Illegal Carriers’ low-cost labor. 

168. In 2025, TQL named Super Ego affiliates Sam Express and Tutash Express elite 

carriers for drop trailer services and full truckloads. 

169. On February 3, 2026, four people were killed in Indiana when a non-domiciled 

driver tied to those same Super Ego affiliates failed to stop in traffic. 

170. In multiple contracts with shippers, TQL agrees to (a) ensure drivers and carriers 

comply with FMCSA regulations, (b) take care, custody, and control of the load in question, (c) 

maintain insurance coverage well in excess of $1,000,000.00, (d) provide TQL labeled drop 

trailers, and (e) implement programs to prevent forced labor. 

171. TQL is consistently placed on the bill of lading in order to obscure the Illegal 

Carriers. For example, on May 16, 2023, TQL was listed as the carrier on a load for Tesla from 

Atlanta to Palo Alto, but TQL hired an Illegal Carrier to move the load. 

172. TQL is not registered as a motor carrier despite acting as one. 

173. According to two former TQL broker account executives who spoke to Plaintiffs, 

TQL operates what its own employees describe as a “boiler room” environment where junior 

account executives must make 300 cold calls to prospective customers per day and face termination 

if they fail to meet weekly, monthly, and annual sales quotas. The result is a system where 

underpaid, overworked brokers operating under threat of termination are incentivized to find the 

cheapest carriers possible—creating the exact conditions that allow Illegal Carriers to thrive. 
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174. This high-pressure, quota-driven environment feeds directly into a race to the 

bottom in carrier selection and freight rates. TQL’s singular goal, as Judge Barrett in Hendricks v. 

Total Quality Logistics, LLC found, is “to book them at the lowest possible rate.”16  

175. TQL employees are among the most frequent social media posters discussing the 

exploitation of foreign drivers. For example, TQL employee James Shephard liked the following 

Facebook post from November 2025. 

 

 

176. Based upon data from the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (which 

tracks when TQL is listed on the bill of lading during a roadside inspection), drivers in TQL 

inspections are around three times more likely to receive an “out of service” (“OOS”) violation. 

 
16 See Hendricks v. Total Quality Logistics, LLC, 694 F. Supp. 3d 1005, 1013, 1037 n.21 (S.D. Ohio 2023) (finding 

that TQL’s practices violated the Fair Labor Standards Act — a conclusion reinforced by two U.S. Department of 

Labor Wage and Hour Division investigations in 2017 and 2018). 
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177. OOS violations are the most egregious violations, requiring the driver to stop 

driving for a period of time. Of 2,035 inspections of TQL loads, 390 (19.2%) had at least one 

driver OOS violation. The average OOS rate is around 5-7%. 

178. Without utilizing illegal labor and the conduct above, TQL could not have taken 

Plaintiffs’ business.  

C. Defendants Knowingly Benefit from Forced Labor. 

 

179. The unreasonably low rates at which Defendants are able to bid is evidence of their 

reliance on the Illegal Carriers. 

180. The American Trucking Research Institute (“ATRI”) tracks the average marginal 

cost per mile across the trucking industry. 

 

181. This ATRI chart shows that the cost per mile to move a load in 2022 and 2023 was 

approximately $2.26. Labor accounted for about 42% of that amount, or roughly $0.95 per mile, 

leaving a baseline non-labor operating cost of approximately $1.31 per mile—an amount which, 
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as discussed above, is relatively inflexible across competitors. 

i. CH Robinson 

182. CH Robinson also routinely brokers loads at rates well below ATRI’s cost 

benchmarks.  

183. After the illegal surcharges Illegal Carriers impose on drivers, the driver may make 

as little as $0.10 per mile, which equates to only $3 an hour for a twenty-hour shift. 

184. Plaintiffs historically competed over a few percentage points for lanes. But now, 

CH Robinson has been able to under-bid Plaintiffs because they bid at below-cost rates that could 

only be achieved through Illegal Carriers exploiting labor. 

ii. TQL 

 

185. TQL consistently brokers loads at rates well below cost as well. 

186. In 2024, TQL shipped multiple cross-country loads at under $1.60 a mile. 

187. Rates this low are common for TQL. Plaintiffs’ investigation into TQL’s Illegal 

Carriers shows a pattern of TQL bidding multiple cross-country team loads out for less than $1.50 

a mile. 

188. At these rates—and on the 20-hour shifts they are often required to work—drivers 

on TQL loads make less than $3 per hour. 

189. TQL’s massive market share allows it to depress rates across the country. 

 

VI. DEFENDANTS DEFRAUD THEIR CUSTOMERS 

 

190. Despite their reliance on dangerous Illegal Carriers, Defendants have continued to 

tout their safety records and trade on their well-established reputations. Defendants have defrauded 

their customers causing American roads to become more dangerous than ever and causing 

Plaintiffs to lose business. 
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A. CH Robinson’s Misrepresentations and Omissions 

191. CH Robinson, in its agreements with the customers discussed herein, along with 

customers across its network, represents it will only utilize safe and compliant trucking companies 

and drivers. 

192. For example, in the Code of Conduct agreement Confidential Shipper (CS) 1 

requires its suppliers (including logistics partners) to sign, CS1 requires that its suppliers: 

• “must not use any indentured or forced labour, slavery or servitude;” 

 

• “must set working hours, wages and over-time pay in compliance with all 

applicable laws;” 

 

• “must work against corruption in all its forms, including extortion and 

bribery;” and 

 

• “must . . . pa[y workers] at least the minimum legal wage or a wage that 
meets local industry standards.” 

 

The agreement also states that it “applies to any sub-contractor that provides goods or services to 

the supplier,” stating further that the “supplier is fully responsible for ensuring compliance with 

any subcontractor as if it were the supplier itself.” 

193. CH Robinson brokers loads for Armacell and was required to sign this Code of 

Conduct digitally. That it did so, knowing it was brokering loads with carriers at prices that could 

only be achieved through the use of forced labor, is wire fraud. 

194. CH Robinson’s customer agreements require it to follow all federal and state laws 

and make available certain levels of insurance. 

195. In signing these contracts (which today is always done digitally), knowing it would 

be brokering loads with carriers at prices that could only be achieved through the use of forced 

labor, CH Robinson commits wire fraud on its customers. 
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196. CH Robinson’s fraud has allowed it to take business from Plaintiffs that it otherwise 

would not have been able to take. 

