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Introduction 

A CONTEMPORARY OVERVIEW OF TRAFFIC LAW 

UNIFORMITY IN THE UNITED STATES 

The problems associated with the intermingling of vehicles on this 
nation's roads are essentially the same in every State. Consequently, 
the same conduct should be required of each driver or pedestrian on a 
given problem situation, regardless of the State involved. Yet, the 
regulations governing the use of the highway frequently vary from State 
to State. Such variation confuses the residents and non-residents alike 
and leads to traffic congestion and violations. The unfortunate result 
of the violations is sometimes accidents and even fatalities. Accordingly, 
the only logical foundation for traffic regulation throughout the nation 
rests on the development and implementation of uniform traffic laws 
within and among the several States. 

There are several indicators which point to persisting and no~ab1e 
variances in laws governing the behavfor of drivers and pedestrians who 
Use the highway system. As early as 1937, the Secretary of Agriculture 
prepared a report to Congress entitled "Nonuniformity of State Motor­
Vehic:e Traffic La-;s" which concluded in part that "chaotic nonuniformity 
preva11s not only 1n matters that are minor or relatively unimportant 
but fundamental in all major problems relating to traffic safety." 1/ 

The purpose of this paper is to examine several contemporary analyses 
published by an independent org.a.ni;z;ation which describe the degree and 
nature of uniformity from State to State in those traffic laws 
commonly referred to as "Rules of the Road." The instant inquiry will 
also provide an overview of the progress achieved by the several States 
in the implementation of the national Codes and Laws Highway Safety 
Program Standard, particularly from the standpoint that all States are 
required to conduct comparative traffic laws studies designed to 
eventually eliminate all major statutory variations in juxtaposition to 
the specimen provisions in the Rules of the Road chapter of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code. 1/ 

!/ See u.s. House of Representatives, Committee on Roads, House Document 
No. 462, Part 1, 75th Congress, ~d Session, January 3, 1938, p. 10. 
The Bureau of Public Roads was part of the Department of Agricu1tu!'e 
in the late 1930's. 

]j See Appendix A for the text of the Codes and Laws Highway Safety 
Program Standard issued pursuant to the Highway Safety Act of 1966 
and effective with June 27, 1967. 



Conflicting Traffic Laws 

In the legislative deliberations prior to the passage of the Highway 
Safety Act of 1966, the Committee on Public Works of the U. S. House 
of Representatives deplored the "jungle of confusion" and the "vast 
array of changing and conflicting traffic laws and control systems" 
as America~s drive from State to State. The House Committee 
recognized that some States enacted the Uniform Vehicle Code 
published 20 or 30 years ago but failed to amend their laws on a 
systematic basis concomitant with latter-day changes adopted in the 
Code. Moreover, some States enacted parts of the early editions of 
the Code but with so many variations and defeating loopholes that 
have the effect of making the Code virtually unworkable. In a closing 
admonition on nonuniform State traffic laws, the Committee in July, 
1966 said "the situation must be corrected." ~/ 

The Uniform Vehicle Code 

Although the word "Code" in the title "Uniform Vehicle Code" (UVC) 
suggests a binding set of laws, it should be pointed out that the Code 
has no legal force. Rather, it contains 19 chapters of specimen laws 
that a majority of the membership of the National Committee on Uniform 
Traffic Laws and Ordinances (NCUTLO) agrees represent the best of 
existing legislation and which should be reflected in the traffic laws 
of all of the States. ~/ 

As noted by the Committee on Public Works, the Code has long served as 
a major source and reference for State legislatures in drafting motor 
vehicle and traffic laws for their jurisdictions. 5/ The Code has 
been revised eleven times since its initial compilation and adoption 
by the original sponsoring organization, the National Conference of 
Commissioners on Uniform State laws in 1926. The National Committee 

1/ See Report No. 1700, House of Representatives, 89th Congress, 
2d Session, July 15, 1966, p. 19. 

~/ The custodian of the Uniform Vehicle Code and its counterpart for 
municipalities, the Model Traffic Ordinance, is the NationaL 
Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances. The Committee 
is an independent, voluntary, non-profit association created in 
May, 1947, as a result of certain recommendatioDs adopted by the 
President's Highway Safety Conference in 1947. 

~/ The Federal Role in Highway safety (1959), a report from the 
Secretary of Commerce to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
described the UVC as "the yardstick against which the legislative 
achievement of a State is commonly measured." See House Document 
No. 93, 86th Congress, 1st Session, March 3, 1959. 
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on Uniform Traffic Laws and urdinances (NCUTLO) last adopted major 
changes to the Code and to the Model Traffic Ordinance in 1968. 
Additional revisions were approved in November, 1971, and these are 
compiled in a current supplement published by the National Committee 
in early 1972. ~/ 

Standards for Determining Traffic Law Uniformity 

With the enactment of the Highway Safety Act of 1966, a new partnership 
was created whereby all levels of American government could join in a 
common effort to standardize traffic laws and ordinances throughout the 
United States. Accordingly, on June 27, 1967, the Secretary of 
Transportation, pursuant to Section 402 of the Act, promulgated the 
"Codes and Laws" standard along with 12 other safety program standards. 
These standards are designed to strengthen implementation of the various 
functional components that form the basis for a comprehensive program. 

The current Codes and Laws program standard requires each State to 
have a plan in conjunction with its overall safety program which will 
eventually achieve uniform Rules of the Road laws in all of its 
political subdivisions and among the several States. The Rules of the 
Road represent those operating rules embodied in the law which are 
deemed critical to the driving task. Toward this end, each State is 
required to undertake and maintain con~inuing comparisons of State 
and local laws, statutes and ordinances with the comparable provisions 
of Chapter 11 (Rules of the Road) of the Uniform Vehicle Code. Thus, 
the conduct of comparative traffic law studies represents the first 
stage in developing a sound basis for documenting the need for and 
desirability of modernizing and strengthening each State's body of 
traffic law. 

State Codes and Laws plans 

The first Codes and Laws plans submitted by the individual States in 
1968 and 1969 as one component of their comprehensive highway safety 
program generally indicated that in the opinion of program authorities 
their respective State laws were wholly or largely consonant with 
counterpart provisions of the UVC. A few States held that their traffic 
laws surpassed the substantive language of the specimen laws published 
in the UVC. Accordingly, the Codes and Laws plans were evaluated by the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) on the basis of 
each State's preliminary assessment of uniformity alongside the 
appropriate sections of the Code. 

Those States that recognized and reported program deficiencies in terms 
of obsolete and ambiguous traffic rules were expected to improve their 
status by participating in the cost-sharing project grants under 

~/ See UVC 1968, Supple I 1972. 
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Section 402 of the Act or through self-supportive activities which 
would encompass traffic law studies, followed by the preparation of 
legislative agendas and priority schedules for upgrading existing 
traffic laws and joining in legislative deliberations in support of 
proposed law improvements. 

As noted above, several States reported in their original Codes and 
Laws prograJD plans that their traffic laws equalled or surpassed the 
language and intent of counterpart provisions in Chapter 11 of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code. In the absence of a reasonable yardstick for 
ascertaining the extent of conformity, each State's self-analysis was 
accepted in 1969 as a valid expression of its status of uniformity in 
contrast to the laws of other contiguous and more distant States and 
the. specimen laws conteined in the Uniform Vehicle Code. 

Development of Traffic Law Comparative Studies 

While mathematics is considered the ultimate language for expressing 
precise quantities and positions in all of the sciences, such a tool 
for making analytical delineations of traffic law variances in and 
among the several States is not yet available. The problem stems in 
part from the nature of the subject matter. Traffic laws, or any other 
body of law, can seldom be reduced to nu~bers or mathematical symbols. 
Nevertheless, this shortcoming should.no~·preclude attempts, rudimentary 
though they may be, to analyze traffic laws and to identify those that 
are in substantial conformity with specimen provisions in the UVC in 
contrast to other laws where comparability may be markedly poor on a 
nationwide basis. 

The National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances (NCUTLO) 
took ~he initial s~eps to establish a systematic basis for facilitating 
traff~c law compar~sons through its development and publication of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code Annotated: Rules of the Road (UVCA) in early 1968. 
The UVCA shows .the status of State traffic laws in comparison with 
each section, subsection or principle in the Rules of the Road chapter 
of. the Co~.:. II With more than ISO individual "Statutory Annotations," 
th~s voluffi6 of 654 pages and its 1970 Annual Supplement contain detailed 
information about the traffic laws of all States and the rules and 
regulations of the District of Columbia on each point covered by the Code. 

II The PVCA also contains statutory annotations of State traffic laws 
vis-a-vis Chapter 1 (Definitions) and Chapter 10 (Accidents and 
Accident Reports) of the UVC. UVCA (1967, Supp. 1970) was updated and 
replaced by a new volume published by the NCUTLO in November, 1972. 
The new work entitled Traffic Laws Annotated (TLA) includes all State 
traf~ic laws adopted or amended before January 1, 1972 and all 
pert~nent changes in the UVC that were approved by the NCUTLO in 
November 1971. 
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These Annotations also provide a general pict'.lre of the status of 
traffic laws in any other State in comparison ~vith the Code and the 
laws prevailing in other jurisdictions. 

State Traffic Laws Rated on Uniformity 

Further steps by the NCUTLO were fostered by two research contracts 
financed by the NHTSA in 1969 and 1971 which provided for the 
preparation of the first and second "Rules of the Road Rated" Traffic 
Laws Commentaries. These Commentaries assess the extent of conformity 
of State traffic laws alongsjde specimen laws in the UVC which relate 
to the rights and duties of all highway users, including drivers and 
pedestrians. §./ 

These two Commentaries rank the traffic laws of the several States and 
the District of Columbia based on a numerical rating system devised 
by their author, namely, Mr. Edward F. Kearney, Executive Director of 
the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances. 91 
These Commentaries attempt to furnish a clear~t picture of the general 
comparability of State traffic laws as at December 31, 1968 and 
December 31, 1971 respectively. Moreover, they facilitate rapid 
identification of particular areas of a State's laws which may not be 
in substantial conformity with other State traffic laws and with 
equivalent principles and provisions of the UVC. Areas of statutory 
law where uniformity may be markedly poor on a nationwide basis are 
highlighted as deserving of early legislative attention. 

The core of both Commentaries consists of 13 tables containing from 9 
to 37 columns, each of which represents evaluations of one or more 
provisions in the UVC's Rules of the Road chapter. The first Commentary 
embodies 205 columns for which a maximum score of 1,025 points is 
awarded for verbatim conformity with the Code while the second Commentary 
involves 213 columns evaluated with a maximum score of 1,065 points. 
In both studies, the range of points per column extends from a maximum 
of 5 for "verbatim conformity" to -3 for a provision deemed "substantially 
different" from the UVC. 

The difference in the number of columns and total score between the first 
and second Commentaries arises from several changes adopted in the UVC 
and approved by the NCUTLO in November, 1971. The following table 
identifies the 13 UVC Articles by short titles and the number of columns 
and provisions thereunder evaluated and rated in the 1968 and 1971 
studies. 

~I See Traffic Laws Commentary No. 70-6, July 1, 1970 - Rules of the Road 
Rated; Contract No. FH-11-6869 and Traffic Laws Commentary, Vol. 1, 

2/ 

No.3, August, 1972 - Rules of the Road Rated; Contract No. DOT-HS-l07-l-lS3. 

The first Commentary represents an assessment of the traffic laws of 4.9 
States and the District of Columbia. The State of Hawaii was not included 
in the initial study but its laws are evaluated in the 1971 study. 
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Table I 

Number of Substantive Provisions 
11, Uniform Vehicle Code Against 
points Awarded for Comparability 

Evaluated by Article Number in Chapter 
Comparable State Laws and Maximum 
with the UVC, 1968 vs. 1971 State Laws 

Number of Provisions Evaluated UVC 
Article Short Title 1968 Score 1971 Score 

I 
\ 

I 

II 

III 

IV 

V 

VI 

Obedience to Effect of 10 
Traffic Laws 

Traffic Signs, Signals and 23 
Markings 

Driving on Right Side of Roadway, 37 
Overtaking and passing, Use of 
Roadway 

Right of Way 

Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

Turning and Starting; Signals on 
Stopping and Turning 

12 

19 

12 

50 50 

US 23 US 

185 36 180 

60 l3 65 

95 25 125 

60 13 65 

I VII Special Stops Required 15 75 14 70 

'VIII Speed Restrictions 15 75 15 75 
I 

! IX • l 

Serious Tr.affic Offenses 10 50 9 45 

I 
; X 

XI 

XII 

XIII 

Stopping, Standing and Parking 

Miscellaneous Rules 

Operation of Bicycles and Play 
Vehicles 

Special Rules for Motorcycles 

Total ...•..••.•. 

The Scoring Scheme and Criteria 

9 

15 

14 

14 

205 

45 9 45 

75 18 90 

70 14 70 

70 14 70 

1025 213 1065 

As reported earlier, each "Statutory Annotation" in the UVCA is revi.ewed 
and State traffic laws are rated in both Commentaries as to their 
comparability with equivalent sections in the 1968 edition of the Code 
and the amendments adopted therE: to in November, 1971. The Tab Ie 
that follows next pr.ovides the scores, applied on a descending scale, 
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ranging from a maximum of 5 points for each provLsLon that is in 
verbatim conformity with the language of the pertinent UVC rule to a 
low score of minus 3 points ;:or a State law deemed to be substantially 
different from the Code provision. The criterion established by the 
author and applicable to each score in the rating scheme is also shown. 

The degree of conformity established by the Commentaries' author in 
Table II is a matter of judgment, since opinions can reasonably differ 
about the meaning of statutory terms and the validity of their application 
to a particular law. In making these judgments, however, primary 
consideration is given to the substance of the rule in preference to 
relatively minor differences that might obscure the significant point. 
In all of the various categories examined, however, reference should be 
made to the laws themselves, their context, and interpretations by the 
cou~ts for a complete assessment. 

Table II. Traffic Law Comparability Scoring Scheme 

Criteria 

verbatim conformity with the UVC 

is virtual 1 identical to the uve 

uve 

is not probable, but is 

uve 

is substantiall different from the uve 

Caveat Viator 

The author concedes that the above rating scheme is not without certain 
limitations. As recognized earlier, the law can seldom be reduced to 
numbers and ~erhaps the numerical scores and totals reflecting the extent 
of conformity with the uve are not perfect measurements of traffic law 
uniformity. Moreover, the rating scheme neglects to make distinctions 
based on any relative importance among the various Rules of the Road. 
For example, a law duplicating the Code's rule which prohibits drivers 
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from coasting on down grades with the gears of their vehicles in 
neutral position receives equal treatment and scoring as a law that 
conforms with the ~ requiring drivers making a left turn to yield 
for oncoming vehicles •. 

Caution should be exercised in drawing conclusions from the total 
points awarded to each State since a low overall score might obscure 
statutory areas where there may be mflximum uniformity. On the other 
hand, a high overall score should not be construed as an indication 
that significant differences do not prevail in one or more critical 
driving rules. 

Ranking of the States - 1968 versus 1971 

Table III ranks the States according to the total points scored by each 
jurisdiction in the first and second Rules of the Road Rated studies 
prepared by the NCUTLO for the NHTSA. The ranking of the States is based 
on the numerical data provided in the Summary Tables in Appendix Band 
Appendix C. 

As at December 31, 1968, there were 303 separate instances where a traffic 
law probably differs in some substantial way from a provision in the UVC. 
After all side by side comparisons were completed, the State of Washington 
ranked first with 770 points or 75.1 p~rcent of the maximum score of 1,025 
awarded for "verbatim conformity.1I Delaware traffic laws ranked second 
in conformity with the uve; it was the only other State to score more than 
700 points. Fourteen States trailed the leaders with scores ranging from 
613 (Tennessee) to 680 (Montana). Ten States followed with scores between 
510 and 596, eight States accumulated points ranging between 409 and 492, 
five States achieved scores beyond 300, and eight States were rated between 
203 (Massachusetts) and 299 (Iowa). 

At the lower extreme, the traffic laws of three States, namely, Missouri, 
Nebraska, and Vermont, were judged to be substantially different from the 
UVC. The scores of these latter States, ranging from 137 to 174, represent 
less than 20 percent conformity. Hence, the range of conformity with the 
UVC as at December 31, 1968 reached from a low of 137 points (13.3 percent) 
to a high of 770 points (75.1 percent). Figure 1 depicts the overall 
conformity of all State traffic laws evaluated in the first comparative 
study conducted by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances. 

The second comparative study reveals that there were 275 instances where 
a State traffic rules of the road law differs in some substantial way 
from an equivalent UVC provision. On the basis of 1,065 overall points 
for "verbatim conformity," the State of Kansas accumulated 781 points and 
replaced the State of Washington as the leader in the new ranking of 
States as at December 31, 1971. Delaware relinquished its second position 
to the State of Hawaii which scored 763 points following the adoption 
of its first statewide traffic code in 1971. The State of Maryland took 
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Table III. Ranking of the States Rated for Conf0Y \ity with Chapter ll~ UVC 

Status as at December 31, 1968 I Status as at December 31; 1971 

Score State Rank State Score 

770 Washington 1 Kansas 781 

739 Delaware 2 Hawaii 763 

680 Montana 3 Maryland 759 

679 Wyoming 4 Washington 737 

673 New York 5 Florida 734 
666 New Mexico 6 Texas 726 

650 Kansas 7 Delaware 709 

647 Idaho 8 New York 679 

647 New Hampshire 9 Colorado 669 
641 Oklahoma 10 New Mexico 663 
633 Arizona 11 Alaska 646 
631 Colorado 12 Montana 645 
624 Florida 13 Arizona 638 
623 Alaska 14 Idaho 625 
619 West Virginia 15 Illinois 621 
613 Tennessee 16 New Hampshire 618 
596 South Caro lin a 17 Utah 617 
585 Nortb Dakota 18 Wyoming 617 
584 Rhode Island 19 South Carolina 598 
582 Illinois 20 Oklahoma 590 

582 Utah 21 West Virginia 582 

565 Nevada 22 Rhode Island 578 

560 Minnesota 23 Tennessee 576 

544 Indiana 24 Minnesota 560 

520 Georgia 25 North Dakota 549 

510 Louisiana 26 Nevada 546 

492 Dist. of Columbia 27 Louisiana 529 

477 Arkansas 28 lr:diana 528 

453 Texas 29 Georgia 517 

420 Wisconsin 30 South Dakota 494 

414 California 31 Dist. of Columbia 470 

411 Alabama 32 Arkansas 444 

411 Michigan 33 California 439 

409 Maine 34 Wisconsin 426 

378 Ohio 35 Michigan 411 

353 Mississippi 36 Maine 410 

326 New Jersey 37 Ohio 389 

315 South Dakota 38 Alabama 387 

306 Maryland 39 Connecticut 345 

299 Iowa 40 Iowa 345 

296 Connecticut 41 New Jersey 321 

244 Virginia 42 Mississippi 319 

243 Oregon 43 Missouri 279 

241 Kentucky 44 Nebraska 278 

230 . North Carolina 45 Virginia 252 

225 Pennsylvania 46 Kentucky 247 

203 Mit·.>sci~.husetts 47 Oregon 238 

174 Missouri 48 North Carolina 230 

166 Nebraska 49 Pennsylvania 226 

137 Vermont 50 Massachusetts 204 

- 51 Vermont 140 -
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Figure 1- """ • ) p 

Overall,conform,ity of state Traffic Laws With Chapter 11 (Rules of the Road), 
of the Un~form Veh~cle Cede (WC): Comparative status of Laws as at December 31, 1968 * 

State 

UVC Chap. 11 

Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
De 1 at·;rare 
F~ 'cia 
IG",,' 1':~ia 
Idaho 
Illi"~,is 

It",. ' 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisia'1a 
Maine 
Maryland 
HaSf lC",Usetts 
Nic:ligan 
Hin:,;?sota 
Mississippi 
Hissouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 
Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 
Dist. of Col. 

100 2QO 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 

1025 ~"""""""""""""'"W 
623 ~ 
633 1025 411:!~~~~~~~'~~~::~~~~~ 477 Maximum Score 

414 
631 
296 
739 
()24 
520 
647 
582 
544 
299 
650 
241 
510 

409,~::::::::~::::=-.... 306 
203 4115==:::=-560 
353 

680 
166 
565 
647 
326 
666 
673 
230 

585.~?==-378 
641 
243 
225 

596 
315 
613 
453 
582 
137 
244 

770~~:::-619 
420 
679 
492 

• 
Comparative Score 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 

*These data are derived from the Traffic Laws 
prepared under contract by the National . Comrentary! Rules of the Road Rated 
Ordinances for the NHTSA; see N::>. 70-6, ~i~~9~~. Un~form Traffic Laws and ' 
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positive steps in revising its traffic laws during the three-year per.iod 
and rose to third from the 39th pOSition it held in the 1968 rankings. 
Other shifts are noted in the triennium as several other States, including 
Alaska, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, South Dakota, Texas, and Utah moved 
upward in the latest ranking. 

It should be pointed out, however, that several States amended their 
traffic laws in 1972 which would perhaps improve their comparability with 
the UVC and their rank in a current rating of the States. 101 The 
difference in total scores possible in the 1968 versus the1971 evalua­
tions stems from the fact that the UVC, including the Rules of the Road 
chapter, was revised by the National Committee in November, 1971.g1 
Hence, few States were able to integrate these new changes in their traffic 
laws during legislative sessions convened in 1971. Moreover, the several 
States that did enact traffic law amendments in 1971 in line with the 1968 
edition of the Code adopted legislation that might not conform with the 
UVC. Hence, thes;-nonconforming amendments contributed to a d8crease in 
their total scores as compared with the 1968 study as well as the scores 
of conformity within one or more of the 13 Articles of the UVC. 

Figure 2 depicts the comparative scores in the December 31, 1971 ranking 
of the 50 States and District of Columbia. In reviewing the first and 
second profiles of overall conformity of State traffic laws with the UVG, 
there is little change or improvement noted with respect to the status of 
several States ranked at the lower range qf uniformity. For example, the 
commonwealth of Virginia accumulated a total of 244 points in 1968 and 
252 points in 1971. Likewise, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts received 
203 points in 1968 as contrasted with 204 points in 1971 while the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania achieved 225 points in the first traffic law 
review and only 226 points in the second review. On the other hand, 
these latter States effected improvements in certain laws compatible with 
the provisionB in Articles I, Ill, IV, V, and XI of Chapter 11, UVC. 

It would be helpful to examine each State's profile over the three-year 
period and each .state's status of overall conformity with the UVC and in 
juxtaposition to the laws of contiguous States located in each of the 10 
NHTSA Regions. We turn next to an exa~:.i~.ation of the extent of unifoi'mity 
on a national basis with respect to ea,ch of the 13 Articles of Chapter 11, 

UVC. 

Traffic Law Uniformity on a National Basis 

Figure 3 illustrates the extent of uniformity among the traffic laws of 
the several States in 1968 in contrast to their comparative status in 1971 • 

101 For example, the State of Vermont overhauled its traffic code in early 
1972 and it is expected that the State would no longer be the last 
but rather among the new leaders in traffic law uniformity. 

gl See page 20 of the Traffic Digest & Review for Feb'ruary, 1972, for a 
summarization of the "Latest Revisions in the Uniform Vehicle Code." 
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Figure 2 
Overall Conformity of State Traffic Laws With Chapter 11 (Rules of the Road) r of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code (UVC): Ccxnparative status of Laws as at December 31, 1971* 

StRrp 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 _. 
U\"·· Chap. 11 1065 ~""""""""""""""" Alabama 387 1065""" 
Alaska 646 Maximum Score 
Arizona 638 
Arkansas 444 
Ca 1 i fornia 439 
Colorado 669 
Connecticut 345 
Delaware 70g 
PIor ida 734 
Georgia 517 
l!awa ii 763 
Idaho 625 
Illinois 621 
Indi an,' 528 
Iowa 345 
Kansas 781 
Kentucky 247 
Louisiana 529 
Maine 410 
Maryland 759 
Hassachusetts 204 
Michigan 411 
Hinnesota 560 
Mississippi 319 
Nissouri 279 
Nontana 645 
Nebraska 278 
Nevada 546 
N el.,r Hamps p ire 618 
New Jersey 321 
New Mexico 663 
New York 679 
North Carolina 230 
North Dakota 549 
Ohio 389 
Oklahoma 590 ',. . -
Oregon 238 , 

Pennsylvania 226 
Rhode Island 578 
Sout h Caro lina 598 
South Dakota 494 
Tennessee 576 
'T'exas 726 
~tah 617 
Ivermont 140 
Ivirginia 252 
~as h; r.g.:: on 737 
~es~. Virginia 582 
~isconsin 426 
lWyoming 617 
Dist. of Col. 470 

Comoarative Score 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 

*These data are derived from the Traffic Laws Ca:nmentary, Rules of the Road Rated, 
prer:ared 1mder contract by the National Ccmnittee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the NHrSA; see Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972. 

12 

" 



-' 
w 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY IN THE TRAFFIC LAWS OF THE SEVERAL STATES AS COMPARED WITH THE 
-RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER OF UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC}:COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT 

PERCENT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* PERCENT 
100 100 
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!- lI .. w1971 

RIGHT·Of·WAY ~"-
SPEEu-: !-
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I-

f-

f-

f-

- 4 

-
UVC ARTICLE x n :m :xm 
%(1968) 

% (1971) 
58.9 42.4 53.6 36.8 49.3 57.4 46.9 37.6 48.4 40.7 49.3 53.0 20.8 

60.6 50.9 55.5 38.6 42.2 54.2 46.4 39.3 34.2 35.7 45.7 56.1 39.8 

Short Title of Each of the Thirteen Articles in the "Rules of the Road" Chaoter of the Uniform Vehicle Code 
I Obedience to and Effect of Traffic laws l!I Turning and Starting and Signals X Stopping, Standing and Parking 
n Traffic Signs, Signals and Markings on Stopping and Turning .lI Miscellaneous Rules 

m Driving on Right Side of Roadway·Overtaking JZII Special Stops Required ]]I Operation of Bicycles and Play 
and Passing·Use of Roadway lZIII Speed Restrictions Vehicles 

m Right of Way ]X Serious Traffic Offenses 1m Special Rules for Motorcycles 

lZ Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

*Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract with the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic laws and Ordinances, No. 70·6, Julyl, 1970 and Vol. 1, 
No.3, August, 1972 
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The percentag~for the two periods were computed by adding all State 
scores recorded under each UVC Article and dividing the sum by the 
maximum points possible for total conformance with the Code. Hence, 
the sum of all State points under Article I (Obedience to and Effect 
of ~raffic Laws) in the 1968 Summary Table in Appendix B is 1,474. 
This sum divided by the maximum score of 2,500 produces a conformance 
level of 58.9 percent. Accordingly, the proportion of conformity for 
1971 under Article 1 is 60.6 percent as computed on the basis that the 
States scored 1,546 out of a possible 2,550 points. The 1971 Summary 
Table is provided in Appendix C. 

Over the three-year period, there is marked improvement in traffic law 
uniformity in 7 of the 13 statutory areas evaluated alongside the 
provisions of the UVC. The widest, gains occurred in traffic rules 
applicable to the operation of motorcycles. In 1968, the level of 
conformance was only 20.8 percent. This was the low mark for anyone 
of the 13 statutory areas evaluated. In 1971, 29 States and the District 
of Columbia scored varying gains which raised the national level of 
conformance to 39.8 percent in rules governing the use of motorcycles. 

Greater compatibility with the Code was also enhanced by statutory 
improvements enacted by various States in the following areas: 

Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws (Article I: +1.7%) 
Traffic Signs, Signals and Ma~kings (Article II: +8.5%) 
Use of Roadway, passing and Overtaking (Article III: +1.9%) 
Right of way (Article IV: +1.8%) 
Speed Restrictions (Article V1II: +1.7%) 
Operation of Bicycles and Play Vehicles (Article XII: +3.1%) 

In six remaining statutory areas, the States in 1971 lagged behind 
conformance levels reached in 1968. Slippages occurred in Rules of the 
Road laws affecting pedestrians' rights and duties, turning and starting 
and use of stopping and turning signals, special stops, reckless and 
drunk driving p.rovisions, stopping, standing, parking and other 
miscellaneous driving rules and prohibitions. 

It is conceivable that the downturns reflected in several of the latter 
categories cited above stem from the fact that the States could not act 
on the revisions adopted by the NCUTLO in November, 1971 since many 
State Legislatures had adjourned sine die by that time. Moreover, it is 
likely that a few jurisdictions adopted amendments to their traffic laws 
in 1971 that do not conform with the Code. This retrogressive action, to 
some extent, is reflected in the wider gaps in conformance levels for 
Articles V, IX, X, and XI of the Code. 

The 1971 Rules of the Road Rated Commentary indicates that 275 
substantial differences yet remain to be resolved by the States. Over 
140 of these differences involve traffic control devices and right of 
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way. Undoubtedly, some of these variances would be out of step with 
certain provisions of the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
(MUTCD) issued by the Federal Highway Administration in 1971 and 
applicable to all streets and highways regardless of type or class or 
the governmental agency having jurisdiction. 

