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Great Lakes District Annual Meeting &  
Ohio Section Golf Outing 
 
I want to thank all of those that attended and helped to 
organize the Great Lakes District Annual Meeting that 
was held June 12th – 13th in downtown Columbus, Ohio.  
Additionally, we appreciate those that took time on Fri-
day afternoon to participate in the Golf Outing that we 
coordinated with the GLD meeting.  We were able to 
complete the sixth annual Ohio Section Scholarship Golf 
Outing just before the rain started, which concluded an 
enjoyable two days of ITE events. 
 
The GLD Annual Meeting included excellent technical 
presentations that were based around this year’s theme of mobility.  During the 
meeting, we also heard from Paul Eng-Wong and Eugene Wilson, the two candidates 
for 2009 Vice President of International ITE regarding their vision for our organiza-
tion.  Additionally, the meeting was attended by current President Alf Guebert and 
Vice President Ken Voight as well as Earl Newman, Immediate Past President of 
ITE.  The meeting provided an extraordinary opportunity to meet with these leaders 
from the International community of our organization and obtain their insight into 
current issues facing our organization. 
 
The Ohio Section Scholarship Golf Outing was held on Friday, June 13 at the Mentel 
Memorial Golf Course on the southwest side of Columbus and proved to be a success 
again this year.  We were successful in raising over $2000.00 for the scholarship fund 
and everyone managed to have a nice time.  Bill Cline’s ‘Dream Team’ was again suc-
cessful in defending their title as the best foursome on the course.  The evening con-
cluded with an excellent dinner and plenty of winners for the door prizes donated by 
our many sponsors.  I want to personally thank all those that attended and espe-

cially those that supported the event as sponsors – it is all for a great cause! 
 

Ohio Section ITE has also added a link to our website that includes the application for obtaining the Section Schol-
arship for those that fulfill the requirements for receiving one of the two scholarships that are available this year.  
If you know anyone that is a student in transportation engineering at a university or college in the state of Ohio, 
please direct them to our website to obtain a copy of the application.  Applications have also been sent out to each 
of our Student Chapters and we are encouraging students to apply.  Ohio Section is on schedule to award these 
scholarships by this fall to support students who are interested in pursuing transportation engineering for their 
education.   
 
The Ohio Section has traditionally done a very good job of providing opportunities to expand your knowledge base 
on technical issues facing our profession and we will continue that tradition since gaining professional development 
hours will always be a main priority for the Section.  However, we also want to provide some additional events that 
are more focused on a social setting that provide our membership a means to build new relationships and 
strengthen existing ones.  Some of our events will be less technical and more focused on the opportunity to network 
with the many other professionals in our Section.   
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Pedaling Through Chicago 
 
Pedaling their way through Chicago’s morning rush-hour traffic, ten Central 
Ohio engineers recently experienced what it was like to travel by bike on 15 
miles of the city’s bike lanes, shared roadways and separated trails. 
 
The group, sponsored by the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
(MORPC), visited the Windy City in June as part of Chicago’s Bike to Work 
Week to study firsthand how commuters utilize the city’s extensive network of 
bike lanes. The trip was coordinated by MORPC Bikeway Coordinator and Prin-
cipal Planner Bernice Cage in response to MORPC’s best practice guides on bi-
cycle lanes and shared-use paths developed for its local communities. 
 
Hosted by the City of Chicago and the Chicagoland Bicycle Federation (CBF), 
MORPC applied for and received funding for the trip through the United States 
Department of Transportation’s 
Capacity Building Peer-to-Peer 
Program.  
 
During the time spent on the bike 
lanes participants were able to 
experience the “feel” of various 
lane widths, most of which varied 
between five and six feet. Some of 
the routes traveled were on road-
ways that exceeded 20,000 ADT.  
 
The group also witnessed some of 
the experimental treatments that 
Chicago has in place, including 
“Sharrow” (Shared Lane Arrow) 
markings and special striping to 
bring attention to weave areas 
between vehicles and cyclists. 
Sharrows are used when the road-
way width can’t support a dedi-
cated bike lane. These position 
cyclists in the travel lane and 
make the motorists aware that 
cyclists may be present. Commu-
nities that have used Sharrows 
have reported that motorists tend 
to ride toward the left, allowing 
more room for cyclists on the roadway.  The next version of the Manual on Uni-
form Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) will include the Sharrow marking. Chi-
cago also utilizes shared bus/ bikes lanes in spots throughout the City.  
 