B. TQL’s Misrepresentations and Omissions 

197. TQL, in its agreements with customers discussed herein, along with customers 

across its network, agrees to utilize only safe and compliant carriers and drivers. 

198. For example, TQL also brokers loads for Armacell, which requires contractual 

commitment to the Code of Conduct described above. See supra ¶ 192. 

199. TQL’s customer agreements also require it to follow all federal and state laws and 

make available certain minimum levels of insurance coverage. When TQL signed these contracts 

digitally, knowing it would be brokering loads with carriers at prices that could only be achieved 

through the use of forced labor, TQL committed wire fraud. 

200. TQL’s fraud has allowed it to take business from Plaintiffs that it otherwise would 

not have been able to take.  

201. TQL knowingly violates these agreements by not having a carrier vetting standard 

in place to ensure that the contracts’ safety terms are met. 

202. For example, a national bakery that moves hundreds of loads a week executed a 

contract in March of 2023 that states TQL must “require and maintain carriers who carry a 

$10,000,000” liability insurance policy and only use Motor Carriers who follow FMCSA safety 

rules. 

203. TQL knowingly dispatched multiple Illegal Carriers on this account who only had 

$1,000,000 in insurance (data which is publicly available) as well as multiple FMCSA safety rule 

violations from 2020 to 2025 (also publicly available).  

204. One of the illegal carriers based out of Chicago, MN89 used by TQL on this account 

Case 2:26-cv-00869-JRG     Document 1     Filed 09/23/26     Page 40 of 66 PageID #:  40



 

 
40 

held CW1 hostage at their yard when he tried to leave after being forced to work 20+ hours a day 

for negative paychecks. Eventually, CW1 had to break out of the yard and escape.  

205. When a crash occurs, TQL then claims it is immune from liability and attempts to 

restrict recovery to the $1,000,000.00 insurance policy, claiming the $10,000,000 per contract is 

not applicable because it is just the broker. 

VII. DEFENDANTS’ UNLAWFUL INTERFERENCE 

WITH PLAINTIFFS’ BUSINESSES 

A. CH Robinson’s Interference with Plaintiffs’ bids/customers. 

 

206. CH Robinson has used Illegal Carriers to gain an advantage over Plaintiffs and 

interfere with Plaintiffs’ business. 

207. Western Flyer and Stevens Trucking have each hauled for Johnson Controls, and 

Stevens Trucking has hauled for Armacell since at least 2021. Johnson Controls has been a large 

customer for both. 

208. Since 2022, CH Robinson targeted Johnson Controls and Armacell lanes and 

represented that it could move freight cheaper, more quickly, and with greater access to capacity 

than Plaintiffs. CH Robinson promised it could do this while providing the same level of safety 

and meeting all applicable FMCSA regulations. CH Robinson also promised to provide drop 

trailers and take on the role of a traditional asset-based trucking company to provide assurances 

that safety would not be compromised by switching to a freight broker. 

209. But CH Robinson did not disclose that it would be brokering Johnson Controls and 

Armacell’s business to third-party carriers who failed to meet the companies’ and industry standard 

safety requirements and illegally utilized forced labor. 

210. Johnson Controls relied upon CH Robinson’s promise to meet its safety 

requirements, industry standards, and not utilize forced labor when making the decision to divert 
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business from Stevens and Western Flyer to CH Robinson. 

211. Stevens and Western Flyer have each lost substantial Johnson Controls revenue, 

and Stevens has lost nearly all of its Armacell lanes, to CH Robinson, as a result of CH Robinson’s 

fraudulent, predatory practices. 

212. In the latest Armacell bid in 2026, on information and belief, CH Robinson 

undercut Stevens by at least 15%. The only way the bid could be undercut by this much is through 

the use of Illegal Carriers and forced labor, as outlined above. Armacell relied upon CH Robinson’s 

promise to meet its safety requirements and not utilize forced labor when making the decision to 

divert business from Stevens to CH Robinson. 

213. Similarly, through CH Robinson’s use of Illegal Carriers and forced labor, it was 

able to undercut Christenson and Freymiller on lanes for Kroger, a historical customer of 

Freymiller.  

214. Kroger graded most of Christenson’s bids at least 20% above the most competitive 

bid, resulting in the rejection of roughly $24.6 million of annual linehaul revenue Christenson bid 

to win. Freymiller likewise lost millions of dollars in revenue on freight associated with Kroger. 

215. In 2025, Christenson also lost significant business from WestRock and Kraft Heinz, 

to CH Robinson, as a result of CH Robinson’s unlawful practices. 

216. Freymiller similarly lost Pepsi, Spartan Nash, and Nutrisystem business, to CH 

Robinson, as a result of CH Robinson’s fraudulent, predatory practices.  

217. From 2022 through 2024, IWX suffered dramatic losses, on information and belief 

traceable to CH Robinson, on its top revenue accounts, including PepsiCo, Ryder, Conagra, 

Associated Wholesale Grocers, and Danone. These losses total millions of dollars. 

218. All Plaintiffs lost significant business from historic customers to CH Robinson in a 

Case 2:26-cv-00869-JRG     Document 1     Filed 09/23/26     Page 42 of 66 PageID #:  42



 

 
42 

similar manner as a result of CH Robinson’s illegal operations and misrepresentations.  

219. CH Robinson’s pattern of activity has precluded the Plaintiffs from participating 

meaningfully on bids for the customers and shippers outlined above, including those in the 

Marshall Division, due to the unlawful rate compression created by the Defendants’ use of forced 

labor.  

B. TQL’s Interference with Plaintiffs’ bids/customers. 

220. Stevens and Western Flyer have also lost Johnson Controls revenue to TQL. 

221. Since 2022, TQL targeted Johnson Controls in the same ways and made the same 

promises CH Robinson did, as discussed above. See supra ¶ 208. 

222. Likewise, TQL did not disclose that it would be brokering Johnson Controls’s 

business to third-party carriers who failed to meet Johnson Controls’s safety requirements and 

illegally utilized forced labor. 

223. Johnson Controls also relied upon TQL’s promise to meet its safety requirements 

and not utilize forced labor when making the decision to divert business from Stevens and Western 

Flyer to TQL. 