Traffic Law Uniformity Among Contiguous States 

The Codes an~ Laws standard program involves assisting the States to 
adopt traffic laws consistent with those of their neighbor jurisdictions. 
We turn next to an examination of traffic law consistency among the 
several States in each cf NHTSA's geographic regions. Each State's 
overall average is computed on the basis of its aggregate score for all 
13 UVC Articles divided by the maximum points possible if the State were 
rate~ in verbatim conformity with the Code. For example, in 1968 the 
State of Alabama scored 411 points out of a possible 1,025 for an 
average conformance of 40 percent. In 1971, Alabama's score was 387 out 
of a possible 1,065 points, representing 36 percent conformity. 

In Region I (Figure 4), th~ States of New Hampshire and Rhode Island 
rank considerably above their neighbor States, including Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, and Vermont. Clearly, the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts and the State of Vermont should act promptly to improve 
their low status. As reported earlier, however, Vermont enacted 
:::omprehensive revisions to its traffic "Code in 1972 and its range of 
conformity would rise appreciably in a more contemporary rating of the 
States. 

In Region II (Figure 5), the State of New Jersey ranks far behind in 
uniformity alongSide neighboring New York State. Wholesale revisions 
to the New Jersey traffic laws appear to be in order in view of the 
34 percent gap between these two jurisdictions. No conformance levels 
are indicated for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico traffic laws since the 
00mmonwealth has not been included in the statutory annotations in the 
UVCA. Moreover, .there is no current translation of the Commonwealth's 
traffic laws for the purpose of gauging their consistency with the Code. 

In Region III (Figure 6), the District of Columbia and the Cowmonwealths 
of Pennsylvania and Virginia pull down the regional average with individual 
percentages ranging below 44 percent. Between 1968 and 1971, Maryland made 
extraordinary progress in updating its traffic laws whereby its status 
climbed from 29 percent to 71 percent conformity with the Code. Delaware 
ranks second in this region with 67 percent and West Virginia follows 
with 55 percent in the 1971 ratings. 

The overall conformance levels evident in Figure 7 are fairly even with respect 
to the laws of Florida, South carolina, and Tennessee which are three of the 
eight States located in NHTSA1s Region IV. Florida enacted substantial 
revisions to its traffic code in 1971 and advanced in the national ranking 
from 13th to 5th position. Considerable effort will be necessary in the 

'j!.' 
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Figure 4. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31, 1968 vs. December 31, 1971. States located in 
Region I, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 

Percent Percent 
1oor--------r------------------------------------------------------------~----~~100 

90 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

1---1968 

- --1971 

RAN G E S o F 

90 

80 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

CON FOR MIT Y 10 

O~-------+------------~-----------r----------~~----------~----------~------~ 0 
State Connecticut 
% (1968) 29 
'Yo (1971) 32 

Maine 
40 
39 

Massachusetts 
20 
19 

New Hampshire 
63 
58 

Rhode Island 
57 
5l~ 

Vermont 
13 
13 

.. 



... ...., 

... . 
Figure 5. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, 
(Rules of the Road), Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31, 1968 vs . 

. December 31,1971. States located in Region II, National ~ighway Traffic Safety Administration. 
Percent Percent 
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* Not included in the two "Rules of the Road Rated" studies which are the bases for 
this and other charts. 
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Figure 6. 
Extent of Overall Conforlnity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared \.,tith Chaptt?r 

o Un1fdrm Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 VS. December 31,1971. 
11, (Rules of the Road), 
States located in 

Region III, National Highv/ay Traffic Safety Administration. 
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Figure 7. . 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chaptp.r 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region IV, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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short term in the States of Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, 
and North Carolina to match Florida I s level of nea-r 70 percent 
conformity with the Code. The 6 latter States are among the 15 States 
that failed to score~least 400 overall points in the 1971 
comparative study. 

The traffic. laws of the 6 midwestern States located in Region V 
(Figure 8), range from a low level of 40 percent conformance (Wisconsin) 
to a high of 58 percent (Illinois)" No advancements were achieved by 
Minnesota, Ohio, and Wisconsin in 1971 while Indiana and Michigan laws 
fell one or more percentage ,points since the 1968 evaluation. Illinois 
moved forward, rising from 20th in 1968 to the 15th position in 1971 as 
a r~sult of new revisions adopted in its State traffic code. 

8f the 5 States which co:nprise Region VI (Figure 9), Texas scored the 
largest gains since 1968, having improved its conformance level from 
44 pe~~ent to 68 percent. Texas jumped from 29th to 6th position in 
the 1971 State ratings. New Mexico and Oklahoma were the leaders in 
this region in 1968 but each State fell behind in 1971. Arkansas 
also slipped from 46 percent to 42 percent conformity while Louisiana 
gained a notch from 49 percent in 1968 to 50 percent in 1971. 

:legion VII can boast of a new nationaL lepder in the latest ranking of 
the States. Various conforming amendments adopted by the Kansas 
Legislature lifted this State from 7th position in 1968 to the top 
position in 1971 .. It is clear from Figure 10 that the comparatively 
low levels of uniformity in Iowa (32%), Missouri (26%), and Nebraska (26%) 
traffic laws point to an urgent obligation for closing wide gaps and 
improving interstate unif~rmity in this region. 

There is near equilibrium in the conformance levels in the traffic laws 
of the 6 States comprising Region VIII as depicted in Figure 11. However, 
the lower scores achieved by North Dakota (5170) and South Dakota (46%) 
tend to distort the fairly even range of conformity prevailing in the 
neighboring States of Colorado (63%), Montana (61%)= Utah (58%) and 
Wyoming (58%). Slight improvements in 1971 were recorded for Colorado 
and Utah while overall ~onformity in South Dakota advanced from 30 
percent to 46 percent over the three-year period. Downturns are noted 
in Montana (66% vs. 61%), in North Dakota (57% vs. 51%), and in 
Wyoming (66% vs. 58%). 

In Region IX (Figure 12), Hawaii is the leader among the four Western 
States with 72 percent conformity. The first traffic laws review 
covering 1968 State laws did not include Hawaii since virtually all 
of its rules of the road were contained in the ordinances,of Hawaii's 
four counties. In the "Explanatory Notes on Organization and Use of 
the UVCA," it is noted that large portions of the Honolulu Traffic Code 
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Figure 8. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31, 1971. States located in 
Region V, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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Figure 9. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Cha~ter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31, 1968 vs. December 31, 1971. States located in 
Region VI, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. - ' 
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Figure 10. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter '11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region VII, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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Figure 11. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. 
Region VIII, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration .. 
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Figure 12. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region IX, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 

Percent 
10 

9c 

BO 

70 

60 

1968 

" 

A N G E S 

/ 

/ 
/ 

/ 

o F 

, 
/ ... 

~ " / ... 
~ " / ... 

/ ... 
/ ... , 

/ " / , 
/ ... 

Percent 
100 

90 

80 

, 70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

0r-____________ ~ __ --____ --__ --+_------------~~------------_+------------~ o 
State 
% (1968) 
% (1971) 

Arizona 
61 
60 

California 
40 
41 

Hawaii 
--* 
72 

Nevada 
55 
51 
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Figure 13. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31, 1968 vs .. December 31, 1971. States located in 
Region X, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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appeared to be in substantial conformance with the UVC. 12/ Hawaii has 
since adopted a statewide traffic code and the laws therein were 
patterned after the provisions published in the later editions of the 
UVC. This accounts for its comparatively high initial rating of 72 
percent conformity in the 1971 study. The laws of Arizona and Nevada 
rank considerably below the Hawaiian statutes and alongside specimen 
provisions in the Code. California, the fourth State located in this 
region, trailed with only 41 percent conformity with the UVC. 

The traffic~laws of Alaska, Idaho, and Washington State, three of the 
four jurisdictions in Region X, are more nearly compatible on an intra­
regional basis than the laws of ~aria~s contiguous States in any other 
NHTSA region. Figure 13 reveals that nonconforming provisions in Oregon 
traffic laws contribute to the only dip in the regional picture. The 
mean conformance of the Alaska (61%), Idaho (59%), and Washington (69%) 
scores for 1971 is 63 percent. The low level of Oregon's consistency 
with the UVC (22%) drops the high 3-State conformance average from 63 
percent to 52 percent. Since no improvements are detected in the 
Oregon rankings between 1968 and 1971, the traffic laws in this 
particular jurisdiction would be candidates for early, large-scale 
revisions if a more reasonable level of consistency with her sister 
States is to be achieved. 

The panorama of regional profiles reveals that the leading States in 
terms of overall conformity with the UVC qS at December 31, 1971 in 
each of the NHTSA's ten regions are as follows: 

~g~n I New Hampshire (58%) 
Region II New York (64%) 
Region III Maryland (71%) 
Region IV Florida (69%) 
Region V Illinois (58%) 
Region VI Texas (68%) 
Region VII Kansas (73%) 
Region VIII Colorado (63%) 
Region IX Rawaii (72%) 
R~gion X Washington (69%) 

In all regions, a jaggy pattern of conformity exists whereby the 
relatively high b~nchmarks achieved by the regional leaders cited above 
are offset by lower and alternating levels of conformance scored by one 
or more jurisdictions contiguous to the leader States. For example, it 
is noted that the ~~ores accumulated by four of the six States in 
Region I contributp to an extraordinary disequilibrium in intra­
regional uniformity. Similar distortions are evident in Regions III, 
IV, V, and VII. In Region VII, the national leader's score is 

~ See Uniform Vehicle Code: Rules of the Road with Statutory 
Annotations, 1967, p. xi. 
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somewhat overshadowed by Kansas' three sister States where levels of 
conformance with the UVC range from 26 to 32 percent. 

Conformance Profiles of the Individual States 

The closing series of illustrations provides a clearer picture as :0 
the status of traffic law uniformity in each State when compared w1th 
the 13 constituent Articles of the Code's Rules of the Road chapter. 
The total points awarded to a State for conformance with each UVC Ar:icle 
and recordea in the statistical tables in Appendixes Band C respect1vely, 
are transformed into conformance indices that are plotted on Figures 14 
through 64. 

A brief explanation as to the steps followed in computing the indices 
of conformance is warranted. For example, the ratio of conformance 
computed for Alabama's statutues vis-~-vis UVC Article I in 1968 is 
obtained by dividing the State's score of 14 points by 50, the maximum 
score poss,ible, with a resultant of 28 percent. Similarly, the total 
points achieved in 1971 (13) divided by 50, the maximum score, results 
in a conformance index of 26 percent. 

One common characteristic easily recognized in the profiles from State 
to State is the erratic pattern of conformity among the several categories 
of traffic laws evaluated in the two studies. While a majority of the 
States, for example, are in substantia.1 c~mformance with Article I 
(provisions relating to the operation of vehicles upon the highway), 
more than 30 States, on the other hand, slip considerably in their . 
conformity with the Code's specimen provisions in Article II (traff1c . 
signal legends and the driver's duties at a traffic light). Seventy-s1x 
variances exist in State laws alongside provisions in Article II. Only 
9 States escaped minus scores, including Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maine, Maryland, New Hampshire, New York, Texas, and Vermont. Less 
encouraging from the data presented is the fact that Kentucky, Nebraska, 
North Carolina, Virginia, and Vermont have very few statutes compara~le 
to the 23 separate provisions evaluated under Article II which expla1ns 
the largesse of'zeros for these States in Table II of Appendixes Band C. 

The second highest number of variances is recorded in traffic right of 
way rules. In 1971, 40 States received scor:s ran~ing f~om -1 to -3 
points in several of the 13 columnar evaluat10ns l1sted 1n Table IV, 
Appendix C which all deal with right of way provisions. New Jersey and 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts were the only States that scor~d 
negative totals reflecting substantial differences from the Code provisions 
in Article IV. In this connection, it is intere~ting to note that a 
New Jersey statute (NJSA § 39:4-145) excuses the se:ond an~ third . 
vehicles in a line from stopping again before enter1ng an 1ntersect10n. 
And as the three vehicles proceed across the intersection, drivers on 
the'intersecting street must yield. These unusual provisions have 
counterparts only in Massachusetts and they do not accord with the meaning 
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of stop signs which has been accepted for many years in virtually all 
other States. 13/ 

Other statutory areas where substantial variances occur include the 
rules involving overtaking and passing, special stops required (such 
as stopping for school buses), and speed laws. 

The 51 State charts also trace the extent of advancement toward greater 
statutory uniformity in traffic laws between 1968 and 1971. On balance, 
most States enacted some laws which helped to improve their conformance 
levels in at least one statutory area. Only Maryland surpassed its 
overall conformance posture between 1968 and 1971 with advances in all 
13 categories evaluated alongside the Code. Figure 33 depicts the 
spectacular across-the-board progress achieved by the State of Maryland. 

Texas also scored impressive gains in 11 of the 13 categories evaluated, 
followed by South Dakota (+10 in 13) and Florida (+9 in 13). The 1971 
national leader, the State of Kansas, scored gains in 7 categories which 
strengthened its, initially high showing in the 1968 ratings. 

Several States deserve to be singled out as making outstanding progress 
in achieving greater uniformity in one or more statutory areas. The 
list below identifies the various St~tes and the extent of improvement 
of conformance over 1968 in 5 statutory areas as compared with the Code: 

13/ 

uve Artic l,,~ II 

uve Article IV 

uve Article V 

uve Article VIII 

Traffic Signs, Signals and Markings 
Kansas - 40% improvement 
Maryland - 71% improvement 
Missouri - 87% improvement 
Texas - 46% improvement 

Right of Way 
Missouri - 30% improvement 
Nebraska - 51% improvement 
Texas - 39% improvement 

Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 
Nebraska - 58% improvement 

Speed Restrictions 
South Dakota - 37% improvement 

At stop signs, every driver must stop at specified points and 
then must yield the right of way to approaching traffic. See 
uve § 11-403 (Supp. I 1972). 

29 



UVC Article XIII - Motorcycle Rules 
• Alaska - 43% improvement 
• Colorado - 71% improvement 
• Florida - 80% improvement 
• Iowa - 61% improvement 
· Kansas - 70% improvement 
• Louisiana - 68% improvement 

Nevada - 50% improvement 
• South Carolina - 69~'~ improvement 

South Dakota - 56% :~provement 
• Utah - 67% improvement 

Five States, including Arkansas New Jersev 
and Wyoming failed in197l' -, Oklahoma, Tennessee, 
in all 13 Articles of th ~o dm~ve ahead of their conformance indices 

e 0 e s Rules of the Road chapter. 

As in 1968, no state traffic code duplicates ever 
in the ~ as revised in 1971. All but 10' . Y.ru:e of the road 
or fewer substantial variances than the didJ~r1sd1ct~ons hav~ the same 
Token progress was mad ' Y 1n the f1rst rat1ng study. 
1971 k' . e 1n some 17 States in the bottom third of the 

ran 1ngs. Not only are the ttl ~ 
these latter States but th' o,a scores OL conformance low in 

these sa~e jU:isdic~ions co~t~~~~~:1~~e~~i;:r~!n~h~ft~~!f!~t~aws in 
substant1al d1fferences recorded ir;: 1971. 1 

It seems clear from the two studies in 1968 
laws of th f 11 ' and 1971 that the traffic e 0 oW1ng States are likely d 
modernization: can idates for early 

Alabama 
Connecticut 
Iowa 
Kentucky 
Massachusetts 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Summary and Comments 

Nebraska 
New Jersey 
North Carolina 
Ohio 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Virginia 

The national highway transportation s stem . . 
of laws, regulations and numerou y.'. fUnct10ns w1thin a framework 
T d' , ' s var1et1es of legal . ra 1t1onally, the responsibilit f d arrangements. 
that standardize the duties and Ybl~r a,opting and enforcing traffic laws 
rests with the State governments~ A~at1o~s of ~otoris:s and pedestrians 
inconsistencies in these laws t 'bY su stant1al var1ations and 
highway congestion anal ro v1'ocl ont ,r1 uthe.to confUsion, to street and 

. , ' .. a 10ns w 1ch ft l' , 
personal 1nJuries, and sometimes fatalities. o en resu t 1n col11sions, 

The Congress and other organizations have noted 
at times the eXistence 
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of obsolete and conflicting traffic laws administered by the several 
States. In a national inquiry, the House Committee on Roads in 1938 
concluded that a driver with his driving habits formed in one community, 
operating his motor vehicle legally and prudently as fixed by the habits 
acquired under the laws of his home State is often transformed into a 
lawbreaker and an unsafe driver by crossing the State line. 

A long-standing source and reference for State legislatures in drafting 
uniform tra~fic laws is the Uniform Vehicle Code. The custodian of the 
Code is the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances, 
a-nQn-profit organization established pursuant to recommendations of 
the President's Highway Safety Conference in 1947. 

In some quarters the Code is regarded as the yardstick against which 
legi~lative achieveme~of a State in traffic law are commonly measured. 
Prior to the passage of the Highway Safety Act of 1966, Congress once 
again recognized the "chaotic nonuniformity" in traffic laws and decried 
the fact that some States enacted the Code as published 20 or 30 years 
ago but failed to amend their laws to keep up with latter-day revisions 
incorporated in the Code. 

There is little dispute with the congressional sentiment expressed in 
1966 as to the backward status of some State traffic codes. Until very 
recently, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts was the only State that had 
never duplicated or adopted a provision f~om any edition of the Rules 
of the Road chapter of the Code. Other States have adopted statutory 
provisions compatible with specimen laws in the 1968 and pre-1968 
editions. Some State Rules of the Road laws are yet identical to Code 
sections that appeared in the 1934 edition, such as the provisions---­
referring to flashing lights used in a traffic sign or signal. 

Although a general consensus prevails as to nonuniformity in State 
traffic laws, there is a paucity of studies which pinpoint the nature 
and extent of inconsistencies among the laws of the several States 
as compared with the most recent edition of the Code. The instant 
inquiry turned to two contemporary traffic laws commentaries prepared 
by the National Committee's staff and delivered under contract to the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration in the U.S. Department 
of Transportation. These commentaries entitled "Rules of the Road Rated" 
contain assessments of State traffic laws as at 1968 and 1971 when 
compared with counterpart provisions of the Rules of the Road chapter 
in the Code. The laws of each State were evaluated in accordance. with 
certain criteria which formed the basis for a point system in ranking 
the several States for overall conformity with more than 200 separate 
Code provisions. 

Although no State yet duplicates every prov1s10n in the 1972 edition, 
the record indicates that over the three-year period there was measurable 
progress in 7 of the 13 statutory areas at issue. Improvements over 
1968 are detected in laws relating to traffic signs, signals and markings, 
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overtaking and passing rules, right of way, speed restrictions, and bicycle 
and motorcycle laws. The greatest single overall gain occurred in the 
adoption of new and amended motorcycle laws. Twenty-nine States and the 
District of Columbia amended their laws which conformed with pertinent 
provisions in the Code and thereby raised the national level of conformance 
from 20.8 percent in 1968 to almost 40 percent in 1971. 

There have been shifts in the ratings of the States in terms of overall 
conformity with the Code with the 1968 leaders, including the States of 
Washington and Delaware, replaced by Kansas and Hawaii in 1971. Other 
States which scored middling ratings in 1968 achieved higher levels of 
conformity in 1971 as a result of comprehensive changes in their traffic 
codes. Spectacular across-the-board gains were recorded by the State of 
Maryland which leaped from 39th position in 1968 to 3rd in the 1971 
ranking of the States. Other notable gains were evident in the States of 
Kansas, Florida, and Texas. 

Less encouraging is the experience of more than a score of States ''lhose 
traffic laws still rank in the bottom third of the 1971 ratings. Although 
selective improvements were achieved in one or two statutory areas among 
the States in this latter group, the advances did not have an appreciable 
effect upon their total scores. The inconsistencies of the traffic laws 
in these same jurisdictions further contribute to a majority of the total 
substantial differences recorded in 1971. 

. " 
It seems clear from the two studies in 1968 and 1971 that the traffic laws 
of at least a dozen States deserve immediate study and modernization when 
their State legislature next convene in 1973. 

In a concluding observation, it is recognized that the two commentaries 
reckon with certain limitations in making statutory evaluations and 
devising a grading scheme for identifying the comparative status of 
State traffic laws. The law can seldom be reduced to numbers and 
perhaps the numerical scores and totals reflecting the extent of 
conformity with,the Uniform Vehicle Code are not perfect measurements 
of traffic law uniformity. However, it cannot be gainsaid that these 
commentaries stand as timely evaluative documents and offer the prospect 
of developing a more satisfactory framework for future analytical studies 
that will help the States to detect statutory weaknesses and provide a 
sound basis for making timely improvements in each State1s body of 
traffic law. 

December, 1972 
Washington, D.C. 

* * 
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Figure 14. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ALABAMA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (Uve): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
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Figure 15. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ALASKA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 

Percent 
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Figure 16. 

EX'!'ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ARIZONA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF 'i'HE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARA'i'IVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 197J.* 
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Figure 17. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ARKANSAS TRAFFIC J~AWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAP'rER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figtlre 18. 

1-~)':~ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN CALIFORNIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF 'l'HIRTEEN ARTIC!,ES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHIC!,E CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 19. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN COLORADO TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC) : COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 20. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN CONNECTICUT TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 V5. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July 1, 1970 and Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 21. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN DELAWARE TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE CUVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBEH 31, 1971* 

Percent perc.e_n_t __________ ~----------------------------------------------------------------------------____________________________ ~----------~~ 100 

50 

40 

VC Article I 
% (1968) 92 
7. (1971) 88 

II 
83 
82 

III 
77 
75 

A R 

IV 
60 
52 

E A 

V 
83 
62 

S 0 

VI 
88 
74 

F C 

VII 
77 
73 

0 N F 

vrn 
60 
56 

0 R 

IX 
36 
47 

M T 

X 
67 
49 

Y 

XI 
75 
67 

XII 
84 
84 

Short Title of Each of the Thirteen Articles in the "Rules of the Road" Chapter of the Uniform Vehicle Code 

XIII 
31 
31 

I Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws VI Turning and Starting and Signals on X Stopping, Standing and Parking 
II Traffic Signs, Signals and Harkings Stopping and Turning XI Hiscellaneous Rules 

III Driving on Right Side of Roadway - Overtaking VII Special Stops Required XII Operation of Bicycles and Play 
and Passing - Use of Roadway VIII Speed Restrictions Vehicles 

IV Right of Way IX Serious Traffic Offenses XIII Special Rules for Motorcycles 
V Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

*Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 22. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN FLORIDA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULBS OF r.'HE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 23. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN GEORGIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE RQAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 24. 

tXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN HAWAII TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT PECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 25. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN IDAHO TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ILLINOIS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE CUVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. D~CEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 27. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN INDIANA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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EX'!'ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN IOWA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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Figure 29. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN KANSAS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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Figure 30. 

EX'!'ENT OF CONFORMITY BETI'lEEN KENTUCKY TRAFFIC LAWS A~D El\CH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES I~ THE "Rl:LES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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Figure 32. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MAINE TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE CUVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 33. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MARYLAND TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 34. 

r:;XTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MASSACHUSETIS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE CUVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 35. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MICHIGAN TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC) : COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971'" 
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Fillure 36. 

EX':'ENT OF CONFORMITY BRTWEEN MINNESOTA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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with the UVC, are presented. Comparisons are made in the form of charts 
which illustrate State and regional progress during the three-year period 
in the context of 13 statutory areas covered in Chapter 11 of the latest 
edition of the UVC. The paper concludes with a summary and comments on the 
need for statutory evaluations and a grading scheme for identifying traffic 
law deficiencies so that a sound basis obtains for making timely improvements 
in each State's body of traffic law. 

17. KI'Y Words Uniform Vehicle Code; Rules of 18. Distribution Statement 

the Road Rated; Codes and Laws Standard; 
Ranking of the States; National Committee 
on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances; Unlimited 
Traffic Law Uniformity and Comparability; 
Traffic Law Conformance Profiles. 

19. Security Classif. (of this ,eport) 20. Security Classif. (of this page) 21. No. of Pages 22. Price 

Unclassified Unclassified 109 

Form DOT F 1700.7 (8-69) 
i 

----------------------------__ l .. " _________________ -J. 

.. ' Introduct ion 

A CONTEMPORARY OVERVIEW OF TRAFFIC LAW 

UNIFORMITY IN THE UNITED STATES 

The problems associated with the intermingling of vehicles on this 
nation's roads are essentially the same in every State. Consequently, 
the same conduct should be required of each driver or pedestrian on a 
giVen problem situation, regardless of the State involved. Yet, the 
regulations governing the use of the highway frequently vary from State 
to State. Such variation confuses the residents and non-residents alike 
and leads to traffic congestion and violations. The unfortunate result 
of the violations is sometimes accidents and even fatalities. Accordingly, 
the only logical foundation for traffic regulation throughout the nation 
rests on the development and implementation of uniform traffic laws 
within and among the several States. 

There are several indicators which point to persisting and notable 
variances in laws governing the behavfor of drivers and pedestrians who 
use the highway system. As l:::arly as 1937, the Secretary of Agriculture 
prepared a report to Congress entitled "Nonuniformity of State Motor­
Vehicle Traffic Laws" which concluded in part that "chaotic nonuniformity 
prevails not only in matters that are minor or relatively unimportant 
but fundamental in all major problems relating to traffic safety." ]) 

The purpose of this paper is to examine several contemporary analyses 
published by an independent organization which describe the degree and 
nature of uniformity from State to State in those traffic laws 
commonly referred to as IIRules of the Road. II The instant inquiry will 
also provide an overview of the progress achieved by the several States 
in the implement~tion of the national Codes and Laws Highway Safety 
Program Standard, particularly from the standpoint that all States are 
required to conduct comparative traffic laws studies designed to 
eventually eliminate all major statutory variations in juxtaposition to 
the specimen provisions in the Rules of the Road chapter of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code. 1/ 

11 See u.s. House of Representatives, Committee on Roads, House Document 
No. 462, Part 1, 75th Congress, 3d Session, January 3, 1938, p. 10. 
The Bureau of Public Roads was part of the Department of Agriculture 
in the late 1930's. 

11 See Appendix A for the text of the Codes and Laws Highway Safety 
Program Standard issued pursuant to the Highway Safety Act of 1966 
and effective with June 27, 1967. 
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Conflicting Traffic Law~ 

In the legislative deliberations prior to the passage of the Highway 
saf.ety Act of 1966, the Committee on Public Works of the U. S. House 
of Representatives deplored the "jungle of confusion" and the "vast 
array of changing and conflicting traffic laws and control systems" 
as Americans drive from State to State. The House Committee 
recognized "that some States enacted the Uniform Vehicle Code 
published 20 or 30 years ago but failed to amend their laws on a 
systematic basis concomitant with latter-day changes adopted in the 
Code. Moreover, some States enacted parts of the early editions of 
the Code but with so many variations and defeating loopholes that 
have the effect of making the Code virtually unworkable. In a closing 
admonition on nonuniform State traffic laws, the Committee in July, 
1966 said "the situation must be corrected." ~/ 

The Uniform Vehicle Code 

Although the word "Code" in the title "Uniform Vehicle Code" (UVC) 
suggests a binding set of laws, it should be pointed out that the Code 
has no legal force. Rather, jt contains 19 chapters of specimen laws 
that a majority of the membership of the National Committee on Uniform 
Traffic Laws and Ordinances (NCUTLO) agrees represent the best of 
existing legislation and which should be reflected in the traffic laws 
of all of the States. ~/ 

As noted by the Committee on Public Works, the Code has long served as 
a major source and reference for State legislatures in drafting motor 
vehicle and traffic laws for their jurisdictions. 1/ The Code has 
been revised eleven times since its initial compilation and adoption 
by the original sponsoring organization, the National Conference of 
Commissioners on Uniform State laws in 1926. The National Committee 

'2/ 

1/ 

See Report No. 1700, House of Representatives, 89th Congress, 
2d Session, July 15, 1966, p. 19. 

The custodian of the Uniform Vehicle Code and its counterpart for 
municipalities, the Model Traffic Ordinance, is the NationaL 
Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances. The Committee 
is an independent, voluntary, non-profit association created in 
May, 1947, as a result of certain recommendations adopted by the 
President's Highway Safety Conference in 1947. 

The Federal Role in Highway safe~ (1959), a report from the 
Secretary of Commerce to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
described the UVC as "the yardstick against which the legislative 
achievement of a State is commonly' measured." See House Document 
No. 93, 86th Congress, 1st Session, March 3, 1959. 
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on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances (NCUTLO) last adopted major 
changes to the Code and to the Model Traffic Ordinance in 1968. 
Additional revisions were approved in November, 1971, and these are 
compiled in a current supplement published by the National Committee 
in early 1972. 6/ 

Standards for Determining Traffic Law Uniformity 

With the enactment of the Higtway Safety Act of 1966, a new partnership 
was created whereby all levels of American government could join in a 
common effort to standardize traffic laws and ordinances throughout the 
United States. Accordingly, on June 27, 1967, the Secretary of 
Transportation, pursuant to Section 402 of the Act, promulgated the 
IICodes and Lawsll standard a10n6 with 12 other safety program standards. 
These standards are designed to strengthen implementation of the various 
functional components that form the basis for a comprehensive program. 