Following the on-street bicycle ride, the Chicagoland Bicycle Federation (CBF), 
hosted the group at their office where they discussed their various bike facilities, fund-
ing sources, education, and how their group advocates cycling. The MORPC group 
also was presented with detailed information on bike design and CBF answered spe-
cific questions to the agencies needs. 
 
“As a bikeway designer, it was valuable to experience various bikeway treat-

(Continued on page 3) 
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ments that we usually don’t see here in Central Ohio,” said Brian 
Moore, Transportation Engineer with Burgess & Niple. 
 
With the increase interest in cycling as an alternative form of transpor-
tation, there was a great benefit in seeing the various types of facilities 
in action. Many of the roadways are very similar to central Ohio and 
most of the group felt there was something applicable to their city.  
 
According to Letty Schamp, City of Hilliard Transportation Engineer, 
the group felt at ease riding through the streets of Chicago. “While we 
were in a large group, having a designated place to ride gave us a sense 
of comfort,” said Schamp. “CBF has done an excellent job in educating 
both cyclists and motorists. Most motorists were very patient and not 
at all aggressive toward cyclists. In addition, most of the cyclists we 
saw obeyed the traffic laws. This relationship between the motorists 
and cyclists is very important to traveling safely throughout the city.  
In our own communities, it is important for us to provide positive guid-
ance to motorists and cyclists through the use of various traffic control 
devices to remind all users that cyclists are permitted and belong on 
our roadways.” 
 
Between the city’s willingness to support the creation of infrastructure 
for cycling and a strong advocacy representing cyclists, Chicago has 
created a strong system that allows cycling to be a viable alternate 
form of transportation.  
 
Seeing firsthand how this has been implemented gave attendees a strong sense of how these types of facilities 
could be implanted within their own communities. “We will be seeing more and more of these facilities and having 
our leaders experience a strong system first hand will allow us in Central Ohio to have the same benefits,” said 
Bernice Cage. 
 
Contributing Authors 
Letty Schamp, City of Hilliard 
Bernice Cage, Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Brian Moore, Burgess & Niple, Inc. 

(Continued from page 2) 
 

Presidents Report 
(Continued from page 1) 
 
A great example of this was the Past Presidents meeting 
held on September 24 which included a tour of Ohio Sta-
dium (where the Ohio State Buckeyes play) followed by a 
mixer and dinner.  The next newsletter will have an article 
and pictures from this great event.   
 
We will again be setting up a booth at this years OTEC 
conference in October and will be having a mixer at 
Gordon Biersch from 6-8 p.m. on Tuesday of the confer-
ence. I look forward to seeing you there and at future Ohio 
ITE events! 

 
Sincerely, 
Doug Bender 
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Notice of Proposed Amendment  
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) promul-
gated a Notice of Proposed Amendment (NPA) for a revi-
sion of the National Standards for Traffic Control De-
vices: the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices for 
Streets and Highways (MUTCD) on January 2, 2008.   
The NPA had been expected during the fall of 2007, but 
delays at FHWA caused its publication to be delayed to 
early January – only one week prior to the January 
meeting of the National Committee on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices (NCUTCD).  The hope was that the 
NCUTCD would receive it earlier and have time to re-
view it in time to comment on its content at the January 
meeting.  As it turned out, the schedule of its publication 
proved fortuitous in that it afforded the National Com-
mittee two meetings at which to work on comment to the 
content of the NPA prior to the end of the comment pe-
riod on July 31, 2008.  As a result, the NCUTCD ex-
tended the schedules for January and June into Satur-
day, working to provided feedback to FHWA on the ex-
tensive changes to the MUTCD.  Apparently the new 
Federal Manual will be published in middle to late 2009 
at the earliest. 
 