224. As discussed above, TQL routinely posts Johnson Controls loads at per-mile rates 

that could only be achieved through brokering with Illegal Carriers using forced labor. 

225. Christenson has lost substantial business to TQL on its Bridgestone account. 

Bridgestone recently announced that TQL would “set pricing for its entire distribution network.” 

226. This is despite the fact that TQL is routinely using illegal carriers that violate 

Bridgestone’s terms and conditions. 

227. For example, TQL misrepresented compliance with Bridgestone’s agreements, 

which required carriers to comply with FMCSA safety guidelines and maintain a Motor Carrier 
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Safety Rating of “Satisfactory” while using Illegal Carriers that did not meet these criteria. This 

allowed TQL to underbid Christenson and caused Christenson to lose business from a legacy 

customer in Bridgestone. 

228. Plaintiffs all lost significant business to TQL in a similar manner as a result of 

TQL’s illegal operations and misrepresentations.  

229. TQL’s pattern of activity has precluded the Plaintiffs from participating 

meaningfully on bids for the customers and shippers outlined above, including those in the 

Marshall Division, due to the unlawful rate compression created by the Defendants’ use of forced 

labor.  

VIII. ADDITIONAL RICO ALLEGATIONS 

230. Defendants’ conduct, as alleged herein, constitutes violations of the Racketeer 

Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO). See 18 U.S.C. §§ 1961–68. 

231. RICO § 1962(a) states in relevant part: “It shall be unlawful for any person who 

has received any income derived, directly or indirectly, from a pattern of racketeering activity or 

through collection of an unlawful debt in which such person has participated as a principal within 

the meaning of section 2, title 18, United States Code, to use or invest, directly or indirectly, any 

part of such income, or the proceeds of such income, in acquisition of any interest in, or the 

establishment or operation of, any enterprise which is engaged in, or the activities of which affect, 

interstate or foreign commerce.” 

232. Section 1964 provides a private right of action to any individual or company 

 

who has been injured by another’s violation of § 1962. 

 

A. Enterprise 

233. Defendants each operate, control, and participate in enterprises under RICO. 
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234. The RICO statute defines “enterprise” as “any individual, partnership, corporation, 

association, or other legal entity, and any union or group of individuals associated in fact although 

not a legal entity.” 18 U.S.C. § 1961(4). 

235. First, Defendants each operate and control their respective brokerage enterprises, 

which Defendants call their “carrier networks.” To maximize profits, each Defendant’s carrier 

network necessarily requires the participation of Illegal Carriers who haul loads for Defendants at 

unlawfully suppressed rates. The Illegal Carriers achieve these low-rate bids through multiple acts 

of forced labor, from which Defendants derive a financial interest: the margin created by the 

unlawfully suppressed rates. Defendants invite Illegal Carriers to participate in the enterprise, and 

the brokerage enterprise would not be nearly as profitable but for the participation of Illegal 

Carriers in the enterprise. 

236. Second, Defendants, in conjunction with the Illegal Carriers, jointly operate an 

association-in-fact enterprise. Defendants and the Illegal Carriers share a common purpose of 

maximizing profits by acquiring as many freight contracts as possible. 

237. To achieve this purpose, Defendants rely on Illegal Carriers to haul loads at 

unlawfully suppressed rates, while those carriers in turn rely on Defendants to procure freight 

contracts they could not otherwise obtain due to their safety records and unlawful practices. 

238. One such enterprise that Defendants associate with, participate in, and influence is 

Super Ego. As noted above, Super Ego is a massive conglomerate of Illegal Carriers who contract 

with foreign drivers under a lease-to-own arrangement that results in forced labor. The effect of 

this arrangement is debt peonage. All Defendants broker loads to Super Ego and derive substantial 

profits therefrom. 

239. Defendants derive income from their operation of and participation in their 
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respective and joint enterprises. If Illegal Carriers were not bidding forced-labor rates to fulfill 

Defendants’ brokered loads, then Defendants’ margins would be dramatically lower. 

240. Specifically, after lagging behind in the market prior to 2021, CH Robinson’s 

revenue grew from $16.2 billion to $22.5 billion from 2021 to 2022. TQL grew from $4.1 billion 

to $8.9 billion. 

B. Pattern of Racketeering Activity 

241. Defendants systematically engage in several predicate acts that constitute 

racketeering activity and also conspire to engage in predicate criminal activities. 

242. RICO broadly defines “racketeering activity” to include carrying out one of the 

predicate acts listed in 18 U.S.C. § 1961(1). Defendants have engaged in racketeering activity, 

including financially benefiting from peonage and forced labor (18 U.S.C. §§ 1581, 1589) and 

committing wire fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1343), as described below. 

243. Wire Fraud – 18 U.S.C. § 1343. Section 1343 prohibits devising or intending 

 

to devise a scheme to defraud or obtain money or property through false or fraudulent 

representations and transmitting those communications by wire in interstate commerce to execute 

the scheme. 

244. Defendants submit electronic bids to their customers to secure loads and lanes that 

they will then broker to Illegal Carriers at even lower rates. These electronic bids themselves 

constitute wire fraud because the suppressed rates Defendants submit as their bids factor in 

Defendants’ knowledge of the Illegal Carriers’ unlawful labor practices, yet Defendants do not 

disclose those practices to their customers when making such bids. 

245. When shipping customers invite or allow Defendants to bid on their lanes or loads, 

the customer requires that Defendants make threshold material certifications, including that their 
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network of carriers are compliant with FMCSA regulations and that their carriers’ drivers are safe, 

qualified, and properly licensed and carry the minimum insurance required by the shipper. 

Defendants must agree to these requirements to submit bids to shipping customers. 

246. However, Defendants submit electronic bids at deflated rates—and usually win the 

bid—knowing that they will turn around and broker the various loads to Illegal Carriers who the 

shipping customers would never agree to or allow to haul their freight directly because they do not 

meet the customer’s minimum requirements and utilize forced labor. By submitting electronic bids 

and withholding this material information, Defendants engage in a systematic pattern of wire fraud. 

247. Further, unlike Plaintiffs, Defendants TQL and CH Robinson have failed to register 

as “motor carriers” with the FMCSA despite acting as a carrier-in-fact the vast majority of times 

they broker a load to Illegal Carriers. Despite repeatedly only registering and reporting to the 

FMCSA as “Brokers,” TQL and CH Robinson are listed as the carrier on bills of lading for loads 

brokered to Illegal Carriers. Typically, the shipping customer generates the bill of lading. The 

driver never fills out the bill of lading. But the driver is required to take a picture of the bill of 

lading and send it to the broker electronically. One such bill of lading provided by CW4 is shown 

at ¶ 165.  