The current Codes and Laws program standard requires each State to 
have a plan in conjunction with its overall safety.program w~ich will 
eventually achieve uniform Rules of the Road laws ~n all of ~ts 
political subdivisions and among the several States. The R~les of the 
Road represent those operating rules embodied i~ the law wh~ch are. 
deemed critical to the driving task. Toward th~s end, each State ~s 
required to undertake and maintain con~inuing comparisons of Sta~e. 
and local laws, statutes and ordinances with the comparable prov~s~ons 
of chapter 11 (Rules of the Road) of the Uniform Vehicle Code .. Thus, 
the conduct of comparative traffic law studies represents the f~rst 
stage in developing a sound basis for documenting the need for and 
desirability of modernizing and strengthening each Staters body of 
traffic law. 

State Codes and Laws plans 

The first Codes and Laws plans submitted by the individual States in 
1968 and 1969 as one component of their comprehensive highway saf~t~ 
program generally indicated that in the opinion of program author~t~es 
their respective State laws were wholly or largely consonant with 
counterpart provisions of the UVC. A few States held that their traffic 
laws surpassed the substantive language of the specimen laws published 
in the UVC. Accordingly, the Codes and Laws plans were evaluated.by the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) on the bas~s of 
each Staters preliminary assessment of uniformity alongside the 
appropriate sections of the ~. 

Those States that recognized and reported program deficiencies in terms 
of obsolete and ambiguous traffic rules were expected to improve their 
status by participating in the cost-sharing project grants under 

~/ See UVC 1968, Supp1. I 1972. 
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Section 402 of the Act or through self-supportive activities which 
wou~d en?ompass traffic law studies, followed by the preparation of 
leg~slat~ve agendas and priority schedules for upgrading existing 
traffic laws and joining in legislative deliberations in support of 
proposed law improvements. 

As noted above, several States reported in their original Codes and 
Laws progra~ plans that their traffic laws equalled or surpassed the 
language and intent of counterpart provisions in Chapter 11 of the 
Uniform.V~hicle Code. In the absence of a reasonable yardstick for 
ascerta~n:ng the extent of conformity, each State's self-analysis was 
accepted ~n 1969 as a valid expression of its status of uniformity in 
contrast to the laws of other contiguous and more distant States and 
the. specimen laws contained in the Uniform Vehicle Code. 

Development of Traffic Law Comparative Studies 

Whil~ mathema~i~s is considered the ultimate language for expressing 
prec~se quant~t~es and positions in all of the sciences such a tool 
for making analytical delineations of traffic law varia~ces in and 
among the several States is not yet available. The problem stems in 
part from the nature of the subject matter. Traffic laws, or any other 
body of law, can. seldom be reduced to nUtI1~ers or mathematical symbols. 
Nevertheless, th~s shortcoming should·no~ preclude attempts, rudimentary 
thou~h they may.be, to analyze traffic laws and to identify those that 
are l.n substantl.al conformity with specimen provisions in the UVC in 
con~ras~ to other laws where comparebility may be markedly poor on a 
natl.onwl.de basis. 

The Natio~a~ ?ommittee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances (NCUTLO) 
took the l.nl.tl.al steps to establish a systematic basis for facilitating 
tr~ffic law.comparisons through its development and publication of the 
Unl.form Vehl.cle Code Annotated: Rules of the Road (UVCA) in early 1968. 
The UVCA ~hows .the status of State traffic laws in comparison with 
each sectwn, subs:-ction or principl r • in the Rules of the Road chapter 
of,the Code. II Wl.th more than 150 individual "Statutory Annotations," 
~hl.s vol~me of 654 pages and its 1970 Annual Supplement contain detailed 
l.nforma~l.on about the traffic laws of all States and the rules and 
re~llatl.ons of the District of Columbia on each point covered by the Code. 

2/ T~e ~VC~ also contains statutory annotations of State traffic laws 
vl.s:a-vl.s Chapter 1 (Definitions) and Chapter 10 (Accidents and 
Acc~dent Reports) of the UVC. UVCA (1967, Supp. 1970) was updated and 
replaced by a new volume published by the NCUTLO in November 1972 
The n:-w work entitled Traffic Laws Annotated (TLA) includes ~11 St~te 
traf~l.c laws adopted or amended before January 1, 1972 and all 
pertl.nent changes in the UVC that were approved by the NCUTLO in 
November 1971. 
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These Annotations also provide a general picture of the status of 
traffic laws in any other State in comparison with the Code and the 
laws prevcliling in other jurisdictions. 

State Traffic Laws Rated on Uniformity 

Further steps by the NCUTLO were fostered by two research contracts 
financed by the NHTSA in 1969 and 1971 which provided for the 
preparation of the first and second "Rules of the Road Rated" Traffic 
Laws Commentaries. These Commentaries assess the extent of conformity 
of State traffic laws a10ngsjde specimen laws in the UVC which relate 
to the rights and duties of all highway users, including drivers and 
pedestrians. 8/ 

These two Commentaries rank the traffic laws of the several States and 
the District of Columbia based on a numerical rating system devised 
by their author, namely, Mr. Edward F. Kearney, Executive Director of 
the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances. 9/ 
These Commentaries attempt to furnish a clearer picture of the general 
comparability of State traffic laws as at December 31, 1968 and 
December 31, 1971 respectively. Moreover, they facilitate rapid 
identification of particular areas of a State's laws which may not be 
in substantial conformity with other State traffic laws and with 
equivalent principles and p~ovisions of the UVC. Areas of statutory 
law where uniformity may be markedly poor on a nationwide basis are 
highlighted as deserving of early legislative attention. 

The core of both Commentaries consists of 13 tables containing from 9 
to 37 columns, each of which represents evaluations of one or more 
provisions in the UVC's Rules of the Road chapter. The first Commentary 
embodies 205 columns for which a maximum score of 1,025 points is 
awarded for verbatim conformity with the Code while the second Commentary 
involves 213 columns evaluated with a maximum score of 1,065 points. 
In both studies, the range of points per column extends from a maximum 
of 5 for "verbatim conformity" to -3 for a provision deemed "substantially 
different" from the UVC. 

The difference in the number of columns and total score between the first 
and second Commentaries arises froa, several changes adopted in the UVC 
and approved by the NCUTLO in November, 1971. The following table 
identifies the 13 UVC Articles by short titles and the number of columns 
and provisions thereunder evaluated and rated in the 1968 and 1971 
studies. 

'§./ 

J../ 

See Traffic Laws Commentary No. 70-6, July 1, 1970 - Rules of the Road 
Rated; Contract No. FH-1l-6869 and Traffic Laws Commentary, Vol. I, 
~, August, 1972 - Rules of the Road Rated; Contract No. DOT-HS-l07-l-1S3. 

The first Commentary represents an assessment of the traffic laws of 49 
States and the District of Columbia. The State of Hmvaii was not included 
in the initial study but its laws are evaluated in the 1971 study. 
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Table I 

Number of Substantive Provisions 
11, Uniform Vehicle Code Against 
Points Awarded for Comparability 

Evaluated by Article Number in Chapter 
Comparable State Laws and Maximum 
with the DVC, 1968 vs. 1971 State Laws 

UVC 
Article 

I 

II 

III 

IV 

V 

VI 

Number of Provisions Evaluated 
Short Title 1968 Score 1971 Score 

Obedience to Effect of 10 
Traffic Laws 

Traffic Signs, Signals and 23 
Markings 

Driving on Right Side of Roadway, 37 
Overtaking and Passing, Dse of 
Roadway 

Right of Way 

Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

Turning and Starting; Signals on 
Stopping and Turning 

12 

19 

12 

50 10 50 

11S 23 115 

185 36 180 

60 13 65 

95 25 125 

60 13 65 

VII 
I 

Special Stops Required 15 75 14 70 

I VIII Speed Restrictions 15 75 15 75 

I IX , Serious Traffic Offenses 10 50 9 45 , 
~ 
i X 45 Stopping, Standing and Parking 9 45 9 , 
1 XI Miscellaneous Rules 15 75 18 90 
I 

XII 

XIII 

Operation of Bicycles and Play 
Vehicles 

Special Rules for Motorcycles 

Total .......•... 

The Scoring Scheme and Criteria 

14 

14 

205 

70 14 70 

70 14 70 

1025 213 1065 

As reported earlier, each "Statutory Annotation" in the DVCA is reviewed 
and State traffic laws are rated in both Commentaries as to their 
comparability with equi-ralent sections in the 1968 edition of the Code 
and the amendments adopted thereto in November, 1971. The Table 
that follows next provides the scores, applied on a descending scale, 
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ranging from a maximum of 5 points for each prOVLSLon that is in 
verbatim conformity with the language of the pertinent DVC rule to a 
low score of minus 3 points for a State law deemed to be substantially 
different from the Code provision. The criterion established by the 
author and applicable to each score in the rating scheme is also shown. 

The degree of conformity established by the Commentaries' author in 
Table II is a matter of judgment, since opinions can reasonably differ 
about the meaning of statutory terms and the validity of their application 
to a particular law. In making these judgments, however, primary 
consideration is given to the substance of the rule in preference to 
relatively minor differences that might obscure the Significant point. 
In all of the various categories examined, however, reference should be 
made to the laws themselves, their context, and interpretations by the 
cou~ts for a complete assessment. 

Table II. Traffic Law Comparability Scoring Scheme 

Criteria 

verbatim conformit with the UVC 

is virtuall identical to the UVC 

. 
substantial conformjty wHb the lIVe 

in substantial conformit with the DVC 
with the DVC 

is not probable, but is 

UVC 

is substantiall different from the UVC 

Caveat Viator 

The author concedes that the above rating scheme is not without certain 
limitations. As recognized earlier, the law can seldom be reduced to 
numbers and perhaps the numerical scores and totals reflecting the extent 
of conformity with the DVC are not perfect measurements of traffic law 
uniformity. Moreover, the rating scheme neglects to make distinctions 
based on any relative importance among the various Rules of the Road. 
For example, a law duplicating the Code's rule which prohibits drivers 
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from coasting on down grades with the gears of their vehicles in 
neutral position receives equal treatment and scoring as a law that 
conforms with the Code requiring drivers making a left turn to yield 
for oncoming vehicles. 

Caution should be exercised in drawing conclusions from the total 
points awarded to each State since a low overall score might obscure 
statutory areas where there may be maximum uniformity. On the other 
hand, a high overall score should not be construed as an indication 
that significant differences do not prevail in one or more critical 
driving rules. 

Ranking of the States - 1968 versus 1971 

Table III ranks the States according to the total points scored by each 
jurisdiction in the first and second Rules of the Road Rated studies 
prepared by the NCDTLO for the NRTSA. The ranking of the States is based 
on the numerical data provided in the Summary Tables in Appendix Band 
Appendix e. 

As at December 31, 1968, there were 303 separate instances wnere a traffic 
law probably differs in some substantial way from a provision in the DVe. 
After all side by side comparisons were completed, the State of Washington 
ranked first with 770 points or 75.1 p'ercent of the maximum score of 1,025 
awarded for "verbatim conformity." Delaware traffic laws ranked second 
in conformity with the DVe; it was the only other State to score more than 
700 points. Fourteen States trailed the leaders with scores ranging from 
613 (Tennessee) to 680 (Montana). Ten States followed with scores between 
510 and 596, eight States accumulated points ranging between 409 and 492, 
five States achieved scores beyond 300, and eight States were rated between 
203 (Massachusetts) and 299 (Iowa). 

At the lower extreme, the traffic laws of three States, namely, Missouri, 
Nebraska, and Vermont, were judged to be substantially different from the 
DVe. The scores of these latter States, ranging from 137 to 174, represent 
less than 20 percent conformity. Hence, the range of conformity with the 
uve as at December 31, 1968 reached from a low of 137 points (13.3 percent) 
to a high of 770 points (75.1 percent). Figure 1 depicts the overall 
conformity of all State traffic laws evaluated in the first comparative 
study conducted by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances. 

The second comparative 8tudy reveals that there were 275 instances where 
a State traffic rules of the road law differs in some substantial way 
from an equivalent uve provision. On the basis of 1,065 overall points 
for "verbatim conformity, " the State of Kansas accumulated 781 points and 
replaced the State of Washington as the leader in the new ranking of 
States as at December 31, 1971. Delaware relinquished its second position 
to the State of Hawaii which scored 763 points following the adoption 
of its first statewide traffic code in 1971. The State of Maryland took 
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Table III. Ranking of the States Rated for Conformity with Chapter 11, UVC 
. ! 

Status as at December 31, 1968 I Status as at December 31, 1971 
Score State Rank State Score 

770 Washington 1 Kansas 781 
739 Delaware 2 Hawaii 763 
680 Montana 3 Maryland 759 
679 Wyoming 4 Washington 737 
673 New York 5 Floriua 734-
666 New Mexico 6 Texas 726 
650 Kansas 7 Delaware 709 
647 Idaho 8 New York 679 
647 New Hampshire 9 Colorado 669 
641 Ok1ahOIuEt 10 New Mexico 663 
633 Arizona 11 Alaska 646 
631 Colorado 12 Montana 645 
624 Florida 13 Arizona 638 
623 Alaska 14 Idaho 625 
619 West Virginia 15 Illinois 621 
613 Tennessee 16- New Hampshire 618 
596 South Carolina 1i' Utah 617 
585 North Dakota 113 Wyoming 617 
584 Rhode Island 19 South Carolina 598 
582 Illinois 20 Oklahoma 590 
582 Utah 2.1 West Virginia 582 
565 Nevada 22 Rhode Island 578 
560 Minnesota .23 Tennessee 576 
544 Indiana 24 Minnesota 560 
520 Georgia 25 North Dakota 549 
510 Loui.siana 26 Nevada 546 
492 Dist. of Columbia 27 Louisiana 529 
477 Arkansas 28 Indiana 528 
453 Texas 29 Georgia 517 
420 Wisconsin 30 South Dakota 494 
414 California 31 Dist. of Columbia 470 
411 Alabama 32 Arkansas 4lf4 
411 Michigan 33 California 439 
409 Maine 34 Wisconsin 426 
378 Ohio 35 Michigan 411 
353 Mississippi 36 Maine 410 
326 New Jersey 37 Ohio 389 
315 South Dakota 38 Alabama 387 
306 Maryland 39 Connecticut 345 
299 Iowa 40 Iowa 345 
296 Connecticut 41 New Jersey 321 
244 Virginia 42 MiSSissippi 319 
243 Oregon 4-3 Missouri 279 
241 Kentucky 44 Nebraska 278 
230 North Caro lina 45 Virginia 252 
225 Pennsylvania 46 Kentucky 247 
203 Massachusetts 47 Oregon 238 
174 Misso~lri 48 North Carolina 230 
JGG Nebraska 49 Pennsylvania 226 
137 Vermont 50 Massachusetts 204 
- - 51 Vermont 140 
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Figure 1 
Overall Conformity of st:ate Traffic Laws with Chapter 11 (Rules of the Road), 
of the Uniform Vehicle Code (UVe): Comparative status of Laws as at Decemer 31,1968 * 

900 lOCO 
I • 

800 , 300 , 400 , 500 7qO 100 State 

UVC Chap. 1l 
1025 ~,~~""""""""""""'W 

Alabama 411 /" 
Alaska 623 1025 I 

Arizona 633 Maximum Score 
Arkansas 477 
California 414 
Colorado 631 
Connecticut 296 
Delaware 739 
T~ 'da 624 I Ic;.." ",~ia 520 

_w 
ildallO 647 , 

11J1"0is 582 
In". "j 544 
Iowa 299 
KansJs 650 ,~~ 

Kentucky 241 
Louisiana 510 
Maine 409 
Haryland 306 
Has fiChus et ts 203 
Hie'ligan 411 
Hin .. esota .')60 -Mississippi 353 
Nissouri 174 
Montana 680 
Nebraska 166 
Nevada 565 
New Hampshire 647 -New Jersey 326 
New Hexico 666 
New York 673 
North Carolina 230 
North Dakota 585 

; 

Ohio 378 --Oklahoma 641 ~~ 
Oregon 243 
Pennsylvania 225 
Rhode Island 585 .. 
South Carolina 596 
South Dakota 315 
Tennessee 613 
Texas 453 r& I 
Utah 5e2 

-.~. 

Vermont 137 
Virginia 244 
Washington 770 
West Virginia 619 
Wisconsin 42J 
Wyoming 679 
Dist. of Col. 492 

Comparative Score 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 

*These data are derived from the Traffic Laws CoItmentary, Rules of the Road Rated, 
prepared under contract by the National Comnittee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the NHTSAi see N:>. 70-6, July 1, 1970. 
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positive steps in revising its traffic laws during the three-year period 
and rose to third from the 39th position it held in the 1968 rankings. 
Other shifts are noted in the triennium as several other States, including 
Alaska, Colorado, Florida, IllinoiS, South Dak()ta~ Texas, and Utah moved 
upwar.d in the latest ranking. 

It should be pointed out, however, that several States amended their 
traffic laws in 1972 which would perhaps improve their comparability with 
the UVC and their rank in a current rating of the States. 10/ The 
difference in total scores possible in the 1968 versus the'1971 evalua­
tions stems from the fact that the UVC, including the Rules of the Road 
chapter, was revised by the National Committee in November, 1971. 11/ 
Hence, few States were able to integrate these new changes in their traffic 
laws during legislative sessions convened in 1971. Moreover, the several 
States that did enact traffic law amendments in 1971 in line with the 1968 
edition of the Code adopted legislation that might not ,"'onforrn with the 
UVC. Hence, these nonconforming amendments contributed to a decrease in 
their total scores as compared with the 1968 study as well as the scores 
of conformity within one or more of the 13 Articles of the UVC. 

Figure 2 depicts the comparative scores in the December 31, 1971 ranking 
of the 50 States and District of Columbia. In reviewing the first and 
second profiles of overall conformity of State traffic laws with the UVC, 
there is little change or improvement noted with respect to the status of 
several States ranked at the lower range qf uniformity. For example, the 
Commonwealth of Virginia accumulated a total of 244 points in 1968 and 
252 points in 1971. LikeWise, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts received 
203 points in 1968 as contrasted with 204 points in 1971 while the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania achieved 225 points in the first traffic law 
review and only 226 points in the second review. On the other hand, 
these latter States effected improvements in certain laws compatible with 
the proviSions in Articles I, III, IV, V, and XI of Chapter 11, UVC. 

It would be helpful to examine each State's profile over the three-year. 
period and each .State's status of overall conformity with the UVC and in 
juxtaposition to the laws of con'iguous States located in each of the 10 
NHTSA Regions. We turn next to ~u examination of the extent of uniformity 
on a national basis with respect to each of the 13 Articles of Chapter 11, 
UVC. 

Traffic Law Uniformity on a National Basis 

Figure 3 illustrates the extent of uniformity among the traffic laws of 
the several States in 1968 in contra,st to their comparative status in 1971. 

10/ For example, the State of Vermont overhauled its traffic code in early 
1972 and it is expected that the State would no longer be the last 
but rather. among the new leaders in traffic law uniformity. 

111 See page 20 of the Traffic Digest & Review for February, 1972, for a 
summarization of the "Latest Revisions in the Uniform Vehicle Code." 
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Figure 2 
OVerall Conformity of state Traffic laws With Chapter 11 (Rules of the Road), of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code (UVC): Comparative status of Laws as at December 31, 1971* 

State 100 200 3QO 400 500 600 700 800 900 10QO 

UVC-Chap. 11 1065 ~""""""""""""""'~ Alabama 387 1065 -"" 
Alaska 646 Maximum Score 
Arizona 638 
Arkansas 444 
Cal:i.fornia 439 
Colorado 669 
Connecticut 345 
Delaware 709 
Florida 734 
Georgia 517 
Ilm·;a ii 763 
Idaho 625 
III inois 621 
Indiana 528 
Iowa 345 
Kansas 781 
Kentucky 247 
Louisiana 529 
Maine 410 
Maryland 759 
Massachusetts 204 
Hichigan 411. 
Hinnesota 560 
Nississippi 319 
Nissouri 279 
Hontana 645 
Nebraska 278 
Nevada 546 
New Hampshire 618

1 Ne~y Jersey 321 
New Mexico 663 
New York 679 
~orth Carolina 230 
~orth Dakota 549 
Ohio 389 
Oklahoma 590 
Oregon 238 
Pennsylvania 226 
IRhode Island 578 
South Carolina 598 
South Dakota 494 
~ennessee 576 
T'exas 726 
iJtah 617 
Vermont 140 
Virginia 252 
Washington 737 
West Virginia 582 
\Tisconsin lf26 
Wyoming 617 
Dist. of Col. 470 

Comparative Score 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 

*These data are derived from -the Traffic Laws Ccrmnentary, Rules of the Road Rated, 
prepared under contract by the National Canmittee on uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the NHl'SA; see Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972. 
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EXTENT OF CONFORMITY IN THE TRAFFIC LAWS OF THE SEVERAL STATES AS COMPARED WITH THE 
"'RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER OF UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC}:COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT 

PERCENT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* PERCENT 
100 100 

90 

80 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

0 

- _1968 - 90 

r- .... tu1971 - 80 

!- - 70 

t- - 60 
f- - 50 
f- -40 

f- -30 

-
- ARrS OF CONFiRMT =~: 
UVC ARTICLE 
~----------~---k--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~--~---L---L------------~O 

I n m m ~ E'W ~ rr X n D m 
%(1968) 

% (1971) 
58.9 42.4 53.6 36.8 49.3 57.4 46.9 37.6 48.4 40.7 49.3 53.0 20.8 

60.6 50.9 55.5 38.6 42.2 54.2 46.4 39.3 34.2 35.7 45.7 56.1 39.8 

Short Title of Each of the Thirteen Articles in the "Rules of the Road" Chapter of the Uniform Vehicle Code 
I Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws JZI Turning and Starting and Signals :x: Stopping, Standing and Parking 
n Traffic Signs, Signals and Markings on Stopping and Turning :n Miscellaneous Rules 

m Driving on Right Side of Roadway-Overtaking JZII Special Stops Required 1lI Operation of Bicycles and Play 
and Piassing-Use of Roadway JZDI Speed Restrictions Vehicles 

Dr Right of Way IX Serious Traffic Offenses xm Special Rules for Motorcycies 

II Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

*Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract with the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances, No. 70-6, JulyI, 1970 and Vol. 1, 
No.3, August, 1972 

Figure 3 



The percentag~for the two periods were computed by adding all State 
scores recorded under each UVC Article and dividing the sum by the 
maximum points possible for total conformance with the Code. Hence, 
the sum of all State points under Article I (Obedience ~nd Effect 
of Traffic Laws) in the 1968 Summary Table in Appendix B is 1,474. 
This sum divided by the maximum score of 2,500 produces a conformance 
level of 58.9 percent. Accordingly, the proportion of conformity for 
1971 under Article 1 is 60.6 percent as computed on the basis that the 
States scored 1,546 out of a possible 2,550 points. The 1971 Summary 
Table is provided in Appendix C. 

Over the three-year period, there is marked improvement in traffic lew 
uniformity in 7 of the 13 statutory areas evaluated alongside the 
provisions of the UVC. The widest gains occurred in traffic rules 
applicable to the operation of motorcycles. In 1968, the level of 
confO'rmance was only 20.8 percent. This was the low mark for anyone 
of the 13 statutory areas evaluated. In 1971, 29 States and the District 
of Columbia scored varying gains which raised the national level of 
conformance to 39.8 percent in rules governing the use of motorcycles. 

Greater compatibility with the Code was also enhanced by statutory 
improvements enacted by various States in the following areas: 

Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws (Article I: +1.7%) 
Traffic Signs, Signals and Ma4ki~gs (Article II: +8.5%) 
Use of Roadway, Passing and Overtaking (Article III: +1.9%) 

•. Right of Way (Article IV: +1.8%) . 
- Speed Restrictions (Article V1II: +1.7%) 

Operation of Bicycles and Play Vehicles (Article Xli: +3.1%) 

In six remaining statutory areas, the States in 1971 lagged behind 
conformance levels reached in 1968. Slippages occurred in Rules of the 
Road laws affecting pedestrians' rights and duties, turning and starting 
and use of stopping and turning signals, special stops, reckless and 
drunk driving p.rovisions, stopping, standing, parking and other 
miscellaneous driving rules and prohibitions. 

It is conceivable that the downturns reflected in several of the latter 
categories cited above stem from the fact that the States cOuld not act 
on the revisions adopted by the NCUTLO in November, 1971 since many 
State Legislatures had adjourned sine die by that time. Moreover, it is 
likely that a few jurisdictions adopted amendments to their traffic laws 
in 1971 that do not conform with the Code. This retrogressive action, to 
some extent, is reflected in the wider gaps in conformance levels for 
Articles V, IX, X, and XI of the Code. 

The 1971 Rules of the Road Rated Commentary indicates that 275 
substantial differences yet remain to be resolved by the States. Over 
140 of these differences involve traffic control devices and right of 
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way. Undoubtedly, some of these variances would be out of step with 
certain provisions of the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
(MUTCD) issued by the Federal Highway Administration in 1971 and 
applicable to all streets and highways regardless of type or class :)1' 

the governmental agency having jurisdiction. 

Traffic Law Uniformity Among Contiguous States 

The Codes an~ Laws standard program involves assisting the States to 
adopt traffic laws consistent with those of their neighbor jurisdictions. 
We turn next to an examination of traffic law consistency among the 
several States in each of NHTSA's geographic regions. Each State'~ 
overall average is computed on the basis of its aggregate score for all 
13 UVC Articles divided by the maximum points possible if the State were 
rate~ in verbatim conformity with the~. For example, in 1968 th(' 
State of Alabama scored 411 points out of a possible 1,025 for an 
average conformance of 40 percent. In 1971, Alabama's score was 387 out 
of a possible 1,065 points, representing 36 percent conformity. 

In Region I (Figure 4), the States of New Hampshire and Rhode Island 
rank considerably above their neighbor States, including Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, and Vermont. Clearly, the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts and the State of Vermont should act promptly to improve 
their low status. As reported earlier, however, Vermont enacted 
comprehensive revisions to its traffic code in 1972 and its range of 
conformity would rise arpreciably in a more contemporary rating of the 
States. 

In Region II (Figure 5), the State of New Jersey ranks far behind in 
uniformity alongside neighboring New York State. Wholesale revisions 
to the New Jersey traffic laws appear to be in order in view of the 
34 percent gap between these two jurisdictions. No conformance levels 
are indicated for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico traffic laws since the 
Commonwealth has not been included in the statutory annotations in the 
UVCA. Moreover, .there is no current translation of the Commonwealth's 
traffic laws for the purpose of gauging their consistency with the Code. 

In Region III (Figure 6), the District of Columbia a',ld the Commonwealths 
of Pennsylvania and Virginia pull down the regional average with individual 
percentages ranging below 44 percent. Between 1968 and 1971, Maryland made 
extraordinary progress in updating its traffic laws whereby its status 
climbed from 29 percent to 71 percent conformity with the Code. Delaware 
ranks second in this region with 67 percent and West Virginia follows 
with 55 percent in the 1971 ratings. 

The overall conformance levels evident in Figure 7 are fairly even with respect 
to the laws of Florida, South carolina, and Tennessee which are three of the 
eight States located in NHTSA's Region IV. Florida enacted substantial 
revisions to its traffic code in 1971 and advanced in the national ranking 
from 13th to 5th position. Considerable effort will be necessary in the 
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Figure 4. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region I, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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State Connecticut 
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Figure 5. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, 
(Rules of the Road), Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31, 1968 vs . 

. December 31, 1971. States located in Region II, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
Percent Percent 
100 P--------------r---------------------------------------r--------------~100 

1968 
90 -- 1971 90 

80 80 

70 70 

60 60 

50 50 

40 40 

30 30 

20 RANGES OF CONFORMITY 20 

10 10 

0....-__ _ ____ +-________________ -+ __________________ ~--------__ --~ 0 

State 
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New Jersey 
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* Not included in the two IlRules of the Road Rated" studies which are the bases for 
this and other charts. 
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Figure 6. 
Extent of Oyerall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 
Uniform Vehlcle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. 
Region III, National Highway Traff'jc Safety AdlTiinistration. 
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Figure 7. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region IV, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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short term in the States of Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, 
and North Carolina to match Florida's level of near 70 percent 
conformity with the Code. The 6 latter States are among the 15 States 
that failed to score~least 400 overall points in the 1971 
comparative study. 

The traffic. laws of the 6 midwestern States located in Region V 
(Figure 8), range from a low level of 40 percent conformance (Wisconsin) 
to a high of 58 percent (Illinois)., No advancements were achieved by 
Minnesota, Ohio, and Wisconsin in 1971 while Indiana and Michigan laws 
fell one or more percentage .points since the 1968 evaluation. Illinois 
moved forward, rising from 20th in 1968 to the 15th position in 1971 as 
a r~sult of new revisions adopted in its State traffic code. 

Jf the 5 States which comprise Region VI (Figure 9), Texas scored the 
largf.s t gains since 1968, having improved its conformance leve 1 from 
44 percent to 68 percent. Texas jumped from 29th to 6th position in 
the 1971 State ratings. New Mexico and Oklahoma were the leaders in 
this region in 1968 but each State fell behind in 1971. Arkansas 
also slipped from 46 percent to 42 percent conformity while Louisiana 
gained a notch from 49 percent in 1968 to 50 percent in 1971. 