Status of the HAWK 
The language approved by the NCUTCD on the Hawk 
Signal has largely been incorporated in the NPA.  How-
ever, the name of the device has been changed and the 
chapter moved to a different place in the Manual making 
it Chapter 4M – “Pedestrian Hybrid Signal”.  Other than 
the name change, the most significant change in the lan-
guage of the chapter was to allow its use at roundabouts 
to facilitate pedestrian movement, especially for visually 
impaired pedestrians.  As part of this change, an option 
is proposed, as follows: 

Option: 
Where the pedestrian hybrid signal is installed ad-
jacent to a roundabout to facilitate crossings by pe-
destrians with visual disabilities and an engineer-
ing study determines that pedestrians without vis-
ual disabilities can be allowed to cross the roadway 
without actuating the pedestrian hybrid signal, the 
pedestrian signal heads may be dark (not illumi-
nated) when the pedestrian hybrid signal faces are 
dark. 

 
Proposed “Section 4C.05 - Warrant 4 – Pedestrian 
Volume” 
There has been an increased emphasis on improving pe-
destrian safety. The desire to improve pedestrian safety 

extends to areas typically seen as being non-pedestrian-
friendly, such as the higher speeds and wider roadways. 
With traffic conditions changing as traffic volumes and 
congestion increase, pedestrians’ ability to safely cross 
many roadways is affected. Recent developments in geo-
metric design features, traffic control devices, and tech-
nologies may improve pedestrian safety and access by 
addressing specific problems associated with roadway 
crossings.   Although numerous treatments exist at un-
signalized crossings, there is growing concern about 
their effectiveness. Thus, there is a need to identify and 
study selected treatments to determine their effective-
ness.  A research project jointly sponsored by the Tran-
sit Cooperative Program (TCRP) and the National Co-
operative Highway Research Program (NCHRP) was 
initiated to address this particular need. The research 
was conducted by the Texas Transportation Institute 
(TTI) with the final report published in 2006. 
 
The study had two main objectives: (1) to recommend 
selected engineering treatments to improve safety for 
pedestrians crossing high-volume, high-speed roadways 
at unsignalized intersections, in particular those served 
by public transportation; and (2) to recommend modifi-
cations to the MUTCD pedestrian traffic signal war-
rant. 
 
The result of this research was the TCRP REPORT 112/
NCHRP REPORT 562 “Improving Pedestrian Safety at 
Unsignalized Crossings”.3 The researchers for the study 
worked with the NCUTCD Signals Technical Commit-
tee to determine the changes that were needed in the 
Pedestrian Volume Warrant and how to formulate the 
new warrant that would be usable by the practicing 
traffic engineer.  The National Committee on Uniform 
Traffic Control Devices approved the new language for 
the warrant, which is now part of the NPA promulgated 
by FHWA. 
 
The most significant aspect of the change is an ap-
proach of requiring a lower threshold for pedestrian 
volume when high vehicular volumes are present and a 
higher threshold for pedestrian volumes when lower 
vehicular volumes are present.  These sliding thresh-
olds are represented graphically in new figures ap-
proved by the NCUTCD and proposed by FHWA in the 
Notice of Proposed Amendment.  In this way, the War-
rant 4 - Pedestrian Volume Warrant will seem familiar, 
as it is structured in a way similar to the current lan-
guage for the Warrant 2 – Four-Hour Vehicular Volume 
Warrant and the Warrant 3 - Peak Hour Warrant. 
Another important provision in the new warrant to ad-
just the required pedestrian volume based on the ap-
proach speed of the vehicular traffic on the street being 

NCUTCD Watch… 
By Eagan L. Foster, P.E., PTOE 
Transportation Division, Public Service Department, 
City of Columbus 

(Continued on page 6) 
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crossed.  There are additional graphics representing a 
seventy percent (70%) volume level for roadways where 
the posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-
percentile speed on the major street exceeds 60 km/h or 
exceeds 35 mph, or if the intersection lies within the 
built-up area of an isolated community having a popula-
tion of less than 10,000. 
 