248. By not registering with the FMCSA as “motor carriers” but then holding themselves 

out as such to their customers, Defendants play a fraudulent front for the Illegal Carriers they 

broker loads to—loads that Illegal Carriers would never receive without Defendants’ halo effect. 

249. Defendants misled their shipping customers by promising in written contracts 

(described above) that experienced, safe, and well-insured drivers would be hauling their freight. 

Defendants promised to their customers in written contracts that the carriers/drivers would comply 

with all FMCSA regulations. The opposite was true. And Defendants made these false promises 
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through electronic communications and contracts that were communicated digitally across state 

lines. 

250. For example, Defendants TQL and CH Robinson haul loads for Johnson Controls, 

whose standard contract (which Plaintiffs are in possession of) requires the carrier to maintain at 

least $5 million in general liability insurance coverage and states, “Carrier shall comply with the 

Federal Motor Carrier Laws and regulations[.]” 

251.  However, Defendants utilized the Super Ego carrier network and other Illegal 

Carriers from 2021 to the present to broker freight through carriers that routinely (a) exceeded 

hours-of-service intervention thresholds in violation of contractual safety requirements; (b) 

operated as fraudulent chameleon carriers; (c) manipulated electronic logging devices; and (d) 

failed to maintain required insurance coverage. 

252. Defendants further rely upon the Illegal Carriers’ continuous and systematic 

fraudulent schemes involving electronic logbook manipulation and chameleon carrier activities to 

increase margins, knock out the competition, and secure bids. 

253. As outlined above, Illegal Carriers routinely manipulate electronic log data and 

generate materially false service compliance records that are then transmitted through interstate 

wire channels including but not limited to cellular/satellite telematics, cloud sync to an ELD 

vendor, emails/portals to brokers and shippers, EDI/Transport management system integrations, 

and check-call updates uploaded to shippers and the Defendants through phone applications. 

254. These electronic logbook records are kept to ensure that a carrier uses a driving 

team (the service shipping customers pay for) when, in reality, the Illegal Carriers are hauling solo 

(non-team) loads in violation of the contractual safety expectations and federal regulatory 

requirements. 
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255. The repeated electronic transmission of doctored logs as outlined above across 

multiple loads and weeks/months represents a pattern that is continuous, systematic, and ongoing. 

256. Defendants knowingly derive a substantial economic benefit from Illegal Carriers’ 

fraudulent manipulation of electronic logging devices. These falsified records are used to secure 

freight revenue, contract opportunities, and other payment as they—like the Illegal Carrier’s forced 

labor practices—allow Defendants to secure bids at rates and under conditions they otherwise 

could not meet, all of which benefits Defendants. 

257. Defendants’ Illegal Carriers have also committed over 1,200 acts of illegal 

chameleon-carrier activity, including the illegal transfer of trucks from one shell entity to another 

(which is reported electronically), swapping DOT numbers on trucks, and shutting down non-

compliant entities only to open up new shells under the same custody/control and ownership 

structure to circumvent the Federal Safety Regulations, decrease insurance premiums, and avoid 

taxes. 

258. For example, Tutash Express 1 LLC (USDOT 4005857) had its authority to haul 

freight involuntarily revoked on July 26, 2024. Nevertheless, the Tutash enterprise continued with 

Tutash Express, Inc. (USDOT 3487141), AJ Partners (USDOT 3617842) and KG Line Group 

(USDOT 348733) Sam Express, Inc. (primary officer Saipidin Tutashov) all of whom absorbed 

VIN Numbers from Tutash Express 1 and share common ownership, operations control, drivers, 

and employees. 

259. On multiple occasions, FMCSA has captured Defendants’ Illegal Carrier network 

in the act of attempting to conceal their identity/DOT number while delivering loads interstate in 

violation of Section 390 of the FMCSA Regulations.17  

 

17 I.e. Tutash Express, Inc. 11/24/25 Iowa; 11/17/25 Van Meter Iowa; 9/21/25 I-80 E Iowa; 12/7/23 Bryan County 
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260. Each time these entities submitted paperwork to the FMCSA for a new DOT 

number, the entities were required to affirm through electronic means that the entity did not have 

any common ownership with previous or current DOT numbers. The Illegal Carriers committed a 

material fraud by lying to the DOT that no related entities existed. 

261. As outlined above, examples of fraudulent chameleon carrier vehicle transfers 

include Try Time Transport, LLC transferring 234 tractors to Enlightened Truckers of America 

improperly, and Enlightened Truckers of America transferring 99 VIN numbers over the course of 

four years. Several of these tractors were then returned to Try Time Transport from Enlightened 

Truckers of America and then transferred to additional Super Ego entities, including Rocket 

Expediting, J &A Logistics Transportation, LLC. All of these carriers haul loads for Defendants’ 

enterprise(s). 

262. This coordinated scheme deceives the FMCSA through multiple actions of wire 

fraud by falsely reporting to the Department of Transportation through electronic 

portals/emails/and electronic submissions (a) non-compliance history and violations of the safety 

regulations by the enterprise; (b) the true number of crashes caused by the enterprise; 

and (c) the location of the enterprise and true owners with control over the enterprise—all to avoid 

emergency shut down orders, compliance reviews, and/or other regulatory action which would 

prevent the Illegal Carriers from operating over the roadway. 

263. These misrepresentations are material because, once the FMCSA finds out the true 

nature of the Illegal Carrier’s operations, the FMCSA immediately shuts down the Illegal Carrier. 

264. Defendants benefit from the Illegal Carriers’ fraudulent activities and conspire with 

 
Oklahoma; Enlightened Truckers of American, Inc. – 7/9/24 Middletown Ohio; 6/13/24 Ohio; Rocket Expediting 

– 1/25/24 Alabama; 5/30/23 McDowell North Carolina; Aravan Cargo – 8/19/25 I-80 WB Iowa. 
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them because such activities allow the Illegal Carriers to perpetuate their illegal exploitation of 

foreign labor and thus allow Defendants to continue to secure more and more shipping contracts 

by leveraging the illegally suppressed labor costs of their Illegal Carrier partners in Defendants’ 

bids to customers. 