~egion VII can boast of a new nationaL l~der in the latest ranking of 
the States. Various conforming amendments ad~pted by the Kansas 
Legislature lifted this State from 7th position in 1968 to the top 
position in 1971 .. It is clear from Figure 10 that the comparatively 
low levels of uniformity in Iowa (32%), Missouri (26%), and Nebraska (26%) 
traffic laws point to an urgent obligation for closing wide gaps and 
improving interstate uniformity in this region. 

There is near equilibrium in the conformance levels in the traffic laws 
of the 6 States comprising Region VIII as depicted in Figure 11. However, 
the lower scores achieved by North Dakota (51%) and South Dakota (46%) 
tend to distort the fairly even range of conformity prevailing in the 
neighboring States of Colorado (63%), Montana (61%), Utah (58%) and 
Wyoming (58%). Slight improvements in 1971 were recorded for Colorado 
and Utah while overall conformity in South Dakota advanced from 30 
percent to 46 percent over the three-year period. Downturns are noted 
in Montana (66% vs. 61%), in North Dakota (57% vs. 51%), and in 
Wyoming (66% vs. 58%). 

In Region IX (Figure 12), Hawaii is the leader among the four Western 
States with 72 percent conformity. The first traffic laws review 
covering 1968 State laws did not include Hawaii since virtually all 
of its rules of the road were contained in the ordinan-:es. of Hawaii's 
four counties. In the ''Explanatory Notes on Organization and Use of 
the UVCA," it is noted that large portions of the Honolulu Traffic Code 
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Figure 8. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31, 1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region V, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. . 
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State Illinois 
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Figure 9. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with ChaQter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region VI, National Hlghway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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Figure 10. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region VII, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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Figure 1 l. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States a~ Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region VIII, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 

Percent Percent 
100 100 

--1968 
90 --- 1971 ,90 

I 

80 I 0 
1 
I 

" 

70 0 

- --- ............. 
' ..... .......... ........ .......... 

60 

0 

60 

50 

40 - o 

30 

20 RAN G E S o F CON FOR MIT Y 20 

10 10 

0~-------+------------4------------+------------~----------~-----------4~--------~ 
State Colorado 
% (1968) 61 
% (1971) 63 

Montana 
66 
61 

North Dakota 
57 
51 

South Dakota 
30 
46 

Utah 
57 
58 

Wyoming 
66 
58 



I'.) 
0' 

Figure 12. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Code; Comparative Status as at December 31,1968 vs. December 31,1971. States located in 
Region IX, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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Figure 13. 
Extent of Overall Conformity of Traffic Laws of Selected States as Compared with Chapter 11, (Rules of the Road), 
Uniform Vehicle Coda; Comparative Status as at December 31, 1968 VS •. December 31, 1971. States located in 
Region X, National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
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appeared to be in substantial conformance with the UVC. 12/ Hawaii has 
since adopted a statewide traffic code and the laws therein were 
patterned after the provisions published in the later editions of the 
UVC. This accounts for its comparatively high initial rating of 72 
percent conformity in the 1971 study. The laws of Arizona and Nevada 
rank considerably below the Hawaiian statutes and alongside specimen 
provisions in the Code. California, the fourth State located in this 
region, trailed with only 41 percent conformity with the UVC. 

The traffic"laws of Alaska, Idaho, and Washington State, three of the 
four jurisdictions in Region X, are more nearly compatible on an intra­
regional basis than the laws of various contiguous States in any other 
NHTSA region. Figure 13 reveals that nonconforming provisions in Oregon 
traffic laws contribute to the only dip in the regional picture. The 
mean conformance of the Alaska (61%), Idaho (59%), and Washington (69%) 
scores for 1971 is 63 percent. The low level of Oregon's consistency 
with the UVC (22%) drops the high 3-State conformance average from 63 
percent to 52 percent. Since no improvements are detected in the 
Oregon rankings between 1968 and 1971, the traffic laws in this 
particular jurisdiction would be candidates for early, large-scale 
revisions if a more reasonable level of consistency with her sister 
States is to be achieved. 

The panorama of regional profiles reveals that the leading States in 
terms of overall conformity with the UVC ~s at December 31, 1971 in 
each of the NHTSA's ten regions are as follows: 

Region I 
Region II 
Region III 
Region IV 
Region V 
Region VI 
Region VII 
Region VIII 
Region IX 
Region X 

New Hampshire (58%) 
New York (64%) 
Maryland (71%) 
Florida (69%) 
Illinois (58%) 
Texas (68%) 
Kansas (73%) 
Colorado (63%) 
Hawaii (72%) 
Washington (69%) 

In all regions, a jaggy pattern of conformity exists whereby the 
relatively high benchmarks achieved by the regional leaders cited above 
are offset by lower and alternating levels of conformance scored by one 
or more jurisdictions contiguous to the leader States. For examp.le, it 
is noted that the scores accumulated by four of the six States in 
Region I contribute to an extraordinary disequilibrium in intra­
regional uniformity. Similar distortions are evident in Regions III, 
IV, V, and VII. In Region VII, the national leader's score is 

~ See ~orm Vehicle Code: Rules of the Road with Statutory 
Annotations, 1967, p. xi. 
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somewhat overshadowed by Kansas' three sister States where levels of 
conformance with the UVC range from 26 to 32 percent. 

Conformance Profiles of the Individual States 

The closing series of illustrations provides a clearer picture as :0 
the status of traffic law uniformity in each State when compared w~th 
the 13 constituent Articles of the Code's Rules of the Road chapter. 
The total points awarded to a State for conformance with each UVC Article 
and recordea in the statistical tables in Appendixes Band C respectively, 
are transformed into conformance indices that are plotted on Figures 14 
through 64. 

A brief explanation as to the steps followed in computing the indices 
of conformance is warranted. For example, the ratio of conformance 
computed for Alabama's statutues vis-~-vis UVC Article I in 1968 is 
obtained by dividing the State's score of 14 points by SO, the maximum 
score possible, with a resultant of 28 percent. Similarly, the total 
points achieved in 1971 (13) divided by SO, the maximum score, results 
in a conformance index of 26 percent. 

One common characteristic easily recognized in the profiles from State 
to State is the erratic pattern of conformity among the several categorie,s 
of traffic laws evaluated in the two studies. While a majority of the 
States for example, are in substantia.1 conformance with Article I 
(provi~ions relating to the operation of ~ehicles upon the highway), 
more than 30 States, on the other hand, slip considerably in their 
conformity with the Code's specimen provisions in Article II (traffic. 
signal legends and the driver's duties at a traffic light). Seventy-s~x 
variances exist in State laws alongside provisions in Article II. Only 
9 States escaped minus scores, including Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maine, Maryland, New Hampshire, New York, Texas, and Vermont. Less 
encouraging fTom the data presented is the fact that Kentucky, Nebraska, 
North Carolina, Virginia, and Vermont have very few statutes compara~le 
to the 23 separate provisions evaluated under Article II which expla~ns 
the largesse of'zeros for these States in Table II of Appendixes Band C. 

The sp.cond highest number of variances is recorded in traffic right of 
way rules. In 1971, 40 States received scores ran~ing f~om -,1 to -3 
points in several of the 13 columnar evaluations l~sted ~n Table IV, 
Apoendix C which all deal with right of way provisions. New Jersey and 
th~ Commonwealth of Massachusetts were the only States that scor~d 
negative totals reflecting substantial differences from the Code provisions 
in Article IV. In this connection, it is interesting to note that a 
New Jersey statute (NJSA § 39:4-14S) excuses the second and third 
vehicles in a line from stopping again before entering an intersection. 
And. as the three vehicles proceed across the intersection, drivers on 
the'intersecting street must yield. These unusual provisions have 
counterparts only in Massachusetts and they do not accord with the meaning 
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of stop signs which has been accepted for many years in virtually all 
other States. 13/ 

Other statutory areas where substantial variances occur include the 
rules involving overtaking and passing, special stops required (such 
as stopping for school buses), and speed laws. 

The Sl State charts also trace the extent of advancement toward greater 
statutory uniformity in traffic laws between 1968 and 1971. On balance, 
most States enacted some laws which helped to improve their conformance 
levels in at least one statutory area. Only Maryland surpassed its 
overall conformance posture between 1968 and 1971 with advances in all 
13 categories evaluated alongSide the Cod~. Figure 33 depicts the 
spectacular across-the-board progress achieved by the State of Maryland. 

Texas also scored impressive gains in 11 of the 13 categories evaluated, 
followed by South Dakota (+10 in 13) and Florida (+9 in 13). The 1971 
national leader, the State of Kansas, scored gains in. 7 categories which 
strengthened its. initially high showing in the 1968 ratings. 

Several States deserve to be singled out as making outstanding progress 
in achieving greater uniformity in one or more statutory areas. The 
list below identifies the various St~tes and the extent of improvement 
of conformance over 1968 in 5 statutory areas as compared with the Code: 

13/ 

'> 

uve Article II 

UVC Article IV 

UVC Article V 

UVC Article VIII 

Traffic Signs, Signals and Markings 
Kansas - 40% improvement 
Maryland - 71% improvement 
Missouri - 87% improvement 
Texas - 46% improvement 

Right of Way 
Missouri - 30% improvement 
Nebraska - Sl% improvement 
Texas - 39% improvement 

Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 
Nebraska - S8% improvement 

Speed Restrictions 
South Dakota - 37% improvement 

At stop signs, every driver must stop at specified points and 
then must yield the right of way to approaching traffic. See 
UVC S 11-403 (Supp. I 1972). 
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UVC Article XIII - Motorcycle Rules 
• Alaska - 43% improvement 
· Colorado - 71% improvement 
• Florida - 80% improvement 
• Iowa - 61% improvement 
· Kansas - 70% improvement 
• Louisiana - 68% improvement 

Nevada - 50% improvement 
• South Carolina - 69% improvement 

South Dakota - 56% improvement 
· Utah - 67% improvement 

Five States, including Ark N 
and Wyoming failed in1971 ::s~s~ e~ Jersey, O~lahoma, Tennessee, 
in all 13 Articles of the C d ~ eRalead Off the~r conformance indices 

o e sues 0 the Road chapter. 

~~ !~el~~~~ :~ ;:~~:e~r~!fi~7~~deAt~p~~~a~~s o~v7ryoru~e of the road 
or fewer substantial variances than they didJi~~S~~c~~ons hav~ the same 
Token progress was made in some 17 States 0 th tbe ~rst rat~ng stUdy. 
1971 rankings. N~t only are the total ~n e

f 
ottom third of the 

these 1 tt S scores 0 conformance low in 
th a e~ :at~s, obut the inconsistencies of the traffic laws in 

ese sa~e Ju~~sd~ct~ons contribute to 52 percent of the total 
substant~al d~fferences recorded in 1971. 

It seems clear from the two studies in 1968 
laws f th f 11 and 1971 that the traffic o e 0 owing States are likely dOd 
modernization: can ~ ates for early 

Alabama 
Connecticut 
Iowa 
Kentucky 
Massachusetts 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Summary and Comments 

Nebraska 
New Jersey 
North Carolina 
Ohio 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Virginia 

The national highway transportation s 0 0 0 

of laws, regulations, and numerous vay~t~~ fun~t~ons w~th~n a framework 
Traditionally, the responsibilit f r~~ ~e: 0 legal arrangements. 
that standardize the duties and Ybl~r :ooPt~ng and enforCing traffic laws 
rests with the State governments

O kga ~o~s of ~otorists and pedestrians 
inconsistencies in these law 't onb

y su stant~al variations and 
h h L S con r~ ute to confu 0 

ig way congestion, and to violatio hO h s~on, to street and 
personal injuries, and sometimes fa~=l~t~~s.often result in collisions, 

The Congress and other 
organizations have noted at times the existence 
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of obsolete and conflicting traffic laws administered by the several 
States. In a national inquiry, the House Committee on Roads in 1938 
concluded that a driver with his driving habits formed in one community, 
operating his motor vehicle legally and prudently as fixed by the habits 
acquired under the laws of his home State is often transformed into a 
lawbreaker and an unsafe driver by crossing the State line. 

A long-standing source and reference for State legislatures in drafting 
uniform tra~fic laws is the Uniform Vehicle Code. The custodian of the 
Code is the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances, 
a non-profit organization established pursuant to recommendations of 
the President's Highway Safety Conference in 1947. 

In some quarters the Code is regarded as the yardstick against which 
legi.slative achievements of a State in traffic law are commonly measured. 
Prior to the passage of the Highway Safety Act of 1966, Congress once 
again recognized the "chaotic nonuniformity" in traffic laws and decried 
the fact that some States enacted the ~ as published 20 or 30 years 
ago but failed to amend their laws to keep up with latter-day revisions 
incorporated in the Code. 

There is little dispute with the congressional sentiment expressed in 
1966 as to the backward status of some State traffic codes. Until very 
recently, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts was the only State that had 
never duplicated or adopted a prOVision f~om any edition of the Rules 
of the Road chapter of the Code. Other States have adopted statutory 
provisions compatible with specimen laws in the 1968 and pre-1968 
editions. Some State Rules of the Road laws are yet identical to Code 
sections that appeared in the 1934 edition, such as the provisions---­
referring to flashing lights used in a traffic sign or signal. 

Although a general consensus prevails as to nonuniformity in State 
traffic laws 5 there is a paucity of studies which pinpoint the nature 
and extent of inconsistencies among the laws of the several States 
as compared with the most recent edition of the Code. The instant 
inquiry turned to two contemporary traffic laws commentaries prepared 
by the National Committee's staff and delivered under contract to the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration in the U.S. Department 
of Transportation. These commentaries entitled "Rules of the Road Rated ll 

contain assessments of State traffic laws as at 1968 and 1971 when 
compared with counterpart provisions of the Rules of the Road chapter 
in the Code. The laws of each State were evaluated in accordance. with 
certain criteria which formed the basis for a point system in ranking 
the several States for overall conformity with more than 200 separate 
Code provisions. 

Although no State yet duplicates every prov~s~on in the 1972 edition, 
the record indicates that over the three-year period there was measurable 
progress in 7 of the 13 statutory areas at issue., Improvements over 
1968 are detected in laws relating to traffic signs, signals and markings, 

31 



overtaking and passing rules, right of way, speed restrictions, and bicycle 
and motorcycle laws. The greatest single overall gain occurred in the 
adoption of new and amended motorcycle laws. Twenty-nine States and the 
District of Columbia amended their laws which conformed with pertinent 
provisions in the Code and thereby raised the national level of conformance 
from 20.8 percent in 1968 to almost 40 percent in 1971. 

There have been shifts in the ratings of the States in terms of overall 
conformity with the Code with the 1968 leaders, including the States of 
Washington and Delaware, replaced by Kansas and Hawaii in 1971. Other 
States which scored middling ratings in 1968 achieved higher levels of 
conformity in 1971 as a result of comprehensive changes in their traffic 
codes. Spectacular across-the-board gains were recorded by the State of 
Maryland which leaped from 39th position in 1968 to 3rd in the 1971 
ranking of the States. Other notable gains were evident in the States of 
Kansas, Florida, and Texas. 

Less encouraging is the experience of more than a score of States whose 
traffic laws still rank in the bottom third of the 1971 ratings. Although 
selective improvements wera achieved in one or two statutory areas among 
the States in this latter group, the advances did not have an appreciable 
effect upon their total scores. The inconsistencies of the traffic laws 
in these same jurisdictions further contribute to a majority of the total 
substantial differences recorded in 1971. 

It seems clear from the two studies in" 1968 and 1971 that the traffic laws 
of at least a dozen States deserve immediate study and modernization when 
their State legislature next convene in 1973. 

In a concluding observation, it is recognized that the two commentaries 
reckon with certain limitations in making statutory evaluations and 
devising a grading scheme for identifying the comparative status of 
State traffic laws. The law can seldom be reduced to numbers and 
perhaps the numerical scores and totals reflecting the extent of 
conformity with. the Uniform Vehicle Code are not perfect measurements 
of traffic law uniformity. However, it cannot be gainsaid that these 
commentaries stand as timely evaluative documents and offer the prOBr~ct 
of developing a more satisfactory framework for future analytical studies 
that will help the States to detect statutory weaknesses and provide a 
sound basis for making timely improvements in each State's body of 
traffic law. 

December, 1972 
Washington, D.C. 

* * 
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Figure 14. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ALABAMA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 15. 

EXT·ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ALASKA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTlCLES IN THE "RULES ·OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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Figure 16. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ARIZONA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 196B VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 17. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ARKANSAS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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7igure 18. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN CALIFORNIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIR':'EEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 19. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN COLORADO TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICL.ES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (Uve) : 
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Figure 20. 

EX"::'ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN CONNECTICUT TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 21. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN DELAWARE TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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figure 22. 

EX':'ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN FLORIDA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OP THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 23. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN GEORGIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 24. 

EXTENT OF C,)NFORMITY BETWEEN HAWAII TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 25. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMI'J.'Y BETWEEN IDAHO TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF TH~ "TEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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Fieure 26. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN ILLINOIS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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and Passing - Use of Roadway VIII Speed Restrictions 
IV Right of Way IX Serious Traffic Offenses 
V Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

of the Uniform Vehicle Code 
X Stopping, Standing and Parking 

XI Miscellaneous Rules 
XII Operation of Bicycles and Play 

Vehicles 
XIII Spe~ial Rules for Motorcycles 

*Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committe; on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972 



Figure 27. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN INDIANA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 va. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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EXTENT OF CONFORMITY Br.'r'WEEN IOWA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIR'l'EEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (lIVC): COMPARATIVE STATLlS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 29. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN KANSAS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATOS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 3D, 

EXTEt-;T OF CONFORIHTY BETWEEN KENTUCKY TRAFFIC LAWS A~D EACH QF THIRTEEN ARTICLES I~ THE "Rt:LES QF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATL'S AS AT DECE~IBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figur., 3 i 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN LOUISIANA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the t<ationa1 Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 32. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MAINE TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN AR'l'ICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE S"ATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECE~BER 31, 1971* 
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Short Title of Each of the Thirteen Articles in the "Rules of the Road" Chapter of the Uniform Vehicle Code 
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and Passing - Use of Roadway VIIr Speed Restrictions Vehicles 
IV Right of Way IX Serious Traffic Offenses XIII Special Rules for Notorcycles 
V Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

~Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Satety Administration; No. 70-6, July 1, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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Fi~ure 33. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MARYLAND TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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b h N i 1 Committee or., Uniform Traffic Laws and "'Based on two "l1.ules of the Road Rated" traffic law studie9 prepared ul1der contract Y teat ana 
Ordinan~e9 for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July 1, 1970 and Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972 



Figure 34. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MASSACHUSETTS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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*Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
~O~r_d_i~n_an_c_e_s __ f~o_rr,the Nar.ional Highway ~raffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July 1, 1970 and Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972 

Percent 
100 

• 90 

80 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

o 

11859 



'" .p. 

Figure 35. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MICHIGAN TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHltLE CODE (UVC) : COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 196B vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971'" 
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" " d b h National Commit·, ee on Uniform Traffic Laws and "'Based on two Rules of the Road Rated traffic law studies prepared un er contract y t e 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July 1, 19!n and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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Fil!ure 36. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MINNESOTA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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*Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under cDntract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, J\lly 1, 1970 and Vol. 1, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 37. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MISSISSIPPI TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES' OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE CUVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Short Title of Each of the Thirteen Articles in the "Rules of the Road" Chapter 

I Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws VI Turning and Starting and Signals on 
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of the Uniform Vehicle Code 
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XI Miscellaneous Rules 
XII Operation of Bicycles and Play 
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XIII Special Rules for Motorcycles 

"'Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 37. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MISSISSIPPI ~RAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES' OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 
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Figure 38. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MISSOURI TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 39. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN MONTANA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 

Percent 
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Figure 40. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NEBRASKA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULBS OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 41. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NEV/IOA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 42. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NEW HAMPSHIRE TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 43. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NEW JERSEY TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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Figure 44. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NEW MEXICO TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE rUVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBEn 31, 1971* 

Percent 
100 

70 

60 -~~ , _ ..... .".... 

''-------- ).\ 
l~l 

ARE A S o F 

~ ........... '" -.: ...... 
, , 

'\ , , , 

CON FOR M T 

Percent 
100 

90 

80 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

VII 
. 73 

69 

~ ______ L-__ ~~ __ -L ____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~~ __ -L ____ ~ ____ L-__ ~~ ____ -;O 
VIII IX X XI XII XIII VC Article I It 

58 
61 

V 
76 
56 

III 
69 
72 

IV 
65 
52 

VI 
68 
60 

% (1968) 88 59 66 53 61 97 7 
% (1971) 92 63 44 40 67 96 21 

Short Title of Each of the Thirteen Articles in the "Rules of the Road" Chapter of 
r Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws VI Turning and Starting and Signals on 

II Traffic Signs ,Signals and Markings Stopping and Turning 
III Driving·on Right Side of Roadway - Overtaking VtI Special Stops ReqUired 

ard PaSSing - Use of Roadway VIII Speed Restrictions 
IV Right cf Way IX Serious Traffic Offenses 
V Pedestrians' Ri~hts and Duties 

the Uniform Vehicle Code 
X Stopping, Standing and Parking 

XI Miscellaneous Rules 
XII Operation of Bicycles and Play 

Vehicles 
XIII Special Rules for Motorcycles 

b h N i 1 Commit tee on Uniform Traffic Laws and i!Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract y teat ana 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 

718Gg 



Figure 45. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NEW YORK TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTE'R 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATU? AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 46. 

EX':.'ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NORiH CAROLINA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER Jl, 1971* 
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Figut"t' 47. 

EX'!'ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN NORTH DAKOTA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTE~ 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 48. 

EX~ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEi, OHIO TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTE~ 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 49. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN OKLAHOMA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 

Percent 
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Figure 50. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN OREGON TRl\FFIC LAf-IS AND EAC!-{ OP THIRTEEN ARTICLES !N THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE rUVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AP DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 'i1. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN PENNSYLVANIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE CUVe): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31,1971* 
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Figure 52. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN RHODE ISLAND TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTEJ,t 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 53. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN SOUTH CAROLINA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 54. 

EX~ENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN SOUTH DAKOTA ,mAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC) :/COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VB. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 

Percent 
100 

70 

60 

50 

40 

10 

1968 

--1971 

/1" ........ 
/ ...... ---"'\ 

/ .... '-""..,.,. 

/ 
" I 

I 

A R c o o R M 

v 

J 
I , 

I 
I 

/~ ! 
/ " I 

I '. I', ! 
" I 

'\ I 
\ . , 
\ I 
\ I 
\ I 

\ I 

\ ' \ I 
\ I 
\ I 
\ I 
\ J 
\ i 
\1 

Percent 
100 

90 

80 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

~------~-----L-----L----~-----L--~_4~ _____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ______ -10 
VI VIl VIII IX X XI XII XIII VC Article I II 

50 
59 

III 
33 
51 

IV 
45 
55 

V 
10 

8 
% (1968) 32 27 59 19 54 31 11 6 23 
% (1971) 40 45 61 56 40 60 50 6 79 

Short Title of Each of the Thirteen Articles in the "Rules of the Road" Chapter 
I Obedience to and Effect of Traffic Laws VI Turning and Starting and Signals on 

II Traffic Signs, Signals and Markings St.opping and TUrning 
III Driving on Right Side of Roadway - Overtaking VII Special Stops Required 

and Passing - Use of Roadway VIII Speed Restrictions 
IV Right of Way IX Serious Traffic Offenses 
V Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

of the Uniform Vehicle Code 
X Stopping, Standing and Parking 

XI Miscellaneous Rules 
XII Operation of Bicycles and Play 

Vehicles 
XIII Special Rules for Motorcycles 

h N i 1 Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and *Based on two "Rules of the Road Rated" traffic law studies prepared under contract by teat ona 
Ordinances for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration; No. 70-6, July I, 1970 and Vol. I, No.3, August, 1972 



Figure 55. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN TENNESSEE TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES H! THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER. 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 56. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN TEXAS TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHIC:LE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN UTAH TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 58. 

EXTENT OF' CONFORMITY BETIYEEN VERMONT TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES If', THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 59, 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN VIRGINIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 60. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN WASHINGTON TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 61. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN WEST VIRGINIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES iN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 196B vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 62. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN WISCONSIN TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN 'l'HE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 vs. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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Figure 63. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN WYOMING TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTER 
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Figure 64. 

EXTENT OF CONFORMITY BETWEEN DIST. OF COLUMBIA TRAFFIC LAWS AND EACH OF THIRTEEN ARTICLES IN THE "RULES OF THE ROAD" CHAPTE~ 
OF THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE (UVC): COMPARATIVE STATUS AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1968 VS. DECEMBER 31, 1971* 
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APPENDIX A 

Highway Safety Program Standard 4.4.6 

CODES AND LAWS 

Purpose 

To eliminate all major variations in traffic codes, laws, and ordinances 
on given aspects of highway safety among political subdivisions in a State, to 
increase the compa.tibility of these ordinances with a unified overall State policy 
on traffic safety codes and laws, and to further the adoption of appropriate 
aspects of the Rules of the Road section of the Uniform Vehicle Code. ':' 

Standard 

Each State shall develop and implement a program to achieve uniformity 
of traffic codes and laws throughout the State. The program shall provide at 
least that: 

1. There is a plan to achieve uniform rules of the road in all of its 
jurisdictions. 

II. There is a plan to make the State I s u..'1.ified rules of the road con-
sistent with similar unified plans of other States. Toward this end, each 
State shall undertake and maintain continuing comparisons of all State and 
local laws, statutes and ordinances with the comparable provisions of the 
Rules of the Road section of the Uniform Vehicle Code . 

':'National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances, 
Uniform Vehicle Code (Washington, D. C.: National Committee on Uniform 
Traffic Laws and Ordinances, Rev. ed. 1962). 
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16 44 50 
14 46 5 
o 6-1 

23 49 53 
11 11 2 
23 55 70 
27 55 I 
11 14 46 

24 46 68 
25 54 64 
11 10 4 
20 48 39 
19 19 29 

23 45 65 
9 22 8 

11 13 2 
19 36 70 
22 32 63 

14 8 4 
21 45 69 
27 33 0 
23 39 57 
7 10 9 

10 26 10 
29 60 65 
24 48 6~ 
20 24 56 
24 51 70 
10 50 61 

70 1025 
'j ,Ill 
5 623 

19 633 
13 477 

11 414 
7 631 

20 29G 
22 739 
9 624 

6 520 
to 647 
22 582 
42 544 
o 299 

10 650 
16 241 
15 510 
18 409 
29 306 

14 203 
6 411 

44 560 
o 353 
5 174 

31 680 
5 166 
5 565 

27 647 
25 326 

5 666 
40 673 
3 230 
9 5R5 

11 378 

17 641 
5 243 

26 225 
20 584 
14 596 

16 315 
17 6t3 
7 453 
4 5B2 
7 137 

10 244 
24 770 
5 619 

33 420 
5 679 
7 492 

1474 2-136 4957 1104 2:145 1722 1760 1412 1210 
29 G 00 22 n ~ 25 38 24 

917 18·19 1856 
1~ 37 37 

728 
16 

B 

Table I-Obedience to and 
Effect ",fTraffic Laws 

UVC 
A1abnma 
41aska 
I<rlwna 
Arkansas 

Callfomla 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansus 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 

MaSS8chusett~ 
Mlchigatl 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
~cw Hampshire 
New Jerscy 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carollna 
Norlh Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
¥rnnsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South CaroUna 

Soutb Dakola 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
WYoming 
D,C. 
Total 

(1) (2) 

555 'i 5 
0-3 0 5 5 
5 -1 5 5 6 
505 5 
5 554 

~ 11-106 

'n) [bl Cel Cdl 

5 5 5 5 
o 1 0 1 5 
2 5 5 /j I) 
25555 
2 1 1 1 

3 2 2 5 5 3 5 
5 -3 0 2 I 3 " 
1 1 0 0 0 1 0 
5 5 5 fi 5 1 r, 
5 5 555 1 5 

5 045 
5 555 
Ii [) 5 5 4 
5'4555 
5 3 0 4 .1 

555 
0-1 0 
330 
1 2 0 
U 2 0 

1 :1 
1 2 5 

4·1 4 4 
5 Ii 5 5 4 
02320 

2 5 
2 5 
2 5 
2 5 
2 2 

2 5 
/) I 
255 
200 
021 

,1 1 
2 2 5 
2 2 1 
201 
055 

5 5 
5 r, 
1 ,S 
5 5 
1. !i 

5 

5 
o 
5 

1 
o 
o 
5 
o 

525 a 1 255 
020 0 0 2 1 2 
5255535 5 
5-255520 I; 
2203521 0 

2 5 5 
3 -I 2 
020 
5 I 0 
o 2 0 

5 I 5 
0-3 0 
o 2 0 
5 a 5 
5 ,'j 5 

5 5 
2 5 
o 5 
5 ,I 
2 1 

5 5 
2 1 
2 I 
5 5 
5 4 

0-2 0 0 1 
5 -2 5 5 5 
5 -I 5 5 5 
55555 
02300 

2 ., 
2 
2 
2 

2 5 
I 0 
o 1 
255 
255 

252 
255 
221 
2 5 1 
2 1 1 

5 
5 

" ,j 

\ 

5 S 
3 1 
1 2 
5 5 
5 5 

5 
5 
o 
5 
1 

020 1 2 0 
5 3 5 355 
525 5 5 5 
5 2 0 2 4 2 
5 5 555 2 
o 2 252 

2 3 2 
555 
5 » u 
5 a :) 
55.5 
2 2 !) 