The net effect of the proposed revisions is as follows: (a) 
The pedestrian warrant will be slightly easier to meet 
with lower pedestrian volumes on streets with high ve-
hicle volumes, (b) the pedestrian warrant will be 
slightly more difficult to meet on streets with low vehi-
cle volumes, and (c) reflects the real challenges that 
pedestrians have crossing a roadway with higher 
speeds. The new proposed language is:  
 
Section 4C.05  Warrant 4, Pedestrian Volume 
Support: 
The Pedestrian Volume signal warrant is intended for 
application where the traffic volume on a major street is 
so heavy that pedestrians experience excessive delay in 
crossing the major street. 
 
Standard: 

The need for a traffic control signal at an in-
tersection or midblock crossing shall be consid-
ered if an engineering study finds that one of the 
following criteria is met: 
A. For each of any 4 hours of an average day, the 

plotted points representing the vehicles per 
hour on the major street (total of both ap-
proaches) and the corresponding pedestrians 
per hour crossing the major street (total of all 
crossings) all fall above the curve in Figure 
4C-5; or 

 
B. For 1 hour (any four consecutive 15-minute 

periods) of an average day, the plotted point 
representing the vehicles per hour on the ma-
jor street (total of both approaches) and the 
corresponding pedestrians per hour crossing 
the major street (total of all crossings) falls 
above the curve in Figure 4C-6. 

 
Option: 

If the posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-
percentile speed on the major street exceeds 60 km/h or 
exceeds 35 mph, or if the intersection lies within the 
built-up area of an isolated community having a popula-
tion of less than 10,000, Figure 4C-7 may be used in 
place of Figure 4C-5 to satisfy Criterion A in the Stan-
dard above, and Figure 4C-8 may be used in place of 

Figure 4C-6 to satisfy Criterion B in the Standard 
above. 

 
Standard: 

The Pedestrian Volume signal warrant shall 
not be applied at locations where the distance to 
the nearest traffic control signal or STOP sign 
controlling the street that pedestrians desire to 
cross is less than 90 m (300 ft), unless the pro-
posed traffic control signal will not restrict the 
progressive movement of traffic. 

If this warrant is met and a traffic control sig-
nal is justified by an engineering study, the traf-
fic control signal shall be equipped with pedes-
trian signal heads conforming to requirements 
set forth in Chapter 4E. 
 
Guidance: 

If this warrant is met and a traffic control signal is 
justified by an engineering study, then: 
A. If it is installed at an intersection or major drive-

way location, the traffic control signal should also 
control the minor-street or driveway traffic, should 
be traffic-actuated, and should include pedestrian 
activation. 

B. If it is installed at a nonintersection crossing, the 
traffic control signal should be installed at least 30 
m (100 ft) from side streets or driveways that are 
controlled by STOP or YIELD signs, and should be 
pedestrian-actuated.  If the traffic control signal is 

(Continued on page 7) 

(Continued from page 5) 
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installed at a nonintersection crossing, at least one 
of the signal faces should be over the traveled way 
for each approach, parking and other sight obstruc-
tions should be prohibited for at least 30 m (100 ft) 
in advance of and at least 6.1 m (20 ft) beyond the 
crosswalk, and the installation should include suit-
able standard signs and pavement markings. 

C. Furthermore, if it is installed within a signal sys-
tem, the traffic control signal should be coordinated. 

 
Option: 

The criterion for the pedestrian volume crossing the 
major street may be reduced as much as 50 percent if 
the 15th-percentile crossing speed of pedestrians is less 
than 1.1 m/sec (3.5 ft/sec). 

A traffic control signal may not be needed at the 
study location if adjacent coordinated traffic control sig-
nals consistently provide gaps of adequate length for 
pedestrians to cross the street. 
 
Proposed “Section 4C.06 - Warrant 5 – School 
Crossing” 
This warrant is largely unchanged but has added some 
clarifying language added to clarify when to apply the 
warrant.  The Support statement of the Section 4C.06 
now reads: 
 
Section 4C.06  Warrant 5, School Crossing 
 
Support: 

The School Crossing signal warrant is intended for 
application where the fact that schoolchildren cross the 
major street is the principal reason to consider install-
ing a traffic control signal.  For the purposes of this 
warrant, the word “schoolchildren” is defined as ele-
mentary to high school students. 
 
