Recently Published “Notice of
Proposed Amendments”

Revisions to the 2009 MUTCD



Proposed Amendments

 Definition of Standards — (Section |A.l3)
> Published in Federal Register on August 2"
> Comments by October 3rd

» Revision of Target Compliance Dates —
(Introduction)
° Published in Federal Register on August 3|t
> Comments by October 3 |st



“Standard” Revision ??

* Allow modification in very limited
situations where engineering study or
judgment concludes that a deviation is
appropriate due to unusual site conditions

* Not intended to allow noncompliance with
Standards on a blanket basis



Compliance Dates Revisions !

58 target compliance dates in 2009 Manual
> Most are carry-overs from previous editions

Proposed rule would eliminate 46 of these
° Including 8 already expired

Extend and/or revise 4 dates
> 2A.08, 4D.26, 4E.06, and 8B.03

No change for 8
> 2A.19, 2B.40, 2C.06 thru 2C.14, 2E.31, .33, & .36,
6D. 03, 6E.02, 7D.04, & 8B.04



Table I-2. Target Compliance Dates Established by the FHWA
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No Compliance Dates!??

» Agencies should upgrade as part of a
systematic process

* Agencies can decide to defer upgrading in
some situations until non-complying
devices wear out, are damaged, destroyed,
or replaced



Section 2A.08 Revisions ??

* Assessment or management method still
required, but compliance date extended until
2 years following adoption of new rule

* Only applies to regulatory and warning signs

* Replacement of any sigh not meeting min.
retro-reflectivity standards still required, but
no specific compliance dates



Important Possible Revisions

* Part 2 — Signs
* Part 6 — Temporary Traffic Control
e Part 7 — Traffic Control for School Areas

e Part 8 — Traffic Control for Railroad and
Light Rail Transit Grade Crossings



Section 2A.08

Maintaining Minimum Retroreflectivity

e ““Standard:

Public agencies or officials having
jurisdiction shall use an assessment or
management method that is desighed to

maintain sign retroreflectivity at or above
the minimum levels in Table 2A-3”

MUTCB)??

(Possible extension of compliance date)
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2009 MUTCD Language

*“...One or more of the following assessment or
management methods should be used...”



Minimum Levels

* Replacement of regulatory, warning,
and post mounted guide signs (except
street name signs) that are identified
using the assessment or management
method as failing to meet the
established minimum levels.

(2003 MUTCD) 2



Minimum Levels

* Replacement of street name signs and
overhead guide signs that are identified
using the assessment or management
method as failing to meet the
established minimum levels.

(2003 MUTCD)??



Bottom Line (for now)

* No revisions have been approved yet

» Compliance with all current requirements
will still apply, even if proposed rule is
adopted, only the compliance date would
change




Will Address Other Possible

Compliance Dates Changes
Throughout the Day

QUESTIONS

77