156 102 133 111 172 97 164 150 139 190 

Notet 
All o~ the tables in Appendix B are reproduced from Traffic Laws Connneritary 
No. 70-6, July 1, 1970 - Rules of the Road Ratedj.U.S. Department of 
Transportation Contract No. FH-11-6869. Similarly, the tabl~s'in Appendix 
C are reproduced from Traffic Laws Connnentary, yolo 'I, No.3, AugUst, 1972, 
Rules of the Road Rated; U.S. Department of Transportation Contract 
No. DOT-HS-I07-1-153. 

86 

50 
14 
41 
42 
30 

32 
28 
4 

46 
.12 

35 
44 
42 
46 
27 

46 
13 
35 
6 

\9 

11 
27 
27 
33 
20 

38 
9 

·13 
27 
17 

,1·1 
29 
17 
30 
II 

43 
6 

10 
45 
46 

16 
40 
25 
11 
11 

13 
46 
47 
33 
47 
30 

UVC 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

Callfornl. 
Colorado. 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

rd.'hk'a 
illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kontucky 
Louislana 
Maine 
Marylnnd 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New Mexico 
New York 
N ortb Carolina 
Norlh Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pcnn&ylvaniB 
Rhode lsI and 
South Carollnn 

South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
WYoming 
D.C, 
'l'otal 

APPENDIX B (CONT/D) 

Table II-Traffic Signs, Signals and Markings 

~ 11-20\ 

Cal Chi lel 

5 !} l} 
5 -1 0 
5 ,j 5 
5 ·1 0 
3 0 0 

1 
3 
o 
5 
5 

o 5 
4 5 
o 0 
4 5 
~ 

(d) lall la)? (aI3C\llllbI2 ,ell,cl~ICI3Idl 

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 ~ 5 
o 2 " I 1 1 -2 2 O-t 
5 2 5 1 1 I -2 2 0-2 
o 2 5 I 1 1 -2 2 -3 0 
o 2 5 I 1 1 -2 2 - 1 -2 r, 

5 
Ii 

2 
5 2 
:3 b 
;; 5 
5 {5 

f) 5 
25:1 
1 -2 5 
5 ;') 5 
5 Ii Ii 

2 1 

2 -3 5 0 
2 0 5 S 
2 {) 5 i) 
2 0 -2 Ii 
2 -3 ;; 5 

5 
1 
2. 
1 
2 

2 

,I 

Cal Ibl 

5 0 
4 0 
4 5 
4 0 
1 0 

1 
4 
4 
4 
>I 

o 
5 
o 
5 
Ii 

~ 1l·205 

Cal (hi Cel ,d I 
;i [) tJ 

o 2 0 
5' 5 G 0 fl 
o 5 5 5 r, 
o 5 Ii 2 5 

2. 
5 
5 

-1 0 ;, 5 

5 
3 
5 
5 
2 

5 
2 
5 
5 

3 
5 
3 
3 
3 

o 0 
.\ 0 
4 0 

o 2 Ii 
{) 2 a 
o 5 I 

1 1-2 
1 Ii 3 
1 -2-2 
1 -2-2 

o b 
2 ·0-2 
2 -1-2 
1 0-2 
1 0-2 

!j 2 
2 4 

,( f> 0 5 
2. 0 2 3 
1 005 
1 0 0 2 

o 5 Ii 
555 
5 0 5 
Ii 5 5 
Ii Ii 5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
2 

5 
5 
5 
o 
3 

2 
3 
3 
3 
o 
5 
o 
3 
5 
3 

o 0 
o 0 

021 
o 2 1 

4 
o 
,( 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
·1 
o 
o 
4 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

O' 0 
o 0 
o 0 
5 5 
G 0 

2 
o 
2 
5 
2. 

5 
5 
Ii 
2 
o 
2 
o 
2. 

1 
o 
Ii 
Ii 
1 

2 -I 
.5 5 
lj 5 
I 1 
o 0 

5 5 
.1-1 

2. -2 5 1 
o 0 0 0 
I 1-2 2 
5 ;; 3 2 
1-2 -2 1 

1 -2 3-1 
1 -2 -2 2 
,) 5 S 2 
1 -2 -2 1 
o 0 () 0 

5 
o ~ 
Ii -2 
o 3 
0-2 

o 5 
0-2 
5 5 
0-2 
o 0 

\ -2 2. 5-2 
o U -1 0 0 
1-2 2 -3-2 

555 205 
2 -2 2 1 -1 3 

o 1 
o 0 

:, 
5 
o 

5 
() 

2 4 
o 0 
2 4 

1 
1 
2 
o 
o 

4 
1 

2. 4 
o 0 
2. 4 
h 4 

1 

5 
o 
5 
5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
5 
o 
6 
5 
o 

o 
o 
o 
r, 
o 
o 
o 
5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
5 
o 

Ii 5 
1 0 
1 0 
>I 5 
5 -3 

2 0 
2. 1) 
5 5 
;} 5 
o 0 

5 
2 
5 
Ii 
2 

5 
o 
o 
4 
Ii 

o 
o 
5 
2 
o 
5 
o 

5 
o 
o 
I 

5 
1 
2 
2 
2 

,) 5 
o 1 

Ii 
5 
2 

5 
3 
o 

4 
.\ 
o 
4 
3 

o 2 r, 1 2 5 5 2 4 5 0 5 5 
5 5 5 5 o 0 2 .j 
5 () 2 4 
o 2 5 5 

o Ii 5 

, o 
Ii 
o 

55;} 5 5 
o () 000 
5 2. 5 1 I 

5 3 5 r, 2 5 
o -I 0 0 0 0 0 

1 -2 2 0 -2 r, 2 4 
5 -1 -I 5 0 1 1 o 5 1 2 2 

5 
3 
2 
5 
5 

4 
o 
o 
4 
4 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

2. 
2 
5 
2. 
2 

5 
5 
3 
5 
o 

~ 0 "() Z 5 
4 0 0 2 5 
o 0 025 
4 002 I 
o 0 02\ 

1 I) 
6 ,1 
5 ,1 
2 0 
5 4 
3 4 

o 
5 
o 
o 
o 
o 

]) -2 
5 5 
2 5 
5 }j 
2 [) 
2 :; 

1 1 -2 2 0-2 
2. -2 5 \ -1 [, 
0-2 0 -I 0 0 

I 1 
1 1 

It 
1 0 

1 -2 2 0-2 
1 -2 2 0-2 

1-2 
1-2 
1 -2 
1-2 
1 0 

2 Ii - 2 
2 -1-2 
2 0-2 
1 -3-2 
200 

0-3 0 -1 0 
5 Ii 2 -3 5 

1 1 -2 2 0-2 
1 -2 2 2 0-2 
1 I -2 2 5 5 
1 5 --2 2 0 5 

5 
(t 

o 

Ii 
5 
5 
5 
Ii 

5 
[, 
5 
5 
5 

2 
2 
o 
2 
1 

4 "5 
1 0 
I 0 
4 0 
,( 0 

o 4 
2 3 
1 1 
2 a 
o 4 

o 

" 1 
2 
2 
2 

1 
4 
4 
2 
'\ 
2 

5 
5 
o 
o 
I 

o 
5 
o 
o 
;; 
o 

o ;, 5 
001 
o 0 1 
5 2. 5 

o 
() 
() 

o 
o 

5 -3 Ii 
2 4 0 
2 4 0 
5 -3 5 
5 5 Ii 

o :; 
o 5 
o 5 
o 5 
o 0 

o 
Ii 
o 
2 
o 
o 

2 
5 
5 
3 
5 
5 

5 
5 
Ii 

o 
5 
5 
() 

5 

5 5 
4 2 
2 2 
5 5 
5 

2. 5 
5 5 

5 
5 
o 

5 
5 
2 
5 
5 

169 loa ,15 ,!5 1·13 J7;l 86 77 .19 35 64 o 38 172 8·1 132 H6 55 190 181 143 171 185 

87 

11!'i 
3b 
68 
lit 
37 

45 
91 
53 
95 
99 

63 
58 
50 
30 
23 

65 
7 

41 
73 
19 

20 
:19 
83 
22 
1 

63 
6 

·19 
105 
30 

67 
91 
6 

50 
50 

50 
35 
lB 
45 
52 

58 
56 
4:J 
44 
18 

10 
1\12 
52 
25 
70 
1)2 



APPENDIX B (CONT/D) 

Table III-Driving on Right Side of Roadway-Overtaking and Passing- Use of Roadway 

UVC 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Idaho 
illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

KanSBS 
Kontucky 
Louisiana 
Malee 
Maryland 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesotll 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 
NeVAda 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New Mcxico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
RhQdelsl"nd 
South Carolina 

South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Taxa. 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virginia 
Washington 
Wo.tVb,..lnla 
Wlocon.ln 
WYoming 
D.C. 
Total 

§ 11-301 

(a) (a)! (.)2(a)3 la)4 (b) Ie) 

555 5 5 5 5 
1 2 2 0 2 -2 0 
5 50450 
5 1 5 4 5 0 
5 1 5 4 0 0 

5 
5 

.r ~ 
5 

5 
5 
2 
5 
5 

5 5 
5 5 
5 5 
5 Jj 

-3 0 

5 • 5 
1 1 
5 5 
o 0 
5 5 

1 4' 4 
5 5 
2 -2 
5 5 
5 5 

4 5 
2 2 
4 5 
4 5 

t 3 
3 5 
o 5 
3 5 
3 5 

5 3 
5 0 
5 0 
5 0 
o 0 

5 4 5 3 
o 0 I 0 
o 4 1 3 
o 0 I 0 
5 4 -3 0 

§ 11-306 § 11-307 

la) (b) (a)! (a)2 la)3 (b) 

5 5 b 555 
115555 
555 555 
,145555 
5 5 5 555 

la) lallla)2Ia)3 Ib) la) (b) (e) 

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 
o 3 1 2 0 0 5 0 0 
5 225 5 555 0 
2 2 255 5 5 0 0 
2 2 2 5 1 5 120 

4 
5 
4 
5 
4 

5 5 
5 5 
4 5 
5 5 
5 5 

5 
I 
4 
1 
5 

5 
5 
3 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

2 
5 
5 
5 
5 

3 
1 1 
0-1 
1 5 
5 5 

Ii 
Ii 
5 
3 
5 

2 2 
5 2 

I ~ 
2 2 

2 Ii 
2 5 
2 5 
2 5 
2 1 

5 2 2 2 
5 2 2 2 

5 5 522 
2 -2 2 2 2 
2 -2 2 2 1 

22222 
2 -2 3 0 0 
22322 

5 5 2 2 
5 3 2); 

5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

2 
o 
2 
5 
5 

1 
4 
o 
5 

1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

5 4 0 0 
5 5 0 0 
3 5 -3 3 
5 2 0 0 
o 1 2 0 

555 0 
o 5 0 0 
5 5 5 0 
5 0 0 0 
o 120 

I 
5 5 
5 5 
5 5 
5 5 

2 0 
2 5 
1 5 
1 5 
1 0 

I 2 5 
3 -I 5 
555 
5 5 5 
3 1 5 

3 
5 
5 
5 
5 

o 0 
2 5 
555 
2 -2 3 
1 -2 5 

o 3 
1 2 
2 2 
2 2 
1 2 

I -I 0 
2 0 5 
1 0 1 
2 5 1 
255 

o I 
5 2 
5 2 
o 1 
o 0 

I 0 
o 0 
2 0 
2 0 
o 0 

§ 11·308 

fa) (b) (e) 

555 
225 
225 
225 
025 

o 
2 
2 
2 
2 

1 
2 
1 
2 
2 

o 
5 
2 
5 
5 

2 2 5 
225 
225 
225 
025 

o 2 
o 0 
2 2 
o 2 
o 2 

1 
2 
2 
2 
o 

1 
5 
5 
5 
{} 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

2 
5 
2 
fi 
5 

§ ll-30!! 

(a) (b) (c) Id) 
5 555 
422 0 
5 0 2 5 
5 2 2 0 
4 I 0 

4 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
4 

2 
5 
o 
2 
5 

2 
5 
4 
3 
5 

2 5 
2 2 
5 5 
2 I 
2 1 

o 
5 
o 
5 
5 

5 
o 
5 
o 
o 

2 4 
2 5 
5 5 
5 4 
2 5 

2 5 
2 1 
o 1 
5 2 
2 1 

o 
o 
o 
5 
o 

& Ii-310 

(a) (b) (c) 

555 
4 1 0 
554 
5 r. 5 
5 1 0 

2 
5 
3 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
2 
5 
5 
5 

1 
5 
I 
2 
1 

I 
5 
2 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
1 

5 
o 
5 
1 
o 

2 2 
5 5 
5 5 
L 5 
2 5 

o 
1 
2 
2 
2 

o 
2 
1 
1 
2 

o 2 1 
2 
1 
1 
1 

o 
{} o 5 

o 5 
o 5 
0-2 

o 
o 
2 

5 
I 
5 
1 
o 

I 
5 
2 
Ii 
4 

3 
5 
5 
4 
o 

1 1 
1 0 
1 3 
I 4 
{) 0 

2 
1 
2 
1 
I 

o 
4 
5 
o 
n 

1 
I 
o 
1 
2 

2 
1 
2 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
o 

185 
74 

144 
129 
98 

87 
145 
64 

1,12 
149 

136 
131 
136 
107 
54 

122 
40 

111 
88 
85 

40 
92 

105 
84 
62 

5 5 
2 2 
5 5 
5 5 
I 2 

5 4 0 5 
02503 

3 -2 0 5 
4 5 3 5 
2 1 0 3 

5 5 
5 3 
4 3 
5 5 
1 5 

5 5 
5 4 
1 1 
0-2 
o 0 

522 
522 
2 1 2 
052 
512 

2 5 
2 1 
2 5 
2 5 
1 I 

5 
5 
5 
5 
o 

5 5 5 0 
o 0 0 0 
5 5 5 0 
5 1 1 I 
2 1 -3 I 

2 2 
o 0 
2 2 
2 2 
2 2 

5 :; 
0-2 
555 
5 r; 5 
025 

2 2 
o 0 
2 0 
5 5 
I-I 

o 
o 
o 
5 
o 

5 
4 
5 
5 
3 

5 
o 
2 
5 
o 

1 
o 
1 
5 
I 

5 
3 
5 
5 
4 

1 135 
2 ,59 
I 100 
2 137 
2 51 

5 
1 
1 
5 
5 

_1 
5 
5 
5 
o 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
2 
2 
5 
5 

2 2 
5 I 
5 1 
5 'I 
o 0 

5 4 
5 5 
5 4 
5 4 
5 4 

5 
5 
5 
4 
o 

545 
0-1 -2 
1 2-2 
5 4 5 
5 4 5 

o 2-2 
5 4 5 
5 4 0 
5 4 5 
001 

-I 2 2 0 2 1 
555543 
551545 
422345 
5 5 I 5 4 1 
55154 5 

188 200 101 162 157 127 

o 
3 
3 
o 
2 

o 5 
2 3 
o 3 
o 5 
o 5 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

5 5 
555 
I 3-2 
1 5 5 
1 4 5 

5 5 
1 3 
1 1 
I 5 
5 5 

2 
5 
5 
5 
I 

5 
3 
5 
5 
5 

2 
5 
5 
5 
o 

5 5 
5 5 
I 1 
5 5 
1-1 

5 
1 2 
1-1 
o ~ 
5 5 

2 
5 
5 
5 
o 

2 
5 

2 2 
5 2 
1 2 
2 2 
1 2 

2 2 
1 2 
I 3 
2 2 
2 2 

1 3 
2 2 
2 2 
2 2 
1 3 

03515513 
3 5 555 552 
o 5 5 5 5 5 522 
2' 5 5 5 3 3 5 1 4 
o 5 5 5 555 2 2 
o 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 

40 207 161 219 218 154 139 191 100 106 

255 
255 
1 1 0 
255 
2 I 2 

2 
1 
1 
2 
2 

I 
I 
o 
2 
2 

2 
5 
5 
5 
o 

5 5 
1l' 0 
a 2 
5 5 
3 2 

5 5 
5 0 
5 1 
5 5 
5 5 

0' 5 
5 5 
5 5 
5 5 
o 0 

3 I 0 1 0 
25552 
25555 
2 1 002 
25555 
2 5 1 5 0 

87 180 154 179 145 

88 

5022555 
2 3 0 2 4 5 5 
o 0 2 2 000 
5 0 2 2 5 5 5 
0022521 

022 
000 
o 0 0 
022 
022 

000 
022 
022 
o 2 2 
000 

1 1 2 
5 0 2 
o 0 2 
2 0 2 
o 0 2 
o 0 0 

5 
2 
o 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
o 

5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

5 2 5 
555 
555 
021 
555 
555 

78 10 65 81 188 183 213 

2 
5 
o 
2 
2 

2 
1 
o 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
o 

i 0 
g g 
2 0 
1 0 

2 
o 
o 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
1 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

5 
5 
3 
5 
2 

1 
5 
1 
2 
2 

5 2 
4 I 

" 1 2 1 
5 2 

2 1 
5 2 
5 5 
5 I 
o 0 

I 
5 
o 
5 
3 

2 
o 
o 
o 
5 

I 
1 

5 1 
5 -I 
o 1 

I; 
o 
1 
5 
2 

5 
o 
o 
4 
o 

1 
o 
2 
1 
o 

I -1 0 2 I 0 0 0 2 
5555552,11 
220514151 
310510121 
2 2 0 5 1 5 151 
o 2 0 5 0 0 150 

98 94 45 207 90 123 66 145 56 

128 
142 
56 

124 
83 

130 
41 
3~ 

104 
122 

61 
127 
115 
119 

13 

63 
152 
122 
80 

123 
107 

,.. 

l 
! 
i r 
! , 
l' 
/' 

t 
1 

I 

.. 

... 

APPENDIX B (CONT/D) 

tIC 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Idaho 
UUDois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

KanSBS 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Monlana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New MexicG 
New York 
North CarolIna 
Nortb Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 

South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 
D.C. 
Total 

Table IV -Right of Way 

la) (b) 

5 5 
3 I 

-3 2 
4 2 

-3 2 

-3 
-3 

:t~ 
-3 

-3 2 
-3 2 
-3 2 
-3 2 

1 2 

5 
2 
2 
1 

I 
5 
2 
5 
5 

--3 
-2 
-3 

1 
1 

2 Ii 
I 0 
2 2 
I 0 
4 2 

-3 2 
2 2 
2 3 

-3 2 
-3 1 

o 
1 
5 
I 
3 

5 2 1 
-2 1-3 
-3 2 1 
-3 2 5 
-3 0 1 

~ 11-,103 
(b) (e) 

-a 
g 11-405 ~ 

(a) 

5 
o 

1\ II la) la)! (bl 

555 
2 4 2 

5 5 
0-1 
5 1 

5 5 
o 0 
3 5 
3 5 
3 1 

o 
o 
o 
4 
5 

':J -2 
1 3 2 
I-I 4 
231 
5 3 4 

o 
5 
5 
2 
o 
5 5 
0-1 
5 3 
0-2 
o 1 

2 4 
3 1 
3 2 
o 1 
2 2 

3 5 
o 2 
2 2 
3 2 
2 1 

5 5 
o 3 
3 -2 
o 5 3 
3 4-3 

5 5 
5 5 
5 5 

1 3 2 3 
3 5 -3 5 0 
05-3-20 
o 4 555 
3 5 -3 5 1 

60 
21 
35 
33 
24 

15 
20 
9 

36 
31 

0425523 
3555533 
3522533 
o 4 -3 5 5 15 
2 -2 -2 5 5 19 

3 5 5 5 
o 4 -3_2 
3 1 5 5 
o 4 2-2 
1 -2-3 

5 
1 
5 
o 
5 

,15 
o 

32 
9 

17 

o -3 -3 I 2 -2 -3 -2 0-11 
{) 18 
5 32 
5 10 

o 2 0 1 0 -2 2 5 
o 1 2 2'· 1 • ? 5 
o I ,(J -2 U 4 -3 5 
o 1 0 0 0 4 -2 2 o U 

o I 3 -2 0 4 ;; 5 
3 -3 4 

5 29 
2 1 
3 22 
5 38 
3 -I 

o 1 -2 0 0 
o 1 3 1 3 
5 5 353 
0-3-3-3-3 

5 2 4 
5 -2 5 
4 2 4 

-3 2 1 5 5 3 5 5 39 
5 3 4 3 ,m 
3-342Ii 

3 5 -2 5 5 37 
0-2 2 5 3 19 

-3550·15 
1 1 I 0 I 0 
222 5 3 3 
222 0 2 2 

~ 
2 
S 

-3 
-3 

3 1 
-3 2 
-3 2 
-3 2 

1 I 

3 1 
2 3 

-3 2 
3 2 

-3 2 
-3 2 
-42 98 

3 I 
0-1 0-1 
o 0 -I 4 
o 1 3 0 
o I 3 2 

3 5 5 
0-2 -3 
o 3-3 
o 5 3 
o 5-3 

5 
5 
4 
5 
5 

5 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 1 1 
300 
2 2 1 
3 1 3 
020 

1 4 5 
5 555 
4 -2 5 5 
525 5 
o -I -I 0 

2 0 0 0-1 
55535 
1 0 2 3 0 
3 0 132 
15534 
1 0 4 0 1 
96 76 78 84 83 

0-2 -3 2 
3 5 5 5 
o 5 3 5 
'I 2 -3 3 
855 5 
1 2 5 5 5 
61 156 34 198 182 

39 
4 

18 
22 
18 

27 
24 
18 
27 
4 

5 
51 
23 
21 
40 
2.1 

~------

Table V-Pedestrians' Rights and Duties 

UVC 
AJabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticu t 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Id.ho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

KansRs 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 

South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 
D.C. 

q 1l·502 § H-oUS 

" 
(a) :e (a) (b) 

555 5 
o :J 5 5 
035 
o 3 5 
o 3 0 

(e) (d) (a) Ib) 

5 ~ ~ 
5 ;) 5 .) 
055 0 

555 
5 5 

(e) (d) 

5 5 
!l 0 
5 5 
5 0 
5 0 

2 

5 
2 
4 
4 
I 

1 

5 
2 

1 0 
t 3 
U 0 

o 
555 
000 
555 
525 

5 5 
1 0 
5 5 
5 5 

-1 5 
o 0 

o 3 r, 
2 

4 5 
o 3 2 5 

o 3 
o 3 
o 3 

5 5 
5 5 
o 5 

5 5 0 2 
5 5 0 2 
;; 0 0 1 

o 3 5 5 5 0 4 
o 3 o 5 5 0 1 

o 5 
o 3 
o 3 
o 0 !; 
o 0-1 

001 
000 
4 3 
o 3 
o 0 

5 5 fi 
055 
5 G :; 
5 5 5 
005 

2 0 I 
000 
5 0 [) 
055 
000 

5 5 

5 
5 5 
5 0 
5 
1 

1 0 
o 0 
5 5 
5 5 
{} () 

035 5 
o 0 -I 0 
2 3 5 5 
035 5 
401 5 

o 0 
555 
5 3 5 
5 3 3 

5 
o 
5 
5 
5 

035 5 
3. 3 5 4 
o 3 1 0 
o 3 5 5 
4 0 I 1 

555 
5 5 5 
555 
5 5 5 
o 5 I 

5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
o 
2 
o 
5 
5 
o 
5 
o 
5 
5 
I 

5 
o 
5 
5 
1 

5 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 
1 
,1 
o 
o 
2 
o 
2 
1 
() 

o 2 
o 0 
o 4 
5 4 
o 0 

5 
o 
o 
o 

2 

5 
5 
5 
o 
o 
2 
o 
5 
5 
() 

5 
o 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

§ 11-50n ~ 11-507 

(al fbi (a) 

" " ;; 5 
5 2 
555 
o 0-1 

(b) (e) 

1) 5 
o 0 
1 0 
o 0 
o 0 

o 

5 
,I 
J 
5 
5 

o 
o 
o 
5 
2 

1 5 0 
2 -I II 
0-1 5 
5 5 1 
1 2 I 

o 5 o ,I 
5 5 
2 5 

500 
5 5 n 1 il 
4 1 -I 0 0 
5 !i 5 0 0 
o 2 -I II 0 

II 
[, 
2 
o 
3 
3 
3 
o 
o 
5 
o 
5 
5 
5 

5 
2 
o 
5 
2 

[l 5 
2 -I 
5 !j 
2 -1 
o 0 

2 3 
2 0 
1-1 
0-1 
o 0 

5 [) 
o 0 
5 fi 
5 
2 -..1 

5 5 
1 5 
1 3 
5 1 
I 4 

1 
o 
1 
5 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
I 
o 
I 
I 
2 

5 
2 
o 

5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
II 
o 
5 
o 
5 

" o 
5 
5 
o 
5 
o 

5 
o 
5 
o 
I) 

o 
1 
2 
5 
o 
o 
·1 
5 
o 
2 

5 
5 
4 
o 
5 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

5 
o I 
0-1 
3 5 
3 [', 

5 
2 
o 
5 
5 

5 5 
o 2 
o 0 
5 5 
5 5 

& 
3 
1 
5 
5 

5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

5 0 
o 0 
o 0 
5 0 
5 {) 

455 
1 5 0 
000 
2 5 5 
2 5 5 

1 5 
1-1 
o 3 
fi 5 

fi 

2 
o 
2 
o 
o 

{} 5 
o 4 
4 4 
o Ii 
o 5 

o 0 -I 0 0 1 0 
o 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 
035 5 5 5 5 5 
03555 555 
00000 000 

o 0 -1 2 0 0 1 
43555 » 5 5 5 
Q 3 5 5 5 555 5 
001 2 0 3 3 0 0 
o a 5 5 5 5 555 
035 2 0 5 5 I 2 

o 0 o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

.. 5 5 
256 
455 
000 

5 0 
5 fi 
2 !i 
5 4 
o 0 

o 0 
5 4 
o 2 
o 0 
o ,1 
5 2 

2 I-I 
5 I-I 
5 » ;; 
o 2-1 
5 5 1 
5 5 1 

o 
1 
() 

1 
o 

-1 
;; 0 
a 5 
2 5 
o 

004 
155 
000 
o 0 4 
2 5 0 
o 0 

5 
1 
1 
1 
o 

u' 
65 
56 
65 
39 

36 
59 
10 
79 
54 

o 56 
I 72 
1 40 
o 67 
1 31 

I 
o 
1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 
1 
o 
1 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
1 

{) 
1 
o 
I 
o 

78 
36 
64 
49 
5 

2() 
6 

49 
39 
o 

67 
4 

76 
72 
46 

72 
67 
43 
66 
36 

66 
23 
13 
66 
66 

10 
69 
62 
70 
o 

11 
68 
61 
15 
6B 
55 

Tot.1 24 104 148 158 162 194 185 179 166 50 93 17,1 148 13!! 110 41 68 161 41 

89 



APPENDIX B (CONT'n) 

Table VI-Turning and Starting and Signals 
on Stopping and Turning 

Table VII-Special Stops Required 

UVC 
Alabama 
AI .. ka 
Arlzon. 
Ark.ns.. .l' 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Idaho 
illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maino 
Maryland 

Man8chusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebralk. 
Nevada 
Now Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New Moxico 
N.wYork 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Penn.ylyanla 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 

South DakDta 
TennoslCe 
Tes •• 
Utah 
Vermont 

VirIlnla 
W.lhinlton 
West Virginia 
WIlConsln 
Wyomln, 
D.C, 

Tot.1 

§ 11·601 § 11-604 § 11.605 

(n) (bl Ce) 

5 5 
5 2 
6 2 
5 2 

(a) Cb) Ce) Cd) Ca} Ch) 

5 5 555 
i 1 550 
5 1 < 5 0 
5 155 0 

4 1 5 1 550 

532 
4 2 3 
2 1 3 
5 2 4 
5 2 3 

3 1 4 4 0 2 
5 5 2 5 5 5 
2 4 4 5 2 2 
5 5 5 5 3 4 
5 1 4 5 2 2 

4 
5 5 
4 -3 
5 5 
2 5 

4 
5. 
4 
4 
4 

42355 
-I 1 0 5 2 

5 225 5 
52353 
4 I 3 I 2 

1 
5 
5 
4 
6 

5 2 
1 -3 
5 3 
5 2 
4 2 

2 
5 2 
1-3 
5 2 
5 2 

5 2 
1 1 
1 1 
5 2 
4 2 

0-1 1 
302 
3 1 5 
355 
320 

5 
o 
1 
5 
2 

5 
5 
2 
5 
5 

5 5 
2 2 
o 2 
5 5 
5 5 

1 -3 1 5 2 
5 2 3 5 2 
4 1 3 1 5 
42355 

-1 -3 0 0 0 

3 2 
5 2 
5 2 
5 4 
5 2 
5 1 

2 2 
2 5 
5 5 
1 2 
5 5 
5 5 

o 4 
o 4 
2 3 
o 4 
o 1 

5 5 2 2 
4 502 

2 1 5 0 4 

5 
5 
2 
5 
3 

1.·5 5 0 4 
13502 

5 
3 
2 
5 
5 

1 0 
1 1 
1 5 
1 4 
2 1. 