265. Defendants also routinely made false, material statements in emails to shippers and 

customers. Defendants represent that Illegal Carriers are safe to operate and properly registered 

with the FMCSA, when in fact Defendants are aware or should be aware of the Illegal Carriers’ 

fraudulent reporting to the Department of Transportation. This conduct constitutes wire fraud. 

266. Defendants also make false, material statements to customers in Form 10-K’s 

submitted to the SEC, web-advertisements, and other electronic wires outlining that their 

competitive advantage is a result of vetted capacity beyond what any competitor has access to. 

This capacity exists only because of the unlawful practices of the Illegal Carriers and both their 

and Defendants’ acts to conceal those schemes from enforcement officials. 

267. Financially Benefiting from Peonage and Forced Labor – 18 U.S.C. §§ 1581, 

1589. Section 1589(a) prohibits forced labor and reads: 

Whoever knowingly provides or obtains the labor or services of a person by any 

one of, or by any combination of, the following means: 

(1) by means of force, threats of force, physical restraint, or threats of physical 

restraint to that person or another person; 

(2) by means of serious harm or threats of serious harm to that person or another 

person; 

(3) by means of the abuse or threatened abuse of law or legal process; or 

(4) by means of any scheme, plan, or pattern intended to cause the person to believe 

that, if that person did not perform such labor or services, that person or another 

person would suffer serious harm or physical restraint, shall be punished as 

provided under subsection (d). 

268. “Serious harm” is defined as “any harm, whether physical or nonphysical, including 

psychological, financial, or reputational harm, that is sufficiently serious, under all the surrounding 
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circumstances, to compel a reasonable person of the same background and in the same 

circumstances to perform or to continue performing labor or services in order to avoid incurring 

that harm.” Id. § 1589(c)(2). 

269. Illegal Carriers to whom Defendants broker loads and lanes engage in forced-labor 

tactics under which their drivers are subjected to serious harm and/or threats of serious harm. 

270. As outlined above, drivers for Super Ego (and other Illegal Carriers) are required 

to drive 20-plus hours a day. Refusal to do so will result in the truck being reported as stolen (i.e., 

confrontation with law enforcement), withheld pay, and other threats. 

271. CW2, who worked for three entities in the Super Ego network, reported that if he 

were to stop driving during a run for any reason (other than to refuel), including exhaustion, he 

would be charged a financial penalty. CW2 further reported that he was not allowed to stop for 

health or fatigue reasons and that the “companies used constant threats and financial coercion to 

force drivers to continue hauling.” And: “If I pushed back or attempted to assert my rights, the 

company would hold my pay, refuse to give me loads, make me haul dead-heads where I would 

be paying the company to drive without making any money myself and work the clock against me 

hoping to run me out of money.” 

272. CW2 reported: 

I was expected to haul loads from Washington State to New Jersey overnight 

— a distance of approximately 2,800 miles. If a driver did not meet these 

impossible delivery windows, the company would ‘fine’ the driver for the price of 

the entire load plus late fees plus whatever penalty the broker assessed. 

 

273. CW1 reported how the financial arrangement between the Illegal Carriers and the 

drivers resulted in financial harm that compelled him to continue driving: 

Drivers did not have a choice but to run these hours. The pay structure was designed 

so that you could not earn enough to survive — let alone cover the lease payments, 

trailer fees, log fees, and repair charges — without running far beyond the legal 
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limits. If you did not run the illegal hours, you would receive a negative settlement 

and go further into debt to the company. 

 

274. CW4 stated: 

I drove/worked 18-20 hours a day, seven days a week (4,000 miles of driving). This 

equates to approximately 126 hours a week. On my electronic logbook it would 

look as if I was compliant. I was not allowed to go home, and my home time request 

were ignored repeatedly. I am a pre-diabetic and take my doctors’ appointments in 

Tyler seriously. Despite my pleading, I was not even allowed to go to the doctor to 

ensure I was healthy.” 

 

275. Defendants knowingly benefited from the forced-labor practices of the Illegal 

Carriers, including Super Ego, and conspired with them to accomplish their economic goals. 

Defendants knew the only way they could obtain bids at the rates they were offering was if they 

had a carrier partner on the other end who could accept the load at such drastically low rates. And 

Defendants knew that the only way a carrier could accept a load at such a rate was if that carrier 

was engaged in unlawful, forced-labor practices. 

276. By knowingly benefiting from the forced labor of the Illegal Carriers, Defendants 

are liable for their participation in that venture. See 18 U.S.C. § 1589(b). 

277. 18 U.S.C. § 1589(b) provides: 

Whoever knowingly benefits, financially or by receiving anything of value, from 

participation in a venture which has engaged in the providing or obtaining of labor 

or services by any of the means described in subsection (a), knowing or in reckless 

disregard of the fact that the venture has engaged in the providing or obtaining of 

labor or services by any of such means, shall be punished as provided in subsection 

(d). 

 

278. At the very least, Defendants have recklessly disregarded the fact that the Illegal 

carriers have engaged in forced labor. Meanwhile, Defendants’ employees joke about these forced 

labor practices online (e.g., “Strong Solo Sergey”). 

C. Interstate Commerce 

 

279. Defendants’ brokerage enterprises are indisputably engaged in interstate 
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commerce, as the loads and lanes that Defendants broker to Illegal Carriers more times than not 

require drivers to cross state lines. Further, money is being transferred throughout Defendants’ 

enterprise(s) across the nation from shipping customers in various states, to Defendants 

themselves, to Illegal Carriers operating in various states. 

IX. CAUSES OF ACTION 

 

280. Based upon the foregoing, Plaintiffs assert the following causes of action against 

all Defendants (unless stated otherwise below). 

A. Count I: Violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 

Organizations Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1962(a) 

 

281. Plaintiffs incorporate all preceding paragraphs as if fully stated herein. 

 

282. Section 1962(a) makes it unlawful for any person who has received income derived 

from a pattern of racketeering activity to use or invest that income, directly or indirectly, in the 

acquisition, establishment, or operation of an enterprise engaged in interstate commerce. 

283. Defendants derived income from a pattern of racketeering activity in an interstate 

enterprise, including financially benefiting from forced labor and peonage violations and 

committing wire fraud through deceptive representations regarding carrier compliance and safety. 

