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The purpose of this instruction is to emphasize the importance of continued 
effort at the Regional Construction Group Level and the Project Level to achieve adequate 
maintenance and protection of traffic. Since our last Engineering Instruction on this 
topic, EI 78-11 issued on 3/1/78, a statewide inspection of our projects by FHWA has un­
covered the following deficiencies: 

a) Inappropriate and the lack of appropriate signs continues to be a serious
problem. Several projects had rectangular warning signs instead of the required diamond­
shaped ones. The rectangular signs can only be used as alternates to the diamond-shaped 
signs when the work involved is of short time duration combined with short length work 
operations. As_�µgi, re�tang.l.llar�_sjgns. would generally _b� _considered inappropriate for 
OJ!r__projec_ts. In other instances. Stated Speed S1gns, Wf6l 's:--Were-·t>ein�fuseaa1one, 
giving the impression of speed limit signs. The use of Stated Speed Signs alone is 
specifically prohibited by the MUTCD. There were a number of instances of signs being 
modified by blocking out part of the legend with pieces of wood or changing the legends 
with paint. Such practice is not to be allowed. There was one instance where an 
accident was directly attributable to the failure to post a notice of re.§._!;ri.,c_teg_�j__9th 
on a ID!tour. The above cited instances indicate that more attention is warranted by the 
Regional Construction Group and the Project Engineer to insure that signing is adequate 
and proper. 

b) Delineation is still a problem. In one case, rebars with red flagging were
used as delineators. In other cases, EIC's corrmented that theft and vandalism were the 
reasons for ooor delineation. Such abuses cannot be tolerated. It is the Contractor's 
responsibility to. provide the correct type of delineation device and keep it in place. 
It is our responsibility to see that the Contractor does what he is being paid to do. 

c) Contractors' operations were stil1 found to be in conflict with good safety
practices. For instance, materials stored close to moving traffic, equipment being left 
close to moving traffic overnight,- workers parking their cars on shoulders, and J;roject 
operations being conducted in such a way as to ignore the implications of unprotected 
fixed objects and missing guide rail. The Project Engineer should be c1osely monitoring 
the Contractors' proposed schedule of operations and its resultant impact on project 
traffic safety. Instances such as those listed above should not be to1erated and the 
Contractor should be ordered in writing to correct such bad practices. 

HC 1!5h (4/131 

MODIFIED BY EI 80-004 
EFFECTIVE 1/29/80

SUPERSEDED BY EB 82-018 
EFFECTIVE 4/26/82