The second sentence is the content that is being added 

(Continued from page 6) 
 

with the NPA.  Other language was added to clarify 
that signals justified by satisfying Warrant 5 should be 
designed as a “normal” signal, i.e., the signal at an in-
tersection or a driveway should be a complete signal, 
including signals to control the intersecting street or 
driveway, and the signal more than 100 feet from an 
intersection or driveway should include at least one 
traffic signal display over the roadway for each direc-
tion of travel. 
 
Upcoming Topics for NCUTCD Watch 
Next time, I will bring you up to date on the progress of 
the NPA to a new version of the Federal Manual.  I will 
also discuss the new Section 4C.10 of the MUTCD 
“Warrant 9, Intersection near a Highway-Rail Grade 
Crossing.” 
 
Eagan L. Foster, P.E., PTOE, is the Traffic Operations Engineer (a 
section manager) in the Transportation Division of the Public Service 
Department of the City of Columbus.  Mr. Foster serves on the Signals 
Technical Committee (STC) of the National Committee on Uniform 
Traffic Control Devices and serves as Chair of the Pedestrian Features 
Task Force of the STC.  He has been a member of ITE since 1979.  He 
can be contacted at elfoster@columbus.gov 
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2008 Schedule 
Mar 12 Section Meeting 
 Columbus 
 Happy Hour w/Speaker 
 
Apr 1-2 ITE Technical 
 Conference and Exhibit 
 Miami, Florida 
 Conference 

Apr 9 Ohio Section & Lake 
 Erie Chapter Meeting 
 Cleveland Area TBD 
 Dinner w/Technical Session 
 & Board Meeting 

May 14 Ohio Section Meeting 
 Cincinnati Area TBD 
 Lunch w/Technical Session 
 & Board Meeting 

Jun 12-13 Great Lakes District  
 Meeting and Section  
 Golf Outing 
 Columbus 
 Golf & Dinner 

Jul 31 Ohio Section Social
 Columbus/Cleveland/
 Cincinnati Areas TBD 
 Happy Hour 
 
Aug 18-20 ITE Annual Meeting 
 Anaheim, California 
 Conference 
 
Sep 24 Past Presidents 
 Meeting 
 Dinner w/Technical Session 
 & Board Meeting 
 
Oct 28 OTEC Gathering 
 Columbus 
 Appetizers 
 
Nov 19 Annual Meeting 
 Columbus 
 Dinner w/Speaker & 
 Board Meeting 
 
Dec 10 Ohio Section 
 Transition Board 
 Meeting 
 Columbus 

Central 
 
 
John J. Gallagher, PE, PTOE  
John Gallagher of The JGallagher 
Group, Inc. celebrated one year in 
business on July 5th of this 
year.  John has been providing traf-
fic engineering subconsulting ser-
vices to larger firms who lack traffic 
and planning expertise. 
 

OhioITEs 
‘On the Move...’ 

Southwestern 
 

If you or anyone else in the southwest-
ern Ohio traffic community has news 
to share, please pass it on to Kim 
Dietrich Elam, (513) 
598-6355,  
KE-
LAM1@cinci.rr.com 

Northeastern 
 

 
 
 
Ray Norris Retirement 
Ray Norris has retired from 
SSOE Inc in Toledo, Ohio (after 
9 years there) and after 30 years 
with the City of Toledo. He and 
his wife Barbara are living in 
Brevard NC overlooking the Pis-
cah National Forest and the 
Blue Ridge Parkway.  They are 
quite active in several volunteer 
groups. One of interest from a 
traffic engineering perspective is 
that he has volunteered to be on 
the Transylvania Transportation 
Committee. Congratulations 
Ray! 