284. Defendants knowingly used and invested those racketeering proceeds to expand 

and sustain their freight brokerage enterprises and associated carrier networks. 

285. Defendants’ investment sustained an operating model dependent on unlawfully 

suppressed labor costs, enabling the continued use of Illegal Carriers and the acquisition and 

execution of freight contracts through unlawful practices. 

286. The systematic forced labor and peonage violations and instances of wire fraud 

constitute a pattern of racketeering activity pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1961(5). 
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287. Plaintiffs suffered injury to their business as a direct and proximate result of 

Defendants’ racketeering activities and use and investment of racketeering income. Specifically, 

the reinvestment of unlawful proceeds allowed Defendants to expand enterprise capacity, underbid 

lawful competitors, and maintain freight market positions that displaced Plaintiffs from established 

lanes and customer relationships. 

B. Count II: Violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations 

Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1962(b) 

288. Plaintiffs incorporate all preceding paragraphs as if fully stated herein. 

 

289. Section 1962(b) makes it unlawful for any person, through a pattern of racketeering 

activity, to acquire or maintain, directly or indirectly, any interest in or control of an enterprise 

engaged in interstate commerce. 

290. Defendants each operate, control, and participate in enterprises engaged in, and 

whose activities affect, interstate commerce. 

291. Defendants, through a pattern of racketeering activity including forced labor 

violations and wire fraud, acquired and maintained control over the enterprises and freight 

networks described herein. That racketeering activity allowed Defendants to secure and solidify 

their dominance over freight capacity, bidding pipelines, and customer relationships that would 

not have been obtainable through lawful competition. 

292. Specifically, Defendants used unlawfully suppressed labor costs imposed by the 

Illegal Carriers and fraudulent representations to customers to obtain freight contracts. This 

racketeering conduct enabled Defendants to dictate pricing across their enterprises, consolidate 

their control over the market, and maintain control over critical freight lanes and customer accounts 

that once formed the foundation of Plaintiffs’ businesses. 
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293. The systematic forced labor and peonage violations and instances of wire fraud 

constitute a pattern of racketeering activity pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1961(5). 

294. Plaintiffs suffered injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ 

racketeering-based acquisition and maintenance of control over these enterprises and violations of 

18 U.S.C. § 1962(b). Plaintiffs have been injured in their business and property. These injuries 

include the ongoing loss of freight contracts, exclusion from markets controlled through 

racketeering, and diminished competitive standing. Plaintiffs suffered harm as a result of 

Defendants’ control of the enterprise, not merely from the predicate acts themselves. 

C. Count III: Violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations 

Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1962(c) 

295. Plaintiffs incorporate all preceding paragraphs as if fully stated herein. 

296. Section 1962(c) makes it unlawful for any person associated with an enterprise 

engaged in interstate commerce to conduct or participate, directly or indirectly, in the conduct of 

the enterprise’s affairs through a pattern of racketeering activity. 

297. Defendants each operate, control, and participate in enterprises engaged in, and 

whose activities affect, interstate commerce. And they operate, control, participate in, and 

otherwise rely upon, associated-in-fact enterprises consisting of numerous other 

companies/entities, including Illegal Carriers like Super Ego, to affect freight pricing and 

otherwise affect interstate commerce. 

298. Defendants agreed to, conducted, and participated in the affairs and conduct of the 

enterprises by knowingly integrating Illegal Carriers into their brokerage operations, structuring 

bids around unlawfully suppressed labor costs, and continuing to route freight through carriers 

known to engage in forced labor and regulatory fraud. 
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299. Defendants also represented to customers that freight would be handled by 

compliant and qualified carriers. In reality, Defendants knowingly directed loads to carriers 

operating outside federal safety and labor standards. 

300. Pursuant to and in furtherance of their fraudulent schemes, Defendants committed 

multiple related acts of forced labor by depressing the market and depressing wages, fraudulently 

obtaining contracts that rely upon depressed wages and forced labor, and regulatory fraud that 

enabled reduced operating costs that depressed market rates. 

301. The systematic forced labor, wire fraud, and regulatory fraud set forth above 

constitute a pattern of racketeering activity pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1961(5). 

302. Plaintiffs’ businesses were injured by Defendants’ violation of § 1962(c). As a 

direct and proximate result of Defendants’ operation of the enterprise through racketeering 

activity, Plaintiffs lost freight contracts, were displaced from established lanes, and suffered 

competitive harm stemming from Defendants’ unlawful control of carrier capacity and pricing 

structures. 

D. Count IV: Violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations 

Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1962(d) 

 

303. Plaintiffs incorporate all preceding paragraphs as if fully stated herein. 

304. As set forth above, Defendants agreed to and conspired to violate 18 U.S.C. 

§ 1962(a), (b), and (c). Defendants knew of and agreed to the overall conduct and objective of the 

racketeering activities of the Illegal Carriers. Specifically, Defendants relied upon Super Ego and 

other Illegal Carriers to employ forced labor, fraudulently manipulate logbooks, and operate 

chameleon carriers (among other unlawful acts) to increase their margins, knock out the 

competition, and secure bids against Plaintiffs. Defendants then promised customers through 

contracts and other electronic communications that Defendants were only using legal, not Illegal 
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Carriers. Defendants knew that the forced labor and fraudulent acts and communications were part 

of a pattern of racketeering activity and agreed to the commission of those acts to further the 

schemes described above. That conduct constitutes an ongoing conspiracy to violate 18 U.S.C. 

§ 1962(a), (b), and (c), in violation of § 1962(d). 

305. Defendants have intentionally conspired and agreed to directly or indirectly use or 

invest income that is derived from a pattern of racketeering activity in an interstate enterprise, 

acquire or maintain interest in the enterprise through a pattern of racketeering activity, and conduct 

and participate in the conduct of the affairs of the enterprise through a pattern of racketeering 

activity. The income derived as described above—from increased margins, market share, and bids 

secured against competitors, including Plaintiffs—was used or invested in the Defendants’ 

enterprises as freight brokers, which enabled Defendants to continue to rely upon Illegal Carriers 

to increase their market share and further their racketeering activities. 

306. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants’ conspiracy, the overt acts taken 

in furtherance of that conspiracy, and violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1962(d), Plaintiffs have been 

injured in their business and property, including lost freight contracts, lost market share and 

depressed prices, lost flexibility in operations, lost opportunity, costs associated with changing 

business strategies in the face of lost market share, constructive exclusion from the market and 

costs associated with investigating lost market share. 

E. Count V: False Advertising Under the Lanham Act (15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B)) 

 

307. Plaintiffs incorporate all preceding paragraphs as if fully stated herein. 

 

308. Defendants widely disseminated numerous oral, written, and online statements 

regarding its drivers and their safety and performance. 

309. These statements were directed to key, large commercial interstate shippers and 
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brokers such as Johnson Controls, Armacell, Graphic Packaging International, Kroger, 

Bridgestone, Kraft, and others. 

310. These statements were made in the advertisement and promotion of Defendants’ 

commercial activities. 

311. In these statements, Defendants communicated to potential customers that the 

drivers it would use to haul the customers’ loads were highly qualified, rigorously vetted, trained, 

and/or were among the safest in the trucking industry. 

312. In these statements, Defendants communicated to potential customers that driver 

safety was paramount to the company. 

313. In these statements, Defendants communicated to potential customers that the 

drivers it would use would comply with FMCSA regulations. 

314. These statements were objectively false and/or misleading. 

 

315. Defendants did not tell their potential customers that they knew many of the drivers 

it would broker loads to would be foreign nationals holding non-domiciled CDLs who would be 

willing to work at rates far less than any safety-focused company would accept. 

316. Defendants did not tell their potential customers that these brokered drivers would 

be accepting the loads under conditions well below what any reasonable trucking company would 

know to be safe. 

317. Defendants did not tell their potential customers that it knew that these brokered 

drivers would need to violate FMCSA safety regulations in order to make it worthwhile for them 

to accept the load at the rates Defendants would be offering. 

318. Defendants did not tell customers they had no intention of following the contractual 

terms for safety set forth by the shipping customers. 

Case 2:26-cv-00869-JRG     Document 1     Filed 09/23/26     Page 59 of 66 PageID #:  59



 

 
59 

319. As such, Defendants’ statements were deceptive and/or likely to deceive a 

substantial portion of its intended audience. 

 

320. Defendants knew that their potential customers viewed safety as an important factor 

in deciding which trucking company to use. 

321. Given the importance of safety to shipping customers, Defendants’ deceptive 

statements were likely to influence the purchasing decisions of these companies. 

322. Defendants’ deceptive statements were influential to customers, including Johnson 

Controls, Armacell, Driscoll’s, Graphic Packaging International, Kroger, Bridgestone, Kraft and 

others. 

323. Defendants knew that if customers, including Johnson Controls, Armacell, 

Driscoll’s, Graphic Packaging International, Kroger, Bridgestone, Kraft, and others, knew that 

Defendants intended to use unsafe Illegal Carriers, then these customers would not have awarded 

Defendants the contracts. 

324. Customers, including Johnson Controls, Armacell, Driscoll’s, Graphic Packaging 

International, Kroger, Bridgestone, Kraft, and others, would not have awarded Defendants the 

contracts if they knew that the capacity advertised by Defendants would not follow the terms of 

the parties’ agreement. 

325. As a proximate result of Defendants’ unlawful actions, Plaintiffs have suffered 

significant economic damages as outlined above. 

X. DAMAGES 

326. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, as outlined above, 

Plaintiffs have suffered extensive past and continuing future damages, including: 

a. The loss of existing and prospective contracts that Plaintiffs would have 
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obtained absent Defendants’ unlawful labor cost advantages gained from 

the utilization of illicit motor carriers and drivers; 

b. Being required to preserve and protect existing customer relationships by 

operating at a loss instead of at a profit in order to lawfully compete against 

Defendants’ unlawful labor cost advantages gained from the utilization of 

Illegal motor carriers and drivers; and 

 

c. Constructive exclusion from the market due to sub-market rates being 

proliferated by the Defendants due to their forced labor cost advantage 

gained from utilizing illegal carriers and drivers. 

 

327. As a foreseeable and proximate cause of Defendants’ unlawful actions, Plaintiffs 

were effectively left with no choice but to operate at a significant loss, despite possessing superior 

qualifications, experience, capacity, and performance history. Several Plaintiffs have been left to 

haul freight as CH Robinson’s subcontractors, at compressed rates, for shippers they once served 

or bid to serve directly. 

328. As a foreseeable consequence of Defendants’ misconduct, Plaintiffs lost 

identifiable contracts, existing and likely customers, and otherwise were required to protect 

existing customer and employee relationships by operating at a loss, resulting in extensive lost 

revenues, lost profits, and increased costs in amounts to be proven at trial. 

329. Furthermore, Defendants’ racketeering conduct caused Plaintiffs to suffer 

measurable erosion of market share in and constructive exclusion from the long-haul trucking 

freight market. This loss of market share and constructive exclusion was not attributable to 

ordinary competition, innovation, or consumer choice, but rather to Defendants’ systematic use 

and exploitation of criminal conduct to undercut lawful competitors. Plaintiffs’ reduced market 

presence in and constructive exclusion from the long-haul trucking freight market proximately 

resulting from the racketeering of Defendants has resulted in diminished revenues, reduced 

economies of scale, and long-term competitive harm. 
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330. These costs, lost revenues and market share, and lost efficiency costs are 

accumulating daily and will continue into the future. 

331. Plaintiffs’ damages are quantifiable and specific to each Plaintiff. Across their 

major shipper bids, Plaintiffs repeatedly submitted rates at or near market cost, only to have 

shippers reject them as far above pricing benchmarks that Defendants could meet only by relying 

on the Illegal Carriers’ unlawfully suppressed labor costs. The identified losses summarized below 

are illustrative and not exhaustive, and will be established with additional precision at trial. 

332. Stevens. Stevens has lost identified freight lanes and suffered the systematic 

rejection of bids submitted at competitive, market-consistent rates.  

333. In Armacell’s 2026 truckload request for proposal (“RFP”), 18 of the 20 bid lanes 

on which Armacell returned feedback were graded 20% or more above benchmark, representing 

approximately 1,190 estimated annual loads of lost volume.  