1 
1 
2 
5 
1 

203 
2 2-3 
214 
212 
221 

5 5 
2 1 
5 2 
4 5 
2 1 

4 
5 
2 
4 
4 

o 5 
o 2 2 
2 -2 0 
o 5 5 
o 5 I 

2 5 
4 3 
4 5 
2 5 5 
4 0-3 

2 
5 
4 
2 
4 
4 

196 70 125 166 189 85 173 197 38 162 126 195 

60 
41 
46 
41 
41 

31 
48 
31 
53 
41 

38 
45 
41 
36 
28 

42 
25 
34 
39 
26 

9 
15 
30 
30 
19 

46 
11 
38 
54 
25 

41 
50 

9 
45 
37 

46 
23 
13 
46 
41 

16 
38 
39 
41 
1 

23 
52 
41 
32 
45 
44 

UVC 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

Caillornia 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Geor,la 
Idaho 
illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kanaas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 

MasS8Chulf'!tt8 
Mlchl,an 
Mlnnelota 
Mi •• llllppi 
Mi.lourl 

Montana 
NebrRlka 
Nevada • 
New Hampshire· 
New Jeney 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Penn.ylvllnia 
Rhodelolllnd 
South CarDIina 

South Dakota 
Tenne.1ee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virginia 
Walhlngton 
Welt Virginia 
WllCOnlln 
Wy.mln, 
D.C. 

Total 

90 

Ca} 

(a) Cbl Ca) Cb) 

§ 11-706 -;; 
Ch), (e) Cd) ;e 

(4) (5) II 
5 5 555 
o 1 0 0 2 
5 2 252 
5 5 2 5 2 
52555 

1<' (2) (3) 

5 5 5 
3 0 f, 5 
3 0 , 5 
3 0 5 
3 0 0 

555 
o 0-3 
2 2 5 
5 3 5 
5 -2 1 

75 
15 
53 
52 
40 

125 
225 
120 
5 2 5 
I 2 5 

o 
5 
o 
o 
o 

552 
I 0 1 
453 
120 
100 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

2 5 
I 0 
2 5 
2 0 
2 4 

o 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 3 5 5 
o 1 2 4 
5 5 2 5 
5 3 2 5 
5 0 2 0 

5 
1 
1 
5 
o 

5 
5 
o 
5 
Q 

o 
2 
o 
5 
1 

o 2 
5 5 
o 3 
5 2 
o 2 

250 
553 
555 
1 5 1 
555 
500 

2 5 
2 5 
1 0 
2 2 
2 0 

2 
2 
1 
5 
5 

1 0 
5 5 
2 5 
2 5 
2 2 

2 5 
2 5 
2 5 
2 0 
2 5 
o 0 

o 0 0 5 5 5 
2 3 0 5 0 5 
o 3 0 0 0 2 
5 2 0 5 5 5 
o 3 0 5 0 2 

2 3 
5 3 
2 2 
2 3 
2 3 

5 5 0 2 
o 0 -2 2 
5 5 5 5 
550 1 
5 0 -3 2 

230 
000 
220 
000 
021 

5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

o 
2 
2 
2 
o 

o 5 
2 5 
o 5 
5 5 
o 5 

5 -2 
5 0 
5 2 
5 0 
4 0 

5 
5 5 
5 -2 
5 0 
5 2 

2 0 5 5 
o 0 0-3 
o ,j 5 5 
055 0 
o 5 .5 0 

2 
1 
5 
2 
1 

5 
5 
2 
1 
2 

2 11 
2 -2 
5 1 
5 3 
o 0 

2-1 5 
5 -2-1 
5 -2 2 
1 2 1 
2-2-1 

36 
35 
20 
58 
21 

42 
35 
37 
33 
23 

5 0 
I-I 
2 1 
5 -2 
2 2 

4 43 
2 16 
5 43 
2 22 
1 25 

4 
2 1 
1 -2 1 
1 0-3 
5 -2-1 

30 
38 
25 
29 
23 

5 3 5 61 
o 0 2 9 
1 0 3 51 
5 3 -3 45 
2 3 1 38 

252 
222 
o 1 I 
555 
o 2 2 

1 5 55 
2 -3 35 
1 1 18 
3 5 57 
o 1 24 

035 
230 
000 
530 
030 

o 
2 
2 
5 
o 
2 
5 
5 
o 
5 
o 

o 
3 
3 
3 
o 
1 
3 
3 
2 
3 
3 

5 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
o 
o 

5 0 -3 5 
o 2 2 2 
501 5 
o 5 5 2 
5 020 

3 5 
I-I 
3 1 
o 2 
o 4 

45 
26 
23 
47 
30 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
o 
5 
o 

5 5 
052 
0-3 5 
522 
2 2 4 

5 5 
2 2 
1 5 
2 1 
2 -3 

44 
51 
39 
48 
24 

o 
2 
2 
5 
5 
o 

1 
5 
2 
2 
5 
o 

1 -2 -3 24 
2 3 3 53 
2 -I 5 50 
5 -2 1 27 
5 1 5 56 
o 0 0 8 

138 124 104 112 182 100 111 25 210 194 83 120 141 34 88 

• 

., 

• 
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____ Table VIII-Speed Restrictions 

UVC 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona .. 10-

Arkansas 

California 
Colorado 
Connt=eticut 
Delaware 
Flol'id~ 

Georgia 
Idaho 
illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kan8as 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 

Massachusett8 
Michigan 
Minn.lOta 
Mi.sl •• lppl 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebralka 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New JerleY 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oldahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode bland 
South Carolina 

South Dakota 
Tennelaee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virelnla 
Wa.hlngton 
We.t Virginia', 
Wlseonlln 
Wyoming 
D.C. 

Total 

~ 
§ 11-801.1 

::: '3 
§ 11-806 § 11·807 ~ 

5 5 
2-1 
3 5 
3 -2 
3 -I 

II III 
5 5-
1 0 
5 0 
2 5 
5 0 

I 2 -I 2 
3 -2 1 
2 -1 0 
3 5 2 
352 

o 2 
0-1 
o 5 
5 2 

5 
1 
o 
2 
1 

Ca) Ch) 
5 5 
2 2 
5 3 
2 0 
5 5 

a 
5 
4 
5 
4 

1 
5 
o 
5 
o 

(a) (h) 

555 
300 
2 0 0 
505 
555 

2 
o 
o 
5 
2 

.3 5 2 
3 -2 5 
355 
355 
251 

5 1 1 
533 
o 1 3 
053 
521 

205 
255 
530 
230 
2 0 0 

o 0 
o 1 
P 1 
o 0 
2 0 

3 
1 
1 
1 5 
3 -2 

5 a I 550 
5 1 1 4 0 1 
o 3 .} 2 3 0 
o -1 1 5 3 5 
o I 1 1 I 0 

o 0 
o 0 
2 0 
2 0 
o 0 

2 -2 2 0 
1 -1 2 5 
3 -1 5 5 
1 5 0 0 
1 5 0 5 

o 0 0 0 
2 1 2 2 
2 1 0 0 
o 0 0 0 
2 0 0 0 

2 5 
3 -I 
1 2 
2 -I 
1-2 

3 
1 
1 
2 
3 

2 
2 
5 
5 
4 

5 
o 
o 
5 
o 

1 525 
2 5 0 0 
2 5 1 0 
1 5 2 5 
1 -2 1 5 

3 
1 
1 
1 
2 

1 555 
1 5 3 0 
2 1 1 0 
1 520 
1 320 

o 3 
o 0 
2 0 
o 0 
o 0 

2 5 
1-1 
1 5 
3 -2 
3 5 

o 5 
2 0 
2 0 
2 5 
5 5 

355 
1 1 0 
1 2 0 
2 2 0 
553 

5 1 
050 
3 -2 5 
3 -2 2 
050 

152 
320 
352 
3 5 1 
155 
352 

1 
1 
1 
2 
2 

100 
1 5 5 
153 
1. 2 5 
100 

011 5 
o 1 3 3 
o 3 2 5 
5 1 1 5 
054 5 
o 2 0 5 

1 
3 
5 
o 
5 
o 

o 3 
o 2 
2 0 
o 5 
5 5 

o 0 
1 0 
o 2 
o a 
o 0 

o 
o 
o 
o 
5 
o 

2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
3 
3 
2 
5 
o 

" 
~ (a) (b) 

5 5 5 
220 
400 
4 3 a 
4 3 3 

5 75 
o 17 
o 30 
o 3;l 
1 45 

2 0 0 2 18 
533329 
o 0 0 2 7 
420245 
Oa0029 

3 
3 
2 
3 
3 

o 
3 
3 
3 
3 

2 38 
o 40 
1 37 
1 37 
2 30 

2. 3 
2 0 
o 0 
2 0 
o 0 

37 
24 
17 
25 
8 

o 0 
4 3 
4 3 
4 3 
o 0 

4 
2 
o 
4 
4 

3 
o 
o 
2 
2 

5 
3 
2 
o 
3 

o 
3 
2 
3 
o 

4 0 
3 5 
4 3 
o 0 
4 5 
o 0 

o 2 7 
3 2 28 
3028 
3 0 18 
2 0 17 

o 2 52 
o 2 20 
o 0 24 
3 2 41 
o 2 13 

2 
o 
2 
o 
o 
5 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
5 
3 
o 
5 
o 

o 44 
2 21 
1 18 
o 28 
1 20 

46 
17 
21 
33 
61 

o 14 
2. 37 
2 28 
2 30 
2 12 

1 23 
1 32 
2 40 
2 25 
2 56 
o 17 

102 120 101 115 94 74 163 106 75 43 70 133 92 65 59 
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Table IX-Serious Traffic Offenses 

UVC 
AlLbama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

G~rgia 
Idaho 
illinois 
IndianB 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 

Massachusetts 
Mlchl,an 
Minnesota 
MiliissiPlli 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jerscy 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 

s.,uthDakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 

. Vermont 

Virginia 
Washington 
Welt Virglnta 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 
D.C. 
Total 

:c 
§j 

~ 
11-902(8) = § 11·902.1 

II III IV III 
5 5 5 5 
2 1 1 0 
2 150 
555 1 
5 5 5 1 

5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

5 
5 
2 
2 
5 

5 0 1 
5 1 5 
5 1 0 
510 
2 5 5 

II 1II 
5 
1 
5 
5 
5 

2 
5 
2 
2 
1 

o 5 153 
1 5 5 5 1 
55555 
1 5 1 5 1 
3 2 1 1 0 

5 5 
5 5 
5 fi 

2 5 
-1 3 

2 2 
2 2 
1 4 

1 2 
2 5 
2 5 
3 5 

-1 2 

5 2 
2 2 
1 4 
2 2 
1 2 

5 
<\ 
2 
2 
5 

5 
5 
2 
3 
1 

5 
2 
3 
5 
2 

555 
212 
5 I 5 
555 
4 1 2 

1 2 
3 5 
1 2 
2 5 
3 5 

5 
2 
2 
5 
2 

5 
2 
3 
5 
5 

o 5 
o 5 

o 5 
2 0 
2 5 
5 5 
1 0 

5 
o 
o 
5 
o 

5 
3 
5 
3 
5 

5 1 
5 1 
5 0 
5 1 
5 2 

5 5 
3 2 
~ 1 
5 1 
5 1 

5 
J 
5 
5 
5 

5 
2 
o 
o 
1 

2 
1 
1 
1 
2 

2 
1 
5 
:; 
2 

1 122052 
2 525 555 
55155 5 5 5 
2 2 -1 2 1 5 5 I 
5221155 <\ 
1 5 1 4 1 050 

103 179 107 185 95 136 W 109 

5 5 50 
o 0 11 
o 0 14 
2 0 38 
1 0 35 

25 
33 
IS 
18 
35 

o 0 28 
2 0 34 
o 2 41 
1 0 20 
o 0 13 

31 
19 
17 
16 
2.~ 

o 17 
I 29 
1 27 
o 23 
o 16 

o 38 
2 18 
1 14 
1 18 
1 16 

o 0 33 
2 0 15 
o 0 ~A 
1 0 32 
4 1 20 

26 
24 
20 
31 
28 

o 27 
o 19 
o 17 
2 39 
1 21 

1 16 
) 35 
,I 37 
1 19 
o 26 
o 18 

45 24 



APPENDIX B (CONT/D) 

Table X-Stopping, Standing 
and Parking 

UVC 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
ArkanSBs 

Cellfoml. 
Colorad~ 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Idabo 
lllinol. 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Loulalana 
Maine 
Maryland 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
MI •• i.llppl 
Millourl 

Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hamplhlre 
New Jeraey 

New Mesico 
New York 
Nortb Carolina 
Nortb Dakota 
Oblo 

OklabGma 
Orelon 
Pennly.vBnia 
Rbodebland 
South Carolina 

80utb Dakota 
Tenne'lee 
Tex •• 
Utab 
Vermont 

Virllnla 
W .. b\ncIGn 
W .. t VIrc\Dla 
WllCOnolD 
Wyomln, 
D.C. 
Total 

~ ~ 
§ 11.1002 § 11·1004 

lal Ihl 

5 5 
2 1 
I 5 
5 I 
5 5 

2 
I 
1 
1 
2 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

(al Ih) (e) 

555 
300 
5 2 0 
525 
4 I 0 

223 
2 2 0 
I 0 1 
3 2 3 
520 

o 
o 
1 
o 
o 

2 5 4 2 
224 2 
555 1 
223 2 
250 1 

1 
2 
2 
2 
o 
4 
2 
5 
5 
2 

5 5 
5 5 
2 5 
2 5 
5 5 

5 
2 
3 
5 
5 

2 
5 
5 
5 
1 

221 
2 2- 0 
4 2 0 
4 1 0 
000 

5 1 0 
300 
5 1 0 
1 0 I 
2 2 1 

1 0 
2 0 
o 0 
1 0 
2 0 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

321 
320 
5 2 3 
510 
220 

(al Ib) Idl 

5 
o 
4 
5 
5 

2 
5 
o 
5 
o 
5 
5 
o 
5 
o 
o 
o 
4 
o 
o 

o 0 
1 3 
1 0 
o 0 
o 0 

1 1 
3 4 
o 0 
I 1 
1 1 

5 
o 
4 
5 
o 

1 4 

45 
7 

28 
26 
23 

19 
26 
7 

30 
26 

24 
24 
26 
22 
15 

19 
11 
22 

9 
13 

10 
13 
16 
14 
o 

23 
11 
23 
27 
11 

24 
25 
11 
20 
19 

o 0 
23 
9 

11 
19 
22 

o 
1 
I 
I 
o 

o 0 
1 5 
1 4 

14 
21 
27 
23 
7 

1 2 
5 4 
5 5 
4 2 
5 5 
o 2 

211110 
I 0 4 5 5 4 
1 • 0 I I 1 5 
2 0 2 S 2 3 
1 0 I I 1 5 
2 0 2 S I 0 

10 
29 
24 
20 
24 
10 

151 191 174 67 21 64 69 68 112 

UVC 
Alabama 
Ala.ka 
Arizona 
Arkan ... 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kanllas 
Kentucky 
Loul.lana 
Maine 
MRryland 

M .... chusett. 
Micblean 
MInn_ .. ta 
MI •• lllippl 
Minouri 

Montaaa 
N_bruka 
Nevada 
New Hamplbire 
New Jeraey 

New Muico 
New York 
Nortb Carolina 
Nortb Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklaboma 
Orea:on 
Pennlylvania 
Rhodobland 
South Carolina 

Soutb Dakota 
Tennelaee 
Tn .. 
Utab 
Vermont 

Virllnla 
Wa.bInClOD 
WOlt VirliDla 
Wloconlln 
Wyoming 
D.C. 
Total 
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Table XI-Miscellaneous Rules 

(a) (hI 

5 
o 
2 
2 
o 
1 
5 
2 
5 
5 

o 2 
5 2 
2 5 
2 0 
1 2 

(al Ihl 

5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
5 2 
o 5 
5 1 
o 5 
o 5 

5 
5 
2 
5 
5 

5 5 5 5 
5 0 0 3 
o 2 5 5 
5 0 0 2 
5 2 0 5 

5 5 
Z 1 
4 2 
4 5 
4 5 

4 I 3 2 
5 5 5 4 5 
o 5 0 1 2 
5 304 2 
2 5 045 

o 2 
o 5 
5 5 
o 0 
o 0 

1 5 
4 5 
4. 5 
4 5 
4 5 

§ 11·1111 

(al (hI (el 

3 3 0 
5 4 5 
2 0 0 
5 5 5 
2 5 5 

4 
5 
4 

" o 

5 
5 
5 
5 
o 

75 
41 
44 
43 
48 

30 
63 
24 
56 
48 

35 
51 
58 
41 
31 

5 5 
o 0 

5 5 
2 0 
2 2 

o 4 5 5 5 5 5 
4415405 
o 2 2 5 2 0 0 

63 
29 
32 
30 
33 

2 0 
o 0 

o 2 1 5 3 3 0 
o 4 2 5 5 3 5 o 5 

o 0 o 0 

I 2 1 0 2 0 o 2 
-1 2 

1 0 2 5 o 0 

1 0 5 5 o 5 4 5 

2 0 5 5 o 5 4 5 

1 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 

2 0 0 5 
o 0 0 0 
2 0 0 5 
5 5 0 5 
1 0 2 1 

2 5 
o 0 
2 5 
5 5 
o 0 

320 0 5 5 0 
2 5 5 0 2 5 5 
1 000 1 0 0 
I 2 0 0 5 5 2 
o 1 2 0 2 0 0 

1 -1 1 
1 0 0 
100 
5 2 0 
520 

1 5 
o 2 
o 1 
o 5 
o 5 

5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

2 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
1 
o 
o 

1 0 
2 2 
1 0 
2 2 
1 1 

000 000 
o 0 5 5 0 0 
000 000 
005 500 
001 000 

2 2 
o 5 

o 
4 
o 
o 
o 
2 

o 
2 
o 
t 
o 
o 

2 2 
3 2 
2 4 
5 4 
3 2 

5 1 5 
5 2 2 
322 
5 4 5 
Q 0 2 

2 
3 
2 
o. 
o 
3 
5 
5 
5 
o 

2 2 
4 2 
2 5 
4 5 
o 2 

o 2 
o 4 
5 4 
o 0 
5· 4 
o 4 

2 
5 
5 
2 
5 
5 

5 5 
o 3 
5 5 
5 1 
o 2 

o 0 
5 5 
5 5 
2 3 
3 2 

o 
5 
5 
5 
2 

o 
5 
5 
5 
o 

5 5 
o 0 
5 5 
o 0 
o 0 

5 5 
3 5 
o 0 
d 5 
2 2 

o 
5 
5 
3 
o 

5 
o 
o 
o 
o 

113 83 36 30 170 162 60 72 117 143 172 205 183 149 154 

1 
5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

1 0 
5 5 
2 0 
1 0 
2 0 
2 0 

o 2 
5 2 
o 5 
5 5 

o 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

17 
33 
44 
46 

6 

49 
11 
55 
55 
14 

4~ 
54 
10 
48 
19 

45 
22 
13 
36 
32 

8 
45 
33 
39 
10 

26 
60 
48 
24 
51 
50 

... 

.,' 

APPENDIX B (CONT/D) 

Table X-Stopping, Standing 
and Parking 

UVC 
Alabama 
Ala.ka 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

California 

~~::'~~cut .r 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgin 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiao8 
Maine 
Maryland 

Massllchusetts 
MichIgan 
Mlnn ... ta 
Mississippi 
Missouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 
NcvaQo 
Ntlw Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohl. 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 

South Dakota 
Tennessee 
TexBs 
Utah 
VennoDt 

Virginia 
Washington 
W.st Virginia 
\\tilConsin 
Wyoming 
D.C. 
Total 

~ 11-1002 § 11·1004 

la) (hIla) Ibl (e) laJ Ih) Id) 

5 
2 
1 
5 
5 

5 5 
o 0 
2 0 
2 5 
1 • 0 

5 5 5 45 
o 0 Q 7 
5 5 .j 28 
1 1 5 26 
1 1 5 23 

2 5 2 2 
1 5 2 2 
I 2 1 0 
1 5 3 2 
235 2 

3 1 
o 1 
1 I 
3 1 
o -1 

55-1 
{) 5 5 
555 
55-1 
254 

2 0 
I 0 
3 I 
1 0 
1 0 

25-1 
224 
555 
223 
250 

20-1 1 
2 0 1 0 
1 0 1 I 
2 0 0 0 
1 0 1 2 

2 2 
2 2 5 -1- i 
4 2 o 1 1 
4 1 o 1 1 

000 o 0 

-155 
253 
555 
551 
212 

555 
553 
2 5 a 
255 
554 

555 
233 
333 
5 0 5 
554 

I 0 
o 0 
1 0 
o 1 
2 1 

1 0 
2 0 
o 0 
1 0 
2 0 

1 0 
o 0 
o 0 
1 0 
1 0 

I 
o 
1 
1 
1 

1 
3 
o 
1 
1 

1 
o 
1 
1 
1 

I 
5 
o 
5 
5 

1 
1 
5 
o 
1 

1 
o 
o 
o 
2 

o 
1 
1 
o 
o 
1 
Q 
1 
5 
1 

1 
4 
o 
1 
1 

1 
o 
o 
I 
1 

19 
26 
7 

30 
26 

24 
24 
26 
22 
15 

19 
11 
22 
9 

13 

10 
13 
16 
14 
o 

5 23 
o 11 
4 23 
5 27 
o 11 

5 24 
o 25 
o 11 
4 20 
o 19 

4 23 
o 9 
o 11 
5 19 
4 22 

2 5 3 2 1 
5 5 3 2 0 
5 5 5 2 3 
55510 
1 1 220 

o 0 0 14 

1 1 
1 5 
5 5 
2 4 
5 5 
o 0 

221 
4 1 0 
5 1 0 
2 2 0 
5 1 0 
2 2 0 

1 1 3 21 
1 1 ·1 27 
1 1 4 23 
o 0 0 7 

1 1 
4 5 
1'1 
2 " 1 1 
2 3 

1 0 
5 4 
1 5 
2 3 
1 5 
1 0 

10 
29 
24 
20 
24 
10 

151 191 174 67 2\ 64 69 68 112 

> 

UVC 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 

Georgia 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Mis&ouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 
Ne\'ada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New Mexico ~ 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsyl\'ania 
Rhodelsland 
Sou~h Carolina 

South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

Virginia 
W .. hlngton 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 
D.C. 
Total 
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Table XI-Miscellaneous Rules 

§ 11·1111 

(a) (hI la) (b) (e) 

5 555 
5 000 
5 2 0 0 
020 0 
2 000 

(a) (b) 

555 
550 
202 
5 5 0 
552 

5 
3 
5 
2 
5 

5 
2 
-I 
·1 
·1 

5 
5 
3 
5 
5 

5 5 5 75 
5 5 5 41 
5 -I 5 4·1 
5 r. 5 43 
5 " 5 48 

1 
2 
1 
5 
o 
o 
5 
2 
2 
1 

5 
2 
5 
1 
2 

1 
J 
1 
2 
1 

1 
1 
5 
5 
1 

1 
5 
2 
5 
5 

2 
2 
5 
o 
2 

052 1 
505 5 
o 5 1 0 
5 0 5 5 
o 0 5 5 

005 2 
005 5 
302 5 
o 0 5 
o 0 5 

5 0 5 5 
o 0 2 2 
005 2 
005 0 
002 0 

o 5 1 0 
o 0 2 5 
005 5 
005 5 
o 0 0 0 

4 
5 
o 
5 
2 

o 
o 
4 
o 
o 
5 
o 
2 
5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 3 
5 ii 
5 0 
3 0 
5 0 

o 2 
o 5 
5 5 
o 0 
o 0 

4 0 
o ·1 
5 0 
5 0 
5 0 

2 0 
.) 0 
o 5 
o 5 
o 0 

2 1 
4 :; 
1 2 
4 2 
-1 5 

1 :; 
·1 5 
-1 5 
-I 5 
I 5 

5 
I 
2 

2 I 
-I 2 

o 2 
-1 2 
4 5 
4 5 
o 0 

200 
000 
200 
550 
1 0 2 

5 
o 
5 
5 
1 

525 
000 
525 
555 
000 

225 
322 
245 
5 4 5 
322 

.3 2 0 0 5 5 
2 5 5 0 2 5 
1 000 1 0 
12005 5 
Q 1 2 0 2 0 

005 1 
5 3 ~ ? 
o 0 3 2 
205 4 
o 0 0 0 

5 
2 
2 
5 
2 

I-I 
1 0 
1 0 
5 2 
5 2 

I 5 
o 2 
o 1 
o 5 
o 5 

5 2 
5 0 
o 0 
5 0 
5 0 

o 2 
o 3 
1 2 
o 0 
o 0 

1 
2 
1 
2 
1 

000 0 0 0 0 
200 5 500 
o 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2 0 0 5 5 U 0 
I 001 000 

5 
2 
2 
5 
5 

2 2 
4 2 
2 5 
1 5 
o 2 

3 
3 
5 
2 

5 
5 
5 
5 

3 
5 
5 
5 
o 
5 
o 
5 
5 
o 
5 
5 
1 
5 
5 

5 
4 
3 
5 
5 

o 
5 
5 
2 
~ 

3 
5 
2 
5 
2 

4 
5 
4 
5 
4 

5 
·1 
2 
3 
5 

I 
4 
4 
5 
3 

5 
3 
5 
1 
2 

5 
5 
o 
4 
3 

5 
3 
I 
5 
1 

o 
5 
5 
3 

5 
o 
o 
3 
3 

o 
5 
5 
5 
2 

5 
o 
5 
o 
o 
5 
3 
o 
5 
2 

5 
o 
o 
o 
o 

U 
5 
o 
5 
5 

5 
5 
5 
5 
o 
5 
5 
o 
o 
5 

o 
5 
5 
5 
o 
5 
o 
5 
o 
o 
5 
5 
o 
5 
2 

5 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 0 
5 5 
5 5 
3 3 
o 0 

I 
5 
5 
o 
5 
5 

1 0 
5 5 
2 0 
1 0 
2 0 
2 0 

2 2 
o 5 

o 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

o 0 0 2 3 3 5 5 
4 2 045 555 5 

o 2 
5 2 
o 5 
5 5 

113 83 36 30 170 162 

o 0 5 4 5 5 5 ii 5 
o I 002 5 3 0 0 
o 0 5 -I 5 5 5 5 5 
2 0 Q 4 5 5 4 4 4 

60 72 117 143 172 205 183 149 154 

ao 
63 
24 
56 
48 

a5 
51 
58 
41 
31 

63 
29 
32 
30 
3a 

17 
33 
.(.1 

46 
6 

49 
11 
55 
55 
14 

46 
51 
10 
48 
19 

45 
22 
13 
36 
32 

8 
45 
33 
39 
10 

26 
60 
48 
24 
51 
iiO 



APPENDIX C 

SUMMARY TABLE 

I II III IV V VI VII VIII IX X XI XII XIII Total 

UVC 50 115 180 65 125 65 70 75 45 45 90 70 70 1065 
Ala:- 13 35 66 20 62 39 12 18 8 7 39 61 7 387 
Alaska 35 93 153 29 59 44 50 25 11 22 42 48 35 646 
Ariz. 41 84 121 30 62 39 45 49 19 26 42 60 20 638 
Ark. 29 37 95 22 40 40 36 42 20 18 48 4 13 444 
Cal. 32 46 100 16 49 26 34 23 19 19 37 30 8 439 
Colo. 27 94 143 17 70 45 39 25 25 18 63 46 57 669 
Conn. 20 52 68 22 13 36 17 7 15 12 32 29 22 345 
Del. 44 94 135 34 77 48 51 42 21 22 60 59 22 709 
Fla. 38 103 155 31 76 52 35 32 12 22 62 51 65 734 
Ga. 35 62 129 21 54 37 33 33 16 20 34 0 43 517 
HaWaii 38 105 177 50 84 51 50 13 18 4 52 64 57 763 
Idaho 43 57 123 42 69 43 34 42 22 18 48 69 15 625 
Ill. 41 67 140 40 70 39 38 38 24 25 59 19 21 621 
Ind. 45 39 104 14 64 34 25 39 10 16 44 48 46 528 
Iowa 27 27 53 27 32 28 15 30 12 12 34 5 43 345 
Kan. 45 110 140 42 81 49 54 39 24 28 61 49 59 781 
Ky. 19 8 37 7 38 25 15 24 12 11 27 5 19 247 
La. 35 40 105 34 59 38 31 18 10 17 33 47 62 529 
Me. 7 76 81 11 51 37 22 25 14 10 33 25 18 410 
Md. 47 100 145 32 79 48 37 31 24 22 62 64 68 759 
Mass. 11 20 33 -7 29 9 25 7 8 10 26 19 14 204 
Mich. 28 39 91 22 8 14 23 30 14 13 41 66 22 411 
Minn. 24 99 99 30 53 29 26 30 16 13 46 49 46 560 
Miss. 32 22 83 9 41 30 18 15 12 11 41 5 0 319 
Mo. 15 100 58 26 2 24 17 17 8 2 6 -1 5 279 
Mont. 38 62 127 27 67 44 51 49 19 18 58 52 33 645 
Neb. 9 6 53 33 77 22 8 22 19 8 13 2 6 278 
Nev. 30 74 81 20 54 30 38 24 14 18 54 69 40 546 
N.H. 26 104 136 33 70 49 41 41 10 20 53 1 34 618 
N.J. 17 30 51 -3 47 24 31 13 13 11 16 46 25 321 
~N-.~~1-.----~4~6~~7~0--~1~2~9--~3~4'-~7~0'-~3~9--~4~8---4~-~/--~2~0~~1~8~~6~0--~6~7--~}~.5~--~663 
N.Y. 30 90 134 36 77 46 32 20 13 21 57 63 60 679 
N.C. 22 6 56 12 48 9 20 21 11 8 10 4 3 230 
N.D. 29 64 118 37 61 43 50 27 10 16 46 39 9 549 
Ohio 11 50 84 24 41 36 19 20 17 15 24 29 19 389 
Okla. 42 49 122 36 69 44 33 43 10 18 44 64 16 590 
Ore. 6 35 43 9 26 22 20 16 15 8 25 7 6 238 
Pa. 13 18 39 17 15 13 20 2J. 9 12 21 2 26 226 
R.I. 44 44 104 37 64 44 43 33 12 17 42 69 25 578 
S.C. 45 51 114 15 64 40 21 62 16 18 28 62 62 598 
S.D. 20 68 92 36 10 29 43 42 18 27 50 4 55 494 
Tenn. 39 56 119 23 66 37 45 34 13 17 42 68 17 576 
Tex. 42 96 137 45 75 50 39 45 24 27 70 64 12 726 
Utah 40 60 117 24 75 40 42 27 25 18 42 56 51 617 

11 17 13 4 2 1 19 12 19 7 19 9 7 140 Vt. 
Va. 
Wash. 
W. Va. 
Wis. 
Wyo. 
D.C. 

