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Meeting started at 12:30 PM
Announcements

None
Business from the Floor

None
 Correction to the Minutes

None
Old Business
· FHWA – Will Stein
1. The FHWA has granted Interim Approval of Bicycle Signal Faces as of 12/26/2013.  

http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/res-interim_approvals.htm
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/resources/interim_approval/ia16/index.htm
2. Sponsorship Acknowledgement Signs and Plaques
A number of questions have arisen about designs and applications of Sponsorship Acknowledgment signs and plaques in conjunction with the MUTCD and FHWA Order 5160.1A.  Various sign concepts have been presented to State agencies as acceptable based on the fact that they have been observed in use.  However, many of these signs pre-date the referenced Order.
 
Please be particularly aware that there might be instances where existing signs do not conform to the current policy and/or the MUTCD.  Accordingly, those concepts are not acceptable for new installations.  
 
The attached document provides a series of example sign designs with various elements identified as they relate to the MUTCD and the Order.  The purpose of this document is to make the Divisions and the State agencies aware of what to look for when considering an Acknowledgment sign or plaque concept that a sponsor has proposed.  Ultimately, the primary focus of any acknowledgment of sponsorship must be on the service and not on the sponsor.  If that is not the case, then the device likely constitutes advertising rather than acknowledgment.
 
As a quick reference, the major criteria are as follows (please refer to the MUTCD and Order 5160.1A for all criteria):
Acknowledgment Sign:
1. Max. sign area 24 S.F.;

2. Max. sponsor logo area 1/3 area of entire sign assembly;
3. Independent installation removed from other TCDs;
4. Located near the sponsored service *.
* Rest area Acknowledgment sign may be located on highway mainline; see Order 5160.1A for details.
 


Acknowledgment Plaque:
1. Installed below qualifying General Service sign;
2. Max. plaque area lesser of 1/3 area of General Service sign or 24 S.F.;
3. Must include legend such as SPONSORED BY.
· Requests for Experimentation, Conditional Use and Interpretation – Janelle Anderson

There have been no new requests. 


There has been no response from the FHWA regarding:

· the request from the City of Minneapolis to use flashing yellow/red beacons at marked pedestrian and school crossings, or

· MnDOT’s Metro Maintenance request to use Gore Diversion Indicators at areas where guardrail is frequently hit.



Will Stein will follow up on this.
New Business
1. Correction to 3B.4 Guidance on dotted line cycle to match 3A.6.
MN MUTCD section 3B.4 Guidance statement is in error. An update to the manual changing the 9’ gap to 12’ to match the wording in 3A.6 was not completed during the last re-write.   This will be corrected in the next revision.  The change had been approved by the Chapter 3 subcommittee.   

“The dotted white lane lines that are used for lane drop markings and that are used as a lane line separating through lanes from auxiliary lanes should consist of line segments that are 3 feet in length separated by 9 12-foot gaps.”
2. Correction to 2C.37 guidance to match 4I.3 guidance.  Correction to 4I.3 guidance (MN font).
During the last re-write of the MN MUTCD it was agreed that the phrase “and sight distance is insufficient to react to stopped vehicles” would be added to the 4I.3 guidance statement.  The phrase was added but the MN font was not used.  The phrase was also supposed to be added (in MN font) to 2C.37 guidance. 

The corrections will be made for the next revision of the manual.
3. County Route Markers:  Blue Pentagon vs. Black and White Square
There was much discussion on the use of black and white square county route markers.  Technically there are not in conformance with the Federal MUTCD (see attached) and counties should be using the blue pentagon signs. 
In Minnesota there seems to be more use of the black and whites.  Many believe they are easier to read and install on sign posts.  

FHWA’s concern:  For substantial conformance, State manuals and supplements have to include the standard statements from the national manual.  In this case the standard was changed.
The new Federal MUTCD will be available for comment later - approximately May 2015. This may be an opportunity to comment on this issue.  It might be possible to add an Option statement to add flexibility in sign use. 

The current MN MUTCD is not in-line with the Federal MUTCD.  Section 2D.11 (pg. 2D-8) Design of Route Signs approves the use of both sign types.  
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The committee agreed to delay this discussion until the next MUTCD re-write. 
4. Chapter 6H Revisions
Ken Johnson presented a revised Chapter 6H of the MN MUTCD.  The chapter now reflects the new legislation that was passed during the 2014 state legislative session.  Discussion included whether to have confirmatory signing, the need for “END WORK ZONE” signing, workers present speed limits, and $300 work zone fines signing.  
Ken will make final changes to the document and update the sign layouts – the Committee agreed that the sign layouts should be put into the MN MUTCD and included in the field manual the next time it’s published.  Diane will forward the revised document and layouts to the Committee for review (document is attached, layouts will be forwarded when available).

5. Addition to Option paragraph to Stop Bar Section (3B.16)
Option

Crosswalk markings of a longitudinal width of 24 inches or greater may provide adequate indication to drivers of the required stopping location in lieu of stop lines.

Ken Johnson presented this topic stating that this option was supposed to be included in the last edition of the MN MUTCD.  It is a modification guidance statement to 3B.16 (pg. 3B-32) and is standard practice across Minnesota.  
Tiffany Dagon suggested that the Stop Bar Section needs to indicate that ramp meters are exempt from Stop Bar requirements.  Ken will write up language to reflect this.
6. Changes to Guidance statement in Section 3B.18 - Crosswalk Markings
It was agreed that the Guidance statement on page 3B-36 should be changed to 36 inches wide. This change had been approved by the Committee and should have been included the last MN MUTCD revision.    

“If used, the diagonal or longitudinal lines should be 12 to 24 36 inches wide and separated by gaps of 12 to 60 inches.”
Round Robin:

1. Janelle Anderson reported that the Star Lake or River Signs and Star City and County Signs legislation were repealed during the 2014 legislative session.
2. Joe Gustafson questioned when it would be appropriate to bring local issues/concerns to the Temporary Traffic Control Committee.   Issues include use of arrow signs in merge areas, layout reviews, and keep right/merge symbols.  

3. Jon Krieg discussed the City of Minneapolis’ potential cycle track on Washington Avenue.  The City was told by the FHWA that if they used the new Bike Signal Faces they would need to add a bike phase to the signal.  A question asked was how a bike differs from a pedestrian with regard to signal phasing.  Why do bikes need their own phase and pedestrians do not. 
Joe Gustafson suggested that turning vehicles don’t have a chance to see bikes.  If you’re going to allow a through movement for bikes you can’t let vehicles make right turns.  Neither the bike nor the turning vehicle can see each other.  

It is unlikely that the City of Minneapolis will use the Bike Signal Faces because they can’t incorporate a separate bike signal phase.

4. Ken Johnson shared a photo of the new Mini-Roundabout at Vierling Drive and CR 79 in Shakopee that opened in July.  
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The standard County Route Marker (M1-X4) approved
for general use on county highways in Minnesota shall be
square with the county name at the top, the route number
in the center and the word “COUNTY" at the bottom. The
legend and border shall be black on a white background.
The standard size for all applications shall be 24 x 24
inches. When used with other route markers in common
assemblies, the County Route Marker shall be of a size
compatible with that of the other route markers.
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