334. In Ford’s 2026 truckload bid, Ford graded 31 of the 33 lanes Stevens bid (7,374 

estimated annual loads) 20% to 50% above benchmark, including 27 long-haul lanes representing 

6,514 estimated annual loads that Stevens, on information and belief, would have otherwise won. 

Stevens has also lost identified lanes outright, including its Goodyear lane from Lawton, Oklahoma 

to Whiteland, Indiana, which was repriced downward and then marketed to other carriers at 

approximately 150 loads per year. 

335. IWX. IWX has lost customer freight volume and revenue on accounts it bid to 

serve. These losses culminated in IWX ceasing operations in 2025, although it has since resumed 

operations on an incredibly limited scale. 

336. In the Driscoll’s Winter 2024 truckload RFP, IWX bid 235 long-haul lanes 

representing approximately 8,418 estimated annual loads and approximately $25.8 million in 
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annual linehaul revenue. Driscoll’s flagged 187 of those lanes as 20% or more above its target rate, 

representing approximately 5,918 estimated annual loads and approximately $21.0 million in 

annual linehaul revenue that IWX bid for and did not secure but, on information and belief, 

otherwise would have.  

337. IWX also bid in Graphic Packaging International’s Q3 and Q4 2024 RFPs, in which 

every IWX bid was graded 20% or more above target, and IWX, on information and belief, lost 

significant lanes to Defendants’ continued underbidding. 

338. Western Flyer. Western Flyer bid for freight volume in Graphic Packaging 

International’s 2025 Waco, Texas RFP, in which every lane Western Flyer bid was flagged as 

uncompetitive. Western Flyer bid 23 lanes representing approximately 4,280 estimated loads for 

the bid term, and Graphic Packaging International flagged all 23 as 20% or more above its target 

rate, averaging 40.4% above target. On information and belief, Western Flyer secured none of the 

approximately 4,280 loads reflected in those lanes that it otherwise would have secured. 

339.  Western Flyer also lost nearly all of its direct Pilgrim’s Pride business, including 

its Pittsburg, Texas loads in Camp County, which fell from 145 in 2022 to none after 2023. 

340. Christenson. Christenson suffered the systematic rejection of its bids across at least 

four major shipper RFPs from 2023 through 2025—including Kroger, WestRock, Bridgestone, 

and ABB—and a resulting collapse in revenue, gross margin, and earnings. In Kroger’s 2025 RFP 

alone, Kroger flagged 300 of Christenson’s 426 bid lanes as at least 20% above the most 

competitive bid, representing approximately $24.6 million of the approximately $47.3 million in 

annual linehaul revenue Christenson bid. The cumulative effect was severe: Christenson’s total 

revenue fell from $71,266,758 in fiscal year 2023 to $49,821,772 in fiscal year 2025—a two-year 

decline of $21,444,986, or approximately 30%. 
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341. Freymiller. Freymiller has suffered substantial damages in the form of lost 

customers and lost sales, losing business, on information and belief to Defendants, from historic 

customers such as Kroger, Pepsi, Spartan Nash, and Nutrisystem. So far, Freymiller has identified 

63 specific customers whose freight it has lost, representing $51,239,847.37 in lost sales. 

342. EOS.  As a direct result of Defendants’ unlawful conduct alleged above, EOS has 

suffered significant damages from the loss of freight, on information and belief to Defendants, on 

longstanding accounts with Graphic Packaging International, Riceland Foods, Clearwater Paper, 

and WestRock. 

343. EOS lost substantial revenue from freight moving to and from Graphic Packaging 

International’s Texarkana Mill in Queen City after Defendants targeted and undercut EOS through 

the conduct alleged above. These losses continue to greatly reduce EOS’s revenue and fleet 

utilization. 

344. EOS also lost business from Riceland Foods, Clearwater Paper, and WestRock, 

including recurring freight that EOS had hauled for years and identifiable loads and lanes that EOS 

was ready and able to perform. 

345. The identified lost lanes and revenue set forth above are illustrative and not 

exhaustive. The records showing who won each lane and at what rate are in the possession of 

Defendants and the shippers, and Plaintiffs will supplement these allegations as those records are 

produced. The full measure of Plaintiffs’ damages will be established with additional precision at 

trial. 

346. Additionally, pursuant to RICO, Plaintiffs seek trebling of damages, as well as 

recovery of attorneys’ fees and costs. 
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XI. JURY DEMAND 

 

347. Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 38, Plaintiffs demand a jury trial. 

XII. PRAYER 

348. Plaintiffs respectfully pray that Defendants be cited to appear and required to 

answer herein according to law, that this cause be set for trial before a jury, that Plaintiffs recover 

judgment of and from said Defendants for their actual damages in this cause in such amounts as 

the evidence may show and the Jury may determine to be proper, including trebled and/or punitive 

damages, that Plaintiffs be awarded their reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred in bringing this 

action, together with the costs of suit, pre-judgment interest and post-judgment interest, and for 

all such other and further relief, both in equity and at law, to which Plaintiffs may show that they 

are justly entitled. 

Dated: September 23, 2026   Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

     WREN | COOK 

 

     /s/ J. Travis Underwood  

James Wren  

Lead Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Texas State Bar No: 22018200 

Jim@wrencookattorneys.com  

Louie J. Cook  

Texas State Bar No:  24101191 

Laura@wrencookattorneys.com  

louie@wrencookattorneys.com 

14205 N Mo Pac Expy Ste. 570 

Austin, Texas 78728 

Telephone: 737-292-4926 
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NIX PATTERSON, LLP 

 

Brad Beckworth | State Bar No. 24001710 

Trey Duck | State Bar No. 24077234 

Drew Pate | State Bar No. 24079111 

Jessica Underwood | State Bar No. 24093291 

Ryan Hering | State Bar No. 24143005 

8701 Bee Cave Road 

Seven Oaks East, Suite 500 

Austin, Texas 78746 

Telephone: (512) 328-5333 

bbeckworth@nixlaw.com 

tduck@nixlaw.com 

dpate@nixlaw.com 

junderwood@nixlaw.com 

rhering@nixlaw.com 

 

GILLAM & SMITH, LLP 

 

J. Travis Underwood 

Texas State Bar No: 24102587 

Gillam & Smith, LLP 

travis@gillamsmithlaw.com 

303 S. Washington Ave. 

Marshall, Texas 75670 

Telephone: (903) 934-8450 

Facsimile:  (903) 934-9257 

 

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS 
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