Total 

14 10 !l6 10 17 24 22 25 12'---=1"""'2,.----3-,..1---:-9---1--0--...;2;:..5...;;2 
47 101 142 46 71 48 50 34 22 22 60 64 30 737 
45 51 114 20 58 39 48 37 21 18 42 69 20 582 
33 35 78 25 25 32 31 25 9 19 26 55 33 426 
46 69 112 36 60 43 46 53 15 18 45 69 5 617 
30 62 99 23 51 47 16 17 6 10 51 41 17 470 

1546 2987 5104 1280 2682 1799 1658 1504 786 819 2101 2005 1423 
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ApPENDIX C (CONT) 

Table I -- Obedience to and Effect of Traffic l.aws 
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r-t 

r-t 
o 
r-t 
I 

r-t 
r-t 

fQl 

I"l 
o 
r-t 
I 

r-t 
r-I 

fQl 

'" o 
r-I 
I 

r-t 
r-I 

fQl 

8 
c.o 
o 
r-t 
I 

r-t 
r-t 

fQl 

u ..... "'. o 
r-t 
I 

M 
r-I 

fQl 

'" o 
r-I 
I 

r-I 
r-t 

fQl 

--~------~5----~5C----5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 50 
pvC 5 13 o -3 a 4 5 0 1 0 1 
Ala. 3 2 0 5 3 2 5 5 5 5 35 
Alaska 5 5 0 ·4 5 2 ~ 5 5 5 41 Adz. 

5 1 5 4 4 2 1 1 1 5. 29 
Ark. 5 2 0 3 2 2 5 5 3 5 32 
~~i~. 5 5 5 4 -3 0 2 1 3 5 27 

O 1 0 1 1 2 0 5 5 5 20 Conn. 44 
5 5 5 4 5 4 5 515 

Del. . 2 1 5 5 5 4 5 5 1 5 38 
Fla. 5 3 0 .4 5 2 S 1 5 5 3S 

.l' Ga. 5 0 5 4 5 2 5 5 2 5 38 Hawaii 
5 2 5 4 5 2 5 5 5 5 43 Idaho 41 

5 4 4 2 5 S 1 5 
Ill. ;! 5 4 5 2 5 5 5 5· 45 
Ind. 5 3 0 4 4 2 2 1 ,1 5 27 
Iowa 45 

5 5 5 4 4 2 5 5 5 5 
Kan. 0 1 0 0 0 0 5 5 3 5 19 
Ky. 3 3 0 2 5 2 5 5 5 5 35 
.~:: 1 2 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 7 

·5 5 5 4 5 3 5 5 5 5 47 
Md. 0 1 0 3 0 3 1 1 1 1 11 
Mass. 1 28 

5 1 '0 2 5 2 2 5 5 
Mich. 4 4 2 4 4 2 '2 1 1 0 24 
Minn. 32 

5 5 5 4 4 2 0 1 1 5 
Miss. 0 2 3 2 D 0 0 5 3 0 15 
Mo. 5 2 -5 3 ·1' 2 5 5 5 , 5 38 Mont. 9 

o 2 0 0 0 2 1 112 
Neb. 2 1 5 4 -3 3 5 5 3 5 30 
Nev. 5 -2 5 4 5 2 0 1 1 5 26 
N.H. 2 2 0 3 5 2 1 1 1 0 17 
~N~·J~·------~5~---45----~5~--~4~---~5----~2----~5~--~5~---g5----S5~--~ 
N.M. ·-1 2 3 5 2 5 5 1 5 30 

::~: ~ 2 0 5 5 2 1 1 1
15 

5 2229 
5 1 0 4 4 2 2 5 

N.D. 0 2 0 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 11 
Ohio 42 

5 1 5 4 5 2 5 55 5 Okla. 6 
o -3 0 2 1 1 0 1 3 1 

Ore. 2 0 21 0 1 1 1 5 13 
Pa. 0 5 4 . 5 2 5 5 5 5 44 
R.I. ~; 5 4 4 2 5 5 5 S' 45 
s.c. 0 -1 0 0 1 2 5 5 3 5 20 
S. D. -2 5 4 .5 2 5 5 5 5 39 
Tenn. ; -1 5 4 ~ . 4 5 5 5 5 42 
~~~h 5 5 5 4 5 2 5 1 3 5 40 

3 0 0 . 2 1 1 1 1 11 
Vt. ~; 0 1 2 1 1 2 3 2 i4 
Va. 5 5 5 3 5 4 5 5 5 5 47 Wash. 

5 2 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 45 W. Va. 5 33 
5 2 0 2 4 2 553 Wis. 5 () 

Wyo 5 5 5 4 5 2 5 5 5 4 
• 0 2 5 2 ,5 2 5 2 2 5 3 Q D.C. 
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uve 
Ala. 
A1ask~ 
Ariz. 
Ark. 
Cal. 
Colo. 
Conn. 
Del. 
Fla. 
Ga. 

.-I .;: 
I 

.-I 

.-I 

APPENDIX C (CONT) 

Table II Traffic Signs, Signals and Markings 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 115 
5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 0 -2 5 1 3 0 0 2 4 0 0 3 35 
4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 2 -3 5 2 5 3 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 93 
5 4 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 -3 5 5 5 3 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 84 
3 0 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 -1 -2 5 2 1 0 0 5 5 2 5 2 37 
2 0 5 5 2 5 2 1 5 5 2 -3 5 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 3 3 46 
3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 -3 5 5 2 3 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 94 
o 0 0 0 5 3 5 1 -2 5 2 0 5 5 5 3 0 2 4 4 0 3 2 52 
5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 0 -2 5 2 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 94 
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 -3 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 10j 
3 0 0 0 2 5 1 2 1 5 1 0 5 5 4 3 0 5 5 0 5 5 5 62 

Ha1.*.di 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5· 5 5 -3 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 105 
Idaho 5 4 0 0 2 5 :1 1 1 -2 2 0 -2 5 2 3 5 0 5 5 5 5 5 57 
Ill. 3 5 0 0 5 1 1 1 5 3 5 5 -2 2 4 4 5 2 3 5 0 5 5 67 
Ind. 3 0 0 0 2 1 1 1 -2 -2 5 5 -2 0 1 1 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 39 
Iowa ____ ~3~~0--~0--0~~2~~1~~1~-~1---~2--~2~~5~~0~-~2~~0--~0--17-~0~~0~~2~~5--~5--5~~2~_,,2~7 
Kan. 5 5 5 5 5 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 110 
Ky. 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 8 
La. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 5 -2 5 2 3 5 0 1 0 0 0 2 40 
Me. 0 0 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 0 5 5 5 3 5 5 4 5 4 1 2 76 
Md. 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 0 5 5 2 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 100 
Mass. 2 0 0 0 5 2 -1 1 -2 3 -1 0 5 0 1 1 0 2 0 a 0 0 2 20 
Mich. 3 0 0 0'5 5 5 1 -2 -2 2 0 -2 5 1 1 0 0 2 5 0 5 5 39 
~iinn. 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 -3.' 5 5 4 3 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 99 
l.-1iss. 3 0 0 0 2 1 1 1 -2 -2 1 0 -2 0 0 1 0 0 5 5 2 1 5 22 
M 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 ~ 5 5 2 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 -3 5 2 5 100 

. M~~t. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1'1 -2 2 5 -2 5 ,2 3 5, 0 5 5 5 5 5 62 
Neb. 0 Q 0 0- 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 1 6 
Nev. 3 5 2 4 5 5 2 3 3 1 2 -3 4 5 1 0 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 74 
N.H. 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 0 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 104 
N.J. 3 0 0 0 5 -1 1 2 -2 2 1 -1 3 0 1 1 0 0 2 5 5 1 2 30 
N.M. 5 4 0 0 5 5 1 1 2 5 2 -3 5 5 5 3 5 0 5 5 0 5 5 70 
N.Y. 3 4 5 5 5 4 3 5 3 5 3 0 5 5 4 4 5 2 5 5 0 5 5 90 
N.C. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 1 6 
N.D. 5 4 5 5 2 5 1 1 1 -2 5 5 5 5 2 3 5 0 2 4 0 0 1 64 
Ohio 3 3 0 0 5 1 2 2 0 - 5 -1 -1 5 0 1 1 0 2' 'i 5 5 2 5 50 
Okla. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2' 2 0 -2 5 2 3 5 0 5 -3 5 5 5 49 
Ore. 3 0 0 0 2 5 1 2 -2 5 1 -2 5 0 2 1 0 0 2 4 0 4 2 35 
Pa. 2 0 0 0 5 2 1 0 -2 0 -1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 4 0 2 2 18 
R.I. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 0 -2 5 2 3 0 0 5.-3 5 5 5 44 
S.C. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 0 -2 5 1 3 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 51 
S.D. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 2 -2 2 5 -2 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 2 5 68 
Tenn. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 -1 -2 5 2 3 5 ~ 5 5 5 5 5 56 
Tex. 5 5 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 0 5 5 2 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 96 
Utah 5 5 5 5 2 1 1 1 1 -2 1 -3 -2 5 2 3 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 60 
Vt. 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 5 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 17 
Va. 1 0 0 0 5 -2 1 0 -3 0 -1 0 0 0 o· 1 0 0 2 4 0 1 1 10 
Wash. 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 -3 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 101 
W. Va. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 0 -2 5 1 3 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 51 
Wis. 2 0 0 0 5 5 2 1 -2 2 2 0 -2 5 2 2 0 2 3 3 0 1 2 35 
Wyo. 5 4 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 -2 2 5 5 5 2 3 5 0 5 5 5 5 5 69 
D.C. 3 4 0 0 2 5 3 1 5 -2 2 0 5 5 2 2 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 62 
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APP.ENDIX C (CONT) 
Table III - Driving on Right Side of Roadway - Overtaking & Passing - Use of Roae,way 
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.-I .-I 
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I I 
.-I .-I 
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o 
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o 0 
t") t") 
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.-I .-I 
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t") 

I 
.-I 
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o 
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I 
~( 
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('1 
o 
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.-I 

.-I 
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~uv~e~ ____ -75 __ ~5~~5~~5~~5~~5 __ ~5~~5 __ ~5~~5~~5 __ ~~5~'~5 __ ~5~_25~~5 __ ~5~_5 5 
Ala. 1 2 2 0 2 -2 0 3 1 1 5 3 5 0 3 1 2 '0 a 
Alaska 5 5 5 5 5 1 1 5 5 5 5 3 2 5 5 5 5 5 4 
Ariz. 5 5 1 5 4 5 d 5 4 4 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 '4 
Ark. 5 5 1 5 4 0 0 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 ~ 2 5 5 4 
Cal. 5 5 1 0 4 4 1 3 3 4 5 1 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 
Colo. 5 5 5 5 4 5 3 5 5 5 5 1 5 5 2 -2 5 5 4 
Conn. 1 2 2 -2 2 2 0 5 1 4 3 1 5 1 2 2 5 0 4 
Del. 5 5 5 5 4 5 3 5 5 5 5 1 3 1 2 2 5 5 4 
Fla. 5 So 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 2 2 2 5 4 
Ga. 5 5 1 5 4 5 3 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
HawiL~'i:---~5--~5--~5~~5~~5---75--~5~'--~5~~5--~5--~5~~3~~5--~5~~5~~5~~5--~5--~5 
Idaho 5 5 1 5 4 5 0 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
Ill. 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 3 4 5 5 3 5 5 2 5 5 0 3 
Ind. 5 5 1 5 4 5 0 5 5 5 5 -2 3 3 2 2 5 5 4 
Iowa -3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 5 5 -2 3' 3 2 1 5 1 0 
Ran. 5 5 5 5 4 5 3 5 5 5 5 3 2 5 2 2 5 5 4 
Ky. 1 1 2 0 0 1 0 3 1 1 5 -2 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 
La. 5 5 1 0 4 -2 3 5 4 5 5 2 3 2 2 2 5 5 4 
Me. 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 2. 5 4 
Md. 5 5 5 5 4 -1 5 5 2 5 5 3 5 5 2 2 5 5 4 
Mass. 1 1 2 0 0 -2 0 1 2 5 3 1 0 0 3 1 -1 0 0 
Mich. 5 5 4 5 0 -2 3 3 -1 5 5 .2 5 1 2 2 0 5 4 
Minn. 5 5 1 5 4 0 0 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 1 2 1 4 

. Miss. 5 5 1 5 4 0 0 5 5 5 5 -2 3 3 2 2 5 1 0 
Mo. 5 5 1 0 4 -2 0 3 1 5 5 -2, 5 1 2 2 5 5 0 
Mon t • 5 5 1 5 - 4 5 0 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
Neb. 2 2 1 0 2 3 0 3 i S 3 3 5 3 2 2 1 5 0 
Nev. 2 3 1 3 3 -2 0 4 ~ 5 1 1 2 1 2 2 5 5 4 
N.H. 5 5 5 5 4 5 3 5 5 5 5 -1 0 5 2 2 5 5 4 
N.J. 1 2 2 0 2 1 0 3 1 1 5 0 5 1 2 1 1 0 2 
N.M. 5 5 1 5 4 5 0 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
·N.Y. 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 2 2 0 5 4 
N.C. 5 5 5 5 4 5 3 3 l', 3 -2 1 0 1 2 1 2 0 0 
N.D. 5 5 1 5 4 4 0 5 3 5 5 3 1 3 2 2 5 5 4 
Ohio 5 5 5 . 5 4 0 2 4 1 4 5 1 3 1· 2 2 1 2 3 
Okla. 5 5 1 5 4 5 0 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
Ore. 1 2 1 0 -1 -2 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 1 2 2 2 0 4 
Pa. 1 2 2' 1 2 -2 0 3 1 1 5 1 0 1 3 1 1 0 4 
R. I • 5 5 1 5 4 5 0 5, 1 5 5 1 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
S.c. 5 5 1 5 4 5 0 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
S.D. -1 2 2 0 2 -2 0 3 2 4 5 3 2 1 5 5 5 5 4 
Tenn. 5 5 1 5 4 5 o· 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 2. 1 5 5 4 
Tex. 5 5 1 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 2 0 5 1 4 
Utah 5 5 1 5 4 5 () 5 5 5 5, 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
vt. 0 0 o. 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 2 0 0 0 
Va. -1 2 2 0 2 1 0 3 1 5 1 3. 5 1 3 3 1 0 1 
Wash. 5 5 5 5 4 1 3 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 2 2 5 5 4 
W. Va. 5 5 1 5 4 5 0 5 1 5 5 3 5 3 2 2 5 5 4 
Wis. 4 2 2 3 4 5 2 5 1 5 5 4 5 1 4 2 1 n 0 
Wyo. 5 5 1 5 4 1 0 5 5 5 5 3' 5 3 2 2 5 " 4 
_D_. c-.----.;..5_...;5~_=1_~5::._._.::4 __ 5=__~O:..__=.5_..,;5~ _ _25_....:5L____13!..... ___ ~5_j2L.22 __ "';2L-:;~.o~ . ....L....-i. 
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APPENDIX C (CaNT) 
Table III - continued 
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UVC 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 18Q 
Ala. 4 0 0 2 2 5 5 4 2 2 0 4 1 0 1 4 1 66 
Alas]{a 4 4 3 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 2 5 5 3 3 153 
Ariz. 4 0 0 2 2 5 5 5 2 2 0 5 5 5 1 5 1 121 
Ark. 1 2 0 0 2 5 5 4 0 1 0 5 1 ,0 0 0 0 9

5 

Cal. 2 1 1 5 5 0 2 4 2 2 0 2 1 1 1 1 2 100 
, 010. 0 4 0 2 2 5 5 5 5 ,5 5 5 5 5 3 5 1 143 
Conn. 2 0 0 2 1 2 2 5 0 4 0 3 1 2 1 3 0 68 ' 
bel. 4 5. 0 2 2 5 5 5 2 3 5 5 2 5 4 5 1. 135 
Fla. 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 5 1 4 2 155 
Ga • .T 4 a 0 2 2 5 5' 5 2 5 5 5 1 5 1 3 2 129 
Hawaii 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 177 
Idaho 4 0 0 2 2 5 5 5 2 2 0 5 5 5 1 5 1 123 
Ill. 4 -3 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 5 1 3 2 140 
Ind. 2 0 0 2 2 5 2 5 2 1 0 4 1 5 1 4 1 104 
Iowa 1 2 0 0 2 5 2 4 2 1 0 5 1 1 0 0 1 53 
Kan. 4 5 5 5 5 5 2 4 2 5 0 '5 1 5 1 1 5 140 
Ky. 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 2 1 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 3

7 

La. 4 5 0 2 2 5 5 5 0 1 0 5 1 5 1 3 1 105 
Me. 0 0 0 0 2 5 5 . 4 5 2 5 5 2 1 1 4 1 81 
Md~ 4 5 2 2 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 3 2 145 Mis=S=.----_,1---71--~On--,1~-,1--~1--~2~~2~~O~~O--~O~~2~~1--~O---2~~O~~2----~3~3 
Mich. 2 0 0 2 2 5 5 5 1 2· 0 5 2 0 1 4 2 91 
,Minn. 2 2 0 0 2 5 5 5 2 1 0 5 1 0 2 3 3 99 
Miss. 1 2 0 0 2 5 2 5 2 1 0 5 1 0 1 0 2 83 
Mo. 0 0 0 -0 0 0 2 5 2 2 0 -2 1 2 1 0 0 58 
Mont. 4 5 Q. 2 2 5 5 5 2- ~ 0 5 4 5 1 5 1 127 
Neb. 0 0 0 0 0 0 -2 1 0 0 O· 4 1 0 1 3 2 53 
Nev. 3 3 5 0 2 5 4 5 1 0 0 4 1 2 1 1 1 81 
N.H. 1 1 ,1 2 2 5 5 5 5 55 5 '5 5 5 5 0 136 

::~~:-:--__ ~~----~;---;~~;~~~--~~--~~~~;~~;~--~;---~~~;~-·~i~~~--~i~--~:--~~~---l~;~~ 
N.Y. 0 2 3 0 2 4 5 5 5 3 3 5 5 5 5 2 1 134 
N.C. 2 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 1 1 0 56 
N.D. .4 5 0 2 2 5 5 5· 2 2 0 5 2 5 1 5 1 118 
Ohio 2 0 0 2 2 5 2 1 2 1 0 2 2, 3 1 2 2 84 
Okla. 4 5 0 2 2 55 5 2 2 0 5 2 2 1 5 1 122 
Ore. 0 0 0' 0 0 0 2 5 1 0 0 4 1 0 1 0 2 43 
Pa. 1 1 0 0 0' 0 0 0 0' 0 0 4 1 0 3 0 2 39 
R.I. 4 0 0 2 2 5 5 5 2 2 0 2 1 0 1 4 1 104 
S.C. 40 0 2 2 5 5 5 2 2 0 5 2 ~ 1 0 0 114 
S.D. 4 5 0 0 0 0 5 5 2 2 0 5 5 5 1 5 1 92 
Tenn. 4 0 0 2 2 5 5 5 2 2 0 5 2 5 1 5 1 119 
Tex. 4· 5 4 2 2 5' 5 4 5 2 5 1 5 5 3 4 1 137 
utah 4. 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 2 1 0 5 1 5 -1 0 1 117 
vt. 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 13 
Va. 0 1 1, :2 2 5 2 5 .1 .,-1 0 ,2 1 0 0 0 2 56 
wash. 2 5 0 2 2 5 5" 5 .5 5 5 5 5 5 2 4 1 142 
W. Va. 4 0 0 2 2 5 5 5 2 2 0, 5 1 4 ,1.' 5 1 114 

:~~: ~~; ~ ; ~ ~ ; ; ~ ; g , ~ i' ~ i ; i li~ 
p.e. 0 0 0 0 2 5 5 5 0 2 0 '5 0 0 1 5 0 99 
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APPENDIX C (CaNT) 
Table IV -- Right of Way 
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UVC 5 5 5 5 5 Ala. 3 1 5 0 1 ~ ~ 5 5 5 5 5 5 65 

A1 
0 2 ? 4 

aska 3 3 4 5 2. 3 4 3 - 2 0 20 
Ariz. 5 2 2 0 -1 3 4 0 2 -2 2 0 0 29 
Ark. -3 2 1 5 1 3 1 2 3 5 5 0 30 
Ca1.-3 2 1 0 1 3 -1 3 2 -3 5 5 0 22 
Colo. -3 2 5 0 1 3 2 0 4 2 4 3 0 16 
Conn. 2 1 2 0 2 -1 4 ~ 2 -3 5 0 0 17 
Del. -3 5 5 4 2 3 1 0 2 5 5 0 0 22 
Fla. _~ 1 5 5 4 5 4 3 2 5 5 5 0 34 

.T Ga. -3 2 1 0 1, 2 3 -3 2 5 0 31 
Hawaii 5 5 5 5 4 5 : 0 2 2 5 5 0 21 
Idaho 5 5 2 S 1 3 1 ~ 4 2 2 5 0 50 
Ill. 3 5 3 5 4 3 5 5 2 5 5 5 0 42 
Ind. -3 2 1 :2 1 Ci 1 3 -2 1 5 0 40 
IQwa 3 2 2 0 2 2 2 ; 2 -3 5 5 0 14 
Kan. -3 2 5 5 4 3 4 2 -2 5 5 2 27 
Ky. -2 1 0 0 -1 0 2 ~ 5 5 4 5 0 42 
La. ,-3 2 2 5 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 1 0 7 
He. 1 1 0 0 -2 3 2 0 3 5 5 5 0 34 
Md. 1 2 5 0 2 3 1 3 3 2 1 0 0 11 
Mass. -3 2 0 0 -3 -3 1 2 3 5 2 5 0 32 
Mich. 2 2 1 \) 2 2 -3 -2 0 0 -7 
Minn. '2 3 5 (I 1 ~ ; a ' 2 2 5 5 0 22 
Miss. -3 2 1 1 ' 1 1 2 2 5 5 0 30 o -2 0 :2 3 5 
Mo. -3 1- 3 5 4 5' 3 - . 5 0 9 
MOrit. 5 2 1 0 1 5 3 -2 2 0 0 26 

N b 
3 . -2 " 0 2 5 5 5 

e. -2 2 5 0 4 5 4 5 0 27 
Nev. -3 3 1 I) 1 3 1 3 -3 5 5 0 33 
N.H. -3 '2 5 5 4 3 4 3

3 
2 5 4 0 0 20 

N J 3 
2 -2 5 5 0 

•• _ 0 1 0 -3 33 

N
" M -3 -3 -3 :2 2 4 3 0 
", -3 2 1 5 4 -3 

., N. Y. . -3 5 5 0 4 3 4 3 2 3 5 5 0 34 
N.C. -2 1 1 0 1 5 ,4 5 3 3 2 3 0 36 

ND 
0 .1 0 2 2 4 2 

•• 2 ? 2 5 3 3 4 0 12 
Ohio 2 2 2 0 2 2 1 3 2 -2 5 S' 0 37 
Okla. 3 2 1 5 1 3 1 ~ 3 2 5 3 0 24 
Ore. 2 '2 1 0 -1 0 -1 0 2 5 5 5 0 36 
Pa. 3 tl 2 0 0 -1 4 0 2 -3 5 :2 0 9 
R.I. -3 2 1 5 4 5 3 5 2 -3 4 2 .0 17 
S.C. -3 2 1 0 1 3 2 0 2 3 5 5 0 37 
S.D. 3 1 1 5 3 5 1 1 2 -3 5 5 0 15 
Tenn. -3 2 1 0 1 3 2 0 3 1 4 5 3 36 
Tex. 1 2 5 5 4 2 5 5 5 a 23 
Ut,ah -3 2 2 0 2 ~ 1 ; 3 5 5 5 a 45 

y.V~t~.~ __ ~1 __ ~1r-__ jO __ -l0r' __ -]2_"-l0r-~~2~, __ .~o~ __ ~2 __ ~2~~~5~~S~ __ ~O~_244 Va. 3 I 2 0 0 0 -1, -1 0 0 o -1 0 3 
Wash. 2 3 5 5 4 3 4 3 . -3 3 2 0 10 
W. Va. -3 2 1 0 2 2 5 5 S 0 46 
Wis. 3 2 3 0 1 ; ~ 0 2 3 5 5 0 20 
Wyo. -3 2 1 5 4 1 4 -3'.4 3 2 25 
p.c. -3 2 1 0 4 0

3 
1
43 

1 2 5 5 5 0 36 2' 5 5 5 0 23 
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WC 
Ala. 
Alaska 
Ariz. 
Ark. 
Cal. 
Colo. 
Conn. 
Del. 

.l'Fla. 
Ga. 
Hawaii 
Idaho 
Ill. 
Ind. 
Iowa 
Kan. 
Ky. 
La. 
Me. 
Md. 
Nass. 
Mich. 
Minn. 
Miss. 
Mo. 
Nont. -
Neb. 
Nev. 
N.H. 
N.J •. 
N.M. 
N.Y. 
N.C. 
N.D. 
Ohio 
Okla. 
Ore. 
Pa. 
R.I. 
S.C. 
S.D. 
Tenn. 
Tex. 
Utah 
yt. 
Va. 
Wash. 
W. Va. 
Wis. 
Wyo. 
D.C. 
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Table V 

e ~ 
r-f' N 
O· 0 
11'1 11'1 
t t 

r-f r-f 
r-f r-f 

fQ.I fQ.I 

5 5 
3 5 
3 5 
3 5 
3 1 
o 1 
5 5 
o 0 
3 5 
5 1 
3 5 
5 5 
3 5 
5 5 
3 5 
3 1 
5 5 
3 1 
3 5 
o 5 
3 5 
o 1 
o 0 
3 5 
3 1 
o 0 
3 5 
5 5 
o 5 
.3 5 
o 1 
3 5 
3 5 
3 1 
3 5 
o 1 
3 5 
o 1 
o -1 
3 5 
3 5 
o -1 
3 5 
3 5 
3 5 
o 0 
o -1 
3 5 
3 5 
o 1 
3 5 
3. 5 
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APPENDIX C (CONT) 
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Table VI -- Turning and starting and Signals on Stopping and Turning 
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\0 
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I I 

.-I .-I 

.-I .-I 

COl COl 

-~ .. -------------.,...------.,,----.,...------.,,----.,...---::~----~ UVC __ 5~ __ 5~ __ ~5~_~5 ___ 5~_~5~_~5_~5~_~5~_~5 ___ 5~_~5~_~5 _____ 6~5 
Ala. 4 2 3 a 5 5 1 4· 5 a 4 1 5 39 
Alaska 4 2 3 0 5 1 3 2 5 4 5 5 5 44 
Ariz. 4 2 3 0 5 5 1 4 5 0 4 ! 5 39 
Ark. 4 1 0 0 5, 5 1 4 5 0 5 5 5 40 
Cal. 1 1 3 0 1 3 1 4 4 0 2 2 4 26 
Colo. 4 2 3 0 2 5 3 2 5 4 5 5 5 45 
Conn. 2 1 3 0 5 23 4 5 2 2 4 3 36 
Del. 4 2 3 0 5 5 3 4 5 3 4 5 5 48 
Fla. 4 3 3 5 5 5 1 4 5 2 5 5 5 52 
-Ga. 4 2 3 0 ! 5 1 4 5 0 4 3 5 37 
'Hawaii 4 3 3 0 5 5 3 4 5 4 5 5 5 51 
Idaho 4 2 3 0 5 5 1 4 5 0 4 5 5 43 
Ill. 4 3 3 0 5 5 3 2 5 2 2 0 5 39 
Ind. 4 1 3 0 2 5 1 2 5 0 4 2 5 34 
Iowa 4 1 3 0 5 5 1 2 5 0 1 a 1 28 
Kan. 4 3 3 0 5 5 3 4 5· 2 5 5 5 49 
l<y. -1 1 0 0 5 2 1 4 5, 0 2 1 5 2 5 
L~ 4 2 2 a 5 5 2 1 5 4 5 1 2 38 
Me. 4 2 3 0 5 3 1 4 5 0 4 1 5 37 
~M~d~. ___ ~4~ __ .~2~ __ ~3_~3~ __ ~5~ __ ~2_~1~ __ ~4 __ ~5 ____ 4~ __ ~5 __ ~5 __ .~~~ 
Mass. 1 1 a 0 -1 1 1 a 1 0 2 0 3 9 
Mich. 4 1 3 0 0 2 2 0 1 0 2 2 -3 14 
Minn. 4 2 3 0 1 5 1 4 2 0 2 1 4 2~ 
Miss. 4 1 3 0 5 5 '1 1 5 0 2 1 2 30 
~~~o~. ______ 4~ __ ~1~~~~?_~5~_~2_~0~ __ ~3_~0~_~1~_~0_~2~_~2~ __ ~1~ __ ~247 
Mont. 4 2 3 0 5 5 1 4 5 0 5 5 5 44 
Neb. 4 3 3 0 0 a 1 1 '2 0 2 1 5 22 
Nev. 4 2- 0 0 5 1 1 4 3 0 5 1 4 30 
N.H. 4 2 3' 0 5 5 3 4 5 4. 4 5 5 49 
N.J. 4 2 2 0 2 1 1 4 1 O. 2 1 4 24 
N.M. 4 2 3 a 1 5 1 4 50 4 5 5 39 

, N. Y. 4 2 3 0 5 5 3 4 5 3 5 2 5 46 
N.C. 1 -3 1 0 0 2 1 1 1 0 2 1 2 9 
N. D. 4 2' 3 0 5 5 1 4 5 0 4 5 5 43 
Ohio 4 2 3 0 5 5 1 1 1 a 4 5 5 36 
·Okla. 4 2 3 0 5 5 1 4 5 0 5 5 5 44 
Ore. 1 1 3 0 1 2 1 3 1 0 2 2 5 22 
Pa. 1 1 1 0 0 2 2 2 1 2 -2 0 3 13 
R. I • ' 4 2 3 0 5 5 1 4 5 0 5 5 5 44 
.S. C. 4 2 :'I 0 5 5 1 4 5 a 5 1 5 40 
S.D. 1 3 1 a 5 2 1 a 5 3 i 1 5 29 
Tenn. .4 2 3 0 5 2 1 1 5 2 4 5 3 37 
Tex. 4 3 3 0 5 5 3 4 5 3 5 5 5 50 
Utah 4 2 3 0 . 5 5 3 1 5 0 2 5 5 40 
Vt. -1 -3 a a . 0 0 2 1 1 0 4 0 -3 1 
Va. 4 2 3 0 2 2 1" 1 l' 2 2 1 3 24 
Wash. 4 3 3 0 2 5 . 3 4 5 4 5 5' 5 48 
W. Va. 4 2 3 0 5" 5 1 4 5 0 4 1 5 39 
Wis. 5 4 3 0 1 2 1 3 5 0 2 1 5 32 
Wyo. 4 2 3 0 5 5 1 4 5 0 4 5 5 43 
D.C. 4 1 3 5 5 5 1 4 5 0 4 5 5 47 
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Table VII -- Special Stops Required 
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I I 

.-I .-I 

.-I r-I 
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5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 70 
Ala. 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 2 5 0 1 0 0 
Alaska 4 5 2 5 1 1 5 2 5 5 5 2 3 ~. ~~ 
Ariz. 5 5 5 5 1 1 2, 2 5 0 2 2 5 5 45 
Ark. 5 5 2 5 1 1 5 2 5 0 1 -2 5 1 36 
Cal. 2 2 1 5 2 2 0 0 5 5 2 3 2 3 34 
Colo. 5 5 2 5 2 1 2 2 5 5 2 -2 2 
Conn. 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 2 0 2 2 -2 5 ~ i; 
Del. 4 5 • 5 5 1 1 5 1 5 5 5 2 5 2 51 
F1aJ 5 0 1 5 1 1 5 5 5 2 2 0 2 1 35 
Ga~'~r-!4~ _____ ~0_~5~ __ f5 __ ~1~ __ 1~'_'~2~_2~ __ ~5~ __ ~0 __ ~2~-=_~1 __ ~2~ __ ~_~~ 
Hawaii!) 5 3 5 1 1 0 3 5 5 5 2 5 ; ;~ 
Iaaho 5 5 5 5 1 1 5 2 0 1 2 -2 5 -1 34 
!1l. 4 0 0 5 1 2 2 4 5 5 5 -2 5 2 38 
Ind. 4 0 2 3 1 1 2 2 5 0 1 2 1 1 
Iowa 1 0 2 2 1 1 2 1 5 -3 2 2 0 -1 25 
K.m. 5 5 5 5 1 2 5 5 5 2 5 0 54;! 
Ky. 1 0 1 2 2 1 0 0 5 0 1 -1 1 2 15 
La. 4 5 3 1 1 1 2 1 0 2 5 -1 2 5 31 
Me. 1 2 ,1 1 3 2 0 0 5 0 2 -2 5 2 22 
Md. 5 0 5 5 0 1 5 1 0 5 2 -2 5 5 
Mass. 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1, 5 5 5 0 5 1 ~~ 
Micn. 1 0 1 3 1 1 2 1 5 5 2 -2 2 1 23 
Minn. 1 0 2 1 1 1 2 2 5 5 2 -2 5 1 26 
Miss. 1 0 2 2 1 ~ 2 2 5 ·0 1 0 1 0 18 
Mo. 0 0 0 - 2 1 2 0 ,0 5 2 2' -1 5 -1 17 
Mont.---t5--~5~--f3--~5~--1~--~l~--5~~~2~'·~~5-----:5~--~2~~2~--~5--~~5~--15Ll 

, Neb. 1 0 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 -3 2 0 0 2 8 
Nev. 1 5 2 5 2 1 5 0 5 5 2 1 1 3 38 
N.H. 5 5 3 5 1 1 5 2 5 0 2 2 5 0 
N.J. 5 5 0 '5 0 1 2 1 5 0 1 2 3 1 ~i 
N.M. 5 5 5 5 2 1 S 2 5 2 5 -1 2 5 48 
N. Y. 2 5 2 5' 1 1 2 1 5 2 2 2 2 0 32 
N.C. 1 0 2 3 4 1 0 0 ? 1 2 -1 1 1 20 
N.D. 4 5 3 5 1 l. 2 2 5 5 5 2 5 5 50 
Ohio 1 0 1 1 2 1 2 1 5 0 2 0 2 
Okla. 5 5 0 5 ' 1 1 0 2 5 0 -3 2 5 ; ;; 
Ore. 1 0 2 2 2 1 2 1 5 2 2 -1 2 -1 20 
Pa. 1 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 5 0 1 2 5 1 20 
R~ I. 5 5 5 5 1 1 5 2 0 5 2 0 5 2 43 
S.C. 0 0 1 5 1 -1 0 2' 5 0 2 0 2 4 21 
S. D. 2 0 5 1 1 1, 1· 5 5 5 5 2 5 5 43 
Tenn. 5 5 5 5 1 l' 2 2 5 0 5 2 2 5 45 
Tex. 4 0 3 2 3 1 5 2 5 5 5 -1 0 5 39 
Utah 4 5 2 .3 2 2· 5 2 5 5 2 1 2 2 42 
Vt. 1 0 2 2 1 1 '0 0 5 '5 2 2 3 0 19 
Va. 2 5 0 3 1 1 2 1 5 a 1 -2 1 2 
Wash. 5 5 3 5 1 1 5 2 5 5 5 3 2 3 ~~ 
W. Va. 5 5 5 5 1 1 5 2 5 2 -1 3 5 
Wis. 1 5 1 5 0 1 0 1 5 . 5 ; -2 5 2 ~~ 
Wyo. 5 5 5 5 1 -1 5 2 0 5 5 -1 5 5 46 
D.C. 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 5 2 -2 2 2 16 
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Table VIII ~- Speed Restrictions 
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UVC 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 75 
Ala. 2 -1 1 0 3 1 2 3 3 ' 0 0 2 2 0 0 18 
Alaska 3 3 0 0 1 1 5 . 3 2 2 2 2 0 0 1, 25 
Ariz. 3 -2 2 5 5 5 2 2 5 0 5 4 3 5 5 49 
Ark. 3 -1 5 0 1 1 5 2 5 5 5 4 3 3 r 42 
Cal. 2 -1 2 0 1 2 3 3 0 2 2 2 3 0 2 23 
Colo. 3 -2 1 0 2 1 5 2 0 0 0 4 3 3 3 25 
Conn. 2 -1 0 0 -1 1 4 0 0 COO 0 0 2 7 
Del. 3 5 2 0 5 1 5 2 5 5 1 4 2 0 2 42 
Fla. 3 5. 2 5 1 1 4 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 32 
Ga. ~ __ ~3 ____ 5~ ___ ~2~ ___ ~5 _____ 1~ ___ ~1~~~2 ___ ~0~ ___ ~5~ __ ~O __ ~0~ ___ ~4~ __ ~3~~0 _____ 2~~3~3 
~ii 3 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 13 
Idaho 3 -2 5 5 3 3 2 2 5 0 1 4 3 3 5 42 
Ill. 3 5 5 0 1 3 5 5 0 0 1 4 2 3 1 38 
Ind. 3 5 5 0 5 3 2 5 0 0 0 4 3 3 1 39 
Iowa 2 5 1 5 2 1 2 0 0 2 0 2 3 3 2 30 
Kan • 3 5 1 5 3 1 5 2 0 0 0 4 2 3 5 39 
Ky. 1 5 2 5 1 1 4 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 2 24 
La. 1 5 0 0 3 1 2 4 0 2 0 0 C' 0 0 18 
Ma. 1 5 2 0 -1 1 5 3 5 2 0 0 2 0 0 25 
Md. 3 5 1 0 1 3 2 2 0 5 0 2 5 0 2 31 
Mass. 2 -2 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 7 
Mich. 1 -1 2 5 1 1 2 3 2 2 0 4 3 3 2 30 
l-1inn. 3 -1 5 5 2 1 2 3 0 0 0 4 3 3 0 30 

'1-1iss. 1 5 0 0 1 1 0 O' 0 0 0 4 .3 0 0 15 
Mo. 1 5 0 5 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 17 

'Mont. 2 5 5 5 3 3 2 2 5 3 5 4 3 0 2 49 
Neb. '3 -1 1 5 1 '1 2 3 0 0 0, 3 2 0 2 22 
Nev. 1 2 COl 1 5 5 0 0 5 4 -0 0 0 24 
N.H. 2 -1 3 0 2 3 5 1 5 5 5· 4 2 3 2 41 
N.J. 1 -2 2 0 3 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 13 
~N~.~M~.--~1~-~'--~2--~5~--~3--~1~--~5--~2~--~5--~0~--~3~· --~4~'--~3--~3~--~5~-4~7 

N. Y. 2 ?,i 0 0 1 1 5 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 20 
N.C. 2 5 1 0 1 2 1 4 '0 2 0 0 0 2 1 21 
N. D.. 1 5 2 5 1 1 5 1 0 0 0 ' 4 2 0 0 27 
Ohio .l -2 1 5 2 1 - 3 2 0 0 0 4 2 0 1 20 
Okla. 2 5 0 5 3 3 5 . 2 1 0 3 . 4 5 5 0 43 
Ore. 1 -1 2 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 4 3 0 2 16 
Pat 1 5 2 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 3 2 0 2 21 
R. I • 3 -2 2 5 3 2 2 0 5 0 5 4 0 3 1 33 
S.C. 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4. 3 0 2 62 
s. D. 1 5 5 5 1 1 5 :2 0 2 5 3 2 0 5 42 
Tenn. 0 5 0 5 1 1 , 5 2 1 0 5 . 4 3 0 2 34 
Tex. 3 -2 5 5 11 5 5 5 2 5 3 2 0 5 45 
utah 3 -2 2 5 2 1 2 2 0 0 0 4 3 3 2 27 

. vt. 0 5 0 () 2 1 0 0' 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 12 
Va. 1 5 2 0 1 15 3 0 2 0 4 0 0 1 25 

. Wash. 3 2 0 ' 0 1 3 .,3 5 0 0 3 3 5 5 1 34 
W. Va. 3 5 2 0 3 2 5 2' 0 0 3 4 3 3 2 37 
Wis. 3 5 1 5 1 1 5 0 0 "0 2 0 0 0 2 25 
Wyo. 1 5 5 0 5 4 5 2 5 0 5 4 5 5 2 53 
D.C. 3 5 2 0 2 0 5 0 0 ·0 0 0 0 0 0 17 
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Ala. 
Alaska 
Ariz. 
Ar~. 
Cal. 
Colo. 
Conn. 
Del. 
Fla. 
Ga. 
Hawaii 
Idaho 
Ill. 
~nd. 
Iowa 
Kan. 
Ky. 
La. 
Me. 
Md. 
Mass. 
Mich. 
Minn. 
Miss. 
Mo. 
Mont. 
Neb. 
Nevada 
N.H. 
N.J. 
N.M. 
N.Y. 
N.C. 
N.D. 
Ohio 
Okla. 
Ore. 
Pat 
R.I. 
3.C. 
S.D. 
Tenn. 
Tex. 
Utah 
Vt. 
Va. 
Wash. 
W. Va. 
Wis. 
Wyo. 
D.C. 
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o 
0\ 
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2 
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3 
2 
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2 
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1 
2 
2 
3 
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5 
2 
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1 
2 
1 
1 
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1 
1, 
2 
1 
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Table IX -- Serious Traffic Offenses 
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fOl 
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o 
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o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
4 
o 
o 
o 
4 
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o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
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o 
o 
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o 
o 
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o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
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N 
o 
0'1 
I 

r-l 
r-l 

fOl 

5 
1 
2 
3 
3 
2 
4 
2 
2 
1 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 
3 
3 
2 
2 
5 
1 
2 • 
3 
3 
1 
1 
3 
2 
1 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
4 
2 
2 
2 
1 
3 
2 
1 
1 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
1 
2 

M 

N 
o 
0'1 
I 

r-l 
r-l 

COl 

5 
1 

'1 
5 
5 
3 
5 
3 
3 
1 
5 
4 
5 
5 
1 
3 
5 
3 
1 
3 
5 
]. 

1 
1 
2 
4 
5 
3 
1 
1 
1 
5 
1 
4 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
3 
1 
5 
5 
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5 
5 
1 
4 
1 

105 

N 
o 
0'1 
I 

r-I 
r-I 

fOl 

5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
3 
3 
o 
o 
o 
4 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
1 
,0. 
t} 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

,0 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
(I 

o 

N 
o 
0'1 
I 

r-I 
r-l 

fOl 

5 
o 
o 
3 
3 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
3 
3 
3 
3 

-1 
-2 

3 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

• 3 
3 
o 
3 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
o 
3 
3 
o 
3 
o 

H 
H 

8· 
r-l . 
N 
o 
0'1 
I 

r-l 
r-l 

5 
5 
5 
1 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
5 
5 
4 
4 
5 
5 
5 
5 
1 
5 
4 
4 
1 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
4 
5' 
5 . 

1 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
1 
1 
1 

M 
o 
0'1 
I 

r-l 
r-l 

fOl 

5 
o 
o 
2 
1 
2 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
2 
2 
o 
1 
o 
2 
2 
o 
2 
1 
o 
1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
1 
1 
2 
2 
o 
1 
4 
1 
1 
o 
1 
1 
1 
o 
4 
1 
1 
o 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

5 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
5 
o 
3 
2 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
5 
o 
o 
o 
5 
2 
3 

,0 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
3 
o 
2 
2 
3 
o 
5 
3 
2 
2 
3 
o 
2 
o 
o 

45 
8 

11 
19 

, 20 
19 
25 
15 
21 
12 
16 
18 
22 
24 
10 
12 
24 
12 
10 
14 
24 
8 

14 
16 
12 

8 
19 
19 
14 
10 
13 
20 
13 
11 
10 
17 
10 
15 

9 
12 
16 
18 
13 
24 
25 
19 
12 
22 
21 

9 
15 
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d ' and Parking 

stopping, stan ~ng 
'l'able X --

A --r-l 
o 
o 
.-I 
I 

.-I 
r-l 

~ e-
N 
o 
o 
.-I 
I 

.-I 

.-I 

COl 

M 
o 
o 
.-I 
I 

.-I 
.-I 

COl 
COl COl 

0:1' 
o 
o 
.-I 
I 

.-I 

.-I 

COl 

uve ; 1 3 0 0 1 ~ 3 0 22 
Ala. 4 2 3 4 1 4 26 

55 555 00 7 

Alaska 1 2 4 5 5 1 1 1 4 18 
Ariz. 4 ; 4 1 0 1 1 2 4 19 

:A~r~k~' ______ ~~~--~2~---12----12~--~o3~--~11-----§ 3 4 18 
,Ea1. :2 2 0 3 12 
. Co10. 1 ~ 1 2 1 1 1 3 4 22 
Conn. 1 2 3 ,2 3 1 3 3 (] 0 22 
Pel. 1 2 4 2 0 4 3 1 4 20 
:Fla. 4 4 2 1 1 1 0 4 4 Ga. 4. 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 18 
Hawaii 0 ~ 4 1 0 1 1 3 4 ~5 
Idaho 4 2 3 2 5 1 1 0 4 16 
Ill. 4 2 3 1 0 1 1 1 0 12 
Ind. 4 2 4 1 O· 1 1 3 4 28 

MO.' 0 - 2 4 1 . O· 1 1 0 0 8 
Mont. 4 2 3 O. 0 . 1 0 1 4 18 
Neb. - ! 2 3 2 0 1 i 3 4 20 
Nev. . 2 1 '0 1 4 1 0 11 
N.H. _----J~L_~_i1----~2~--~2r_---1~---i1~--~it_--~l:_--~4r_--~~18 
N.J· . 4 2 4 1 0 i 3 2 2 21 
N.M. - 2 3 2 0 3 0 0 8 
.N.Y.. 4 2 3 0 0 1 0 1 4 16 
N.C. ; 2 4 1· 0 1 i 1 0 15 
N.D. 4 2 0 1 1 4 18 
Ohio 4 2 4 1 0 . 1 1 0 a 

Iowa 2 2 4 2 5 4 2 0 0 11 
Kan. 2 2 4 2 0 1 0 0 4 17 
Ky. ! 2 4 1 O. 1 ~ 0 0 10 
La. 2 2 3 2 1 o· 3 3 4 22 
Me. 2 0 1 1 4 0 0 10 
Mo. 4 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 3 13 
"Mass. 1 1 2 2 0 1 1 1 0 13 
Mien. 2 4 2 0 1 1 0 11 
Minn. 2 . ; 4 1 0 1 1 ~ 0 2 
MiEis. 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 4 18 

S.C. 4 ~ 3 1 5 4 3 i 3 17 
S.D. 2 2 3 2 0 1 1 2 4 27 
Tenn. 4 2 4 2 3 4 2 1 4 18 
Tex. 4 2 4 1 Q 1 1 0 0 . 7 
utah 4 1 2 2 0 1 0 1 2 12 
vt. i 1 2 2 1 . ~ ; 3 4 . 22 
Va. 1 2 4 1 0 1 '4 18 
Wash. 4 2 4 1 0' 1 1 19 
W. va. 2 0 2 3 2 4 

2 2 2 1 18 Wis. 1 '1 4 
wyo. . 4 2 4 1 O. 2 3 1 0 10 

00 220 
D.C. 
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'l'able XI -- Miscellaneous Rules 

m :a 
~ ~ 

M <:l' <:l' 
000 
"""' r-I ro1 
.-I r-I r-I 
I I I 

r-I r-I r-I 
r-I r-I r-I 

IIJl IIJl IIJl 

to 
o 
r-I 
r-I 
I 

r-I 
r-I 

IIJl 

\P I'- co 0'1 
o 0 0 0 
.-I .-I r-I .-I 
r-I r-I r-I r-I 
I I I I 

.-I r-I r-I r-I 

.-I ..; ..; r-I 

IIJl IIJl IIJl IIJl 

o 
r-I 
..; 
.-I 
I 

r-I 
..; 

IIJl 

Iii'~ 
r-I 'r-I .-I 
..; r-I ..; 
..; .-I .-I 
r-I r-I '''; 
I I I 

r-I .-I r-I 
..; .-I .-I 

COl 

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 90 
o 0 0 5 5 0 0 2 2 1 5 ~ 5 5 0 0 0 39 
5 SOl 5 5 2 0 4 3 3 0 0 5 0 1 1 42 
2 0 0 5 5 0 0 3 4 3 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 42 
o 0 0 5 5 2 5 2 4 3 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 48' 
1 Ci 5 2 .;;l __ 4::-......;l~~5_....;2=--=1~~3 _-:3:---.::-3_~O;-~O:---72 _-:3;-~3-:-7 
5 5 0 5 5 5 5 2 4 3 3 5 4 5 0 3 2 63 
2 0 5 1 0 0 SOl 2 5 2 0 0 0 5 3 32 
5 5 0 5 5 5 5 0 4 5 2 5 5 5 0 0 0 60 
5 5 5 5 5 2 5 0 4 3 5 2 5 5 4 0 0 62 

Ga.,): 0 2 0 0 .5 2 0 0 3 1 .3 5 4 4 5 0 0 0 34 
Hawaii 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 0 4 3 5 0 0 0 0 Q 0 52 
ld~o 4 2 0 0 5 5 0 0 2 4 3 5 5 5 5 0 1 2 48 
lll. 2 5 3 2 2 5 4 5 2 4 3 5 4 4 5 0 3 1 59 
Ind. 2 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 4 3 5 5' 5 5 0 3 2 44 
Iowa 1 2 0 0 5 5 o· 0 0 4 3 5 4 0 0 0 3 2 34 
Kan. 4 5 5 U 5 5 5 5 0 4 3 5 5 5' 5 0 0 0 61 
Ky. 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 4 1 5 4 0 5 0 0 0 27 
La. 4 2 2 0 5 2 2 5 0 2 2 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 33 
Me. 1 0 0 0 5 0 5 2 0 2 1 5 3 3 0 0 5 1 33 
Md. 4 5 5' 5. 2 5 5 5 0 4 2 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 62 
Mass. 1 2 0 5 1 0 0 2 0 O. 2 3 1 0 0 3 5 J, 26 
Mich. 1 0 0 0 2 5 0 0 0 4 5 5 4 5 5 0 3 2 41 
Minn. 1 0 5 0 5 5 0 0 2 4 3 5 4 5 5 0 1 1 46 
Miss. 2 0 0 0 5 5 O. 0 2 4 3" 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 41 
Mo. . 1 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 '2 0 0 0 0 6 
Mont. 1 2 0 0 5 5·2 " 5" 3 .~.. 3 5 ~ 5 5 0 5 5 58 
Neb. 1 0 0 0 0- 0 0 ,0', 2 2 2 0 3 0 .0 0 1 2 13 
Nev. 2 5 0 2 5 5 0 5 .. 3 4 3 5 55 5 0 0 0 54 
N.H. 4 5 5 0 5 5 5 5'.2 4 3 S 1 0 0 0 3 1 53 
N.J. 1 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 ~, 2 2 0 2 0 O' 3 0 0 16 
i",.M. 3 2 5 0 5 5 5 3·'2-'-...;1::--::3:.--=5--:5:---=5--5=---::O:---=5--:1;-.....;;;6~O 
N. Y. 2 5 5 0 2 5 5 3 2 2 3 5 5 3 5 0 3 2 57 
N.C. 1 0 0 0 l' 0 0 0 2 2 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
N.D. 1 2 0 0, 5 5 2 0 2 4 3 5 4 5 5 0 2 1 46 
_O~h~i~o __ ~O~~1~~2 __ -70 ___ 2~~O~~O:---7o __ .~O~~O:--~2 __ -=5 __ -:3~.....;;;2:--~2 ___ O~~3~~2~~2~4 
Okla. 1 -1 1 1 5. 5 2 0 3 4 3 5 5 5' 5 0 0 0 44 
Ore. 1 0 0 0 2 5 0 1 2 2 2 4 3 O. 0 0 1 2 25 
Pa. 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 3 2 4 3 1 0 O' 0 2 3 21 
R.I. 4 2 2 0 5 5 0 3 0 4 3 5 5 0 0 0 1 3 42 
~S~.~C~. __ ~4~~2 __ ~O~~O ___ 5~~5~~0 __ ~O~~0~_4~~3~~5 __ ...;O~~0~_0~~O~~O __ ...;O~_~ 
S.D. 1 5 5 5 5 5 5' 5 2 2 2 5 0 0 0 0 1 2 50 
Tenn. 2 2 0 0 5 5 0 0 2 4 2 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 42 
Tex. 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 S' 2S 3 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 70 
Utah 2 2 0 O. 5 5 0 O. 2 4 3 2 3 3 3 0 3 5 42 
vt. 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 2" 0 0 2 3 2 0 0 O' 5 2 19 
Va. 1 1 0 2 2 0 0 3 0 2 4 3 3 5 5 0 0 0 31 
Wash. 4 5 5 0 5 5 4 2 0,' 4 3 5 5, 5 5 0 1 2 60 
W. Va. 4 2 0 0 2 5 0 0 2 4 3 !i 5 5 5 0 0 0 42 
Wis. 0 1 0 5 2 5 0 1 0 0 . 2 5 '3 0 0 0 1 1 26 
Wyo. 4 2 0 0 5 5 0 0 2 4 3 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 45 
D. C. 4 2 0 5 5 5 2 0 0 4 3 5 4 4 4 4 0 0 51 

107 

-------~~--........................ IIIIII .................. ~~~ ............................................ ~-------------------- - - ---- ----



UVC 
Ala. 

APPENDIX C (CONT) 

Table XII -- operation of Bicycles and Play Vehicles 

.n .n 
o 0 
N N 
r-t r-t 
1 1 

r-t r-t 
r-t. r-t 

COl COl 

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5' 70 
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 0 2 61 
o 5 3 4 5 2 3 5 5 2 5 4 0 5 48 

5 5 5 4 1 5 60 
Ariz. 0 5 5 5 5 ~ ~ ~ 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 
Ark. 0 0 0 2 ~ 1 5 5 0 0 5 2 0 2 30 
Cal. 0 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 0 4 5 5 46 
Colo. 0 0 0 ? 0 ~ 3 5 ,5 5 0 2 2 2 29 
Conn. 0 ~. 0 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 5 59 
Del. 0 5 5 2 0 0 51 

Fla.j< 2 ; ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 0 0 0 
~G=a~.~~~0 __ ~~~~ __ ~ __ ~~~~--~--~--~--~--~~~4~--~5--~5~-64 
Hawaii 5 5 5 5 ; ~ ; ; ; ; ; 4 5 5 69 
Idaho 5 5 5 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 5 19 
Ill. 0 5 0 2 3 5 4 0 5 0 2 2 5 5 48 
Ind. 5 5 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 5 
Iowa 0 0 0 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 0 5 49 
Kan. 5 0 g 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 5 
Ky. 0 0 3 2 0 5 47 
La 0 0 5 5 5 5 2 5 5 5. 

• , 0 3 5 4 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 25 
Me • ~ ~ 5 ; 5 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 64 

:=~~ 2 0 0 -1 3 5 2 0 1 0 0 ~ 3 2 19 

Okla. 5 5 5 ; ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 6 ~ : ~ 0 7 
Ore. 0 ~ ~ 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
Pa. 0 5 -; 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 69 
R. I. 5 ~ 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 62 
S.C. 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 
S. D. 0 0 5 5 5 ,5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 68 
Tenn. 5 ; 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 0 5 64 
Tex. 5 5 2 3 5 5 5 5 5 2 4 5 5 56 
Utah 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 9 
Vt. 2 3 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 9 

::~h. ~ ~ 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 0 5 64 
W. Va. 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 69 
Wis. 0 5 5 2 5 5 3 5 1 S. 5 4 5 5 55 
Wyo. 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 69 
D.C. 2 5 5 1 5 5 5 0 1 0 5 2 0 5 41 
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Table XIII -- Special Rules for Hotorcycles 
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2 ~ 
M M 
o 0 
M M 
r-t r-t 
I 1 

r-t r-t 
r-t r-t 

COl IQl 

5 5 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
5 5 
o -2, 
o 0 
5 5 
o 0 
5 5 
o 0 
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