If your community is not represented in this newsletter and you would like to volunteer to 
be the newsletter liaison for member updates in that community, please contact Steve 
Thieken, (614) 459-2050 or sthieken@burnip.com. 
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 Updating and Streamlining Ohio's Speed Zoning Process 

A multi-jurisdictional Speed Zoning Review Committee 
composed of representatives from ODOT, ODPS, 
CEAO, OTA and Ohio ITE was assembled last Decem-
ber to review Ohio's current speed zoning process.  It's 
been almost ten years since the last full review of the 
speed zoning process, and there was general agree-
ment that it was time for a thorough review of the cur-
rent forms and process. There has been particular in-
terest in modifying the process to better address nar-
row and low-volume roads, and freeways and multi-
lane highways. Other concerns that the Committee has 
been asked to review include unimproved County 
Roads and subdivision streets, speed zones in construc-
tion work zones, sign placement guidelines for speed 
zones, and proposed changes to ORC 4511.21. 
 
The Committee's work isn't complete; however, based 
on recommendations from this Committee two new 
short forms have been developed and are available for 
use, the Short Form for Low-Volume and Narrow 
Roads and the Short Form for Unimproved Roads and 
Residential and Commercial Subdivision Streets. 
These forms will be incorporated into the speed zoning 
procedural information in the Traffic Engineering 
Manual (TEM) in July; however, ODOT generally be-
gan implementing use of the new forms May 29th. 
Copies of the forms will be available on the ODOT 
website (www.dot.state.oh.us) from the Office of Traffic 
Engineering's Forms webpage. You can also contact 
Juanita Elliott, Traffic Standards Engineer (phone: 
614-644-8143; email: Juanita.Elliott@dot.state.oh.us) 
for an electronic or paper copies of the forms. 
 
The first sheet of the new Short Form for Low-Volume 
and Narrow Roads is basically a data input form; when 
the mouse cursor hovers over the characteristics desig-
nations A1, B1, etc. a text description of that category 
pops up, and links to graphic examples of the charac-
teristics categories and crash data samples are pro-
vided. The second sheet in the file in a more tradi-
tional version of the warrant form: it includes the for-
mulas and makes the calculations, based on the data 
entered on the first sheet. The third sheet provides a 
graphic illustration of the roadway characteristics in-
formation; and the last sheet provides a sample crash 
diagram for the roadway section showing which types 
of crashes should be included when performing a speed 
study. 
 
With this short form alternative, for roads 16 feet or 
less in width or with an ADT of 400 or less, the data 

required for the study has been reduced and the form 
has been streamlined. The Speed Check is not required 
for this study, and the Speed Study Data Sheet is not 
required as part of this study or a full-scale speed 
study. 
 
Sheet 1 in the Excel file: When all the data has been 
input, the Calculated Speed automatically appears in 
the box shown. 
 
Sheet 2: Data input on the first sheet is automatically 
copied onto this sheet, where the calculations are 
made. The calculated value is then also copied onto 
sheet 1. If a computer with Excel is not available a pa-
per copy of this sheet can be completed and submitted. 
 
The second new short form is for Documentation of 
Speed Zone requests for Unimproved County Roads 
and Residential or Commercial Subdivision Streets. 
ORC 4511.21(K) allows the "Board of Township Trus-
tees to declare by resolution a reasonable and safe 
prima-facie speed limit of less than fifty-five but not 
less than twenty-five miles per hour, when they deter-
mine upon the basis of an engineering and traffic in-
vestigation that the speed permitted by ORC 4511.21
(B)(5) on any part of an unimproved highway under 
the Township's jurisdiction and in the unincorporated 
territory of the Township is greater than is reasonable 
or safe under the conditions found to exist at the loca-
tion." As noted on the form, ODOT has basically 
agreed to apply the same provisions to County Roads. 
Although the full Speed Zone Study using the long 
form will not be necessary, documentation for these 
speed zones on County Roads is still required. This 
documentation must be submitted to ODOT, and the 
zone will not be effective until the standard Speed 
Zone Approval Form is completed and returned to 
ODOT with notice that the signs have been erected. 
 
Several Ohio ITE members serve on this Committee, 
including ITE representatives Dave Samuelson and 
Eagan Foster.  Feel free to contact Dave at (614) 486-
4383 or dave.samuelson@stantec.com, or Eagan Foster 
at (614) 645-7738 if you have any questions." 
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Committee Chair Vacancies 
 
Ohio ITE has a need for Committee Chairpersons on 
the following committees: 
 

Hospitality Committee 
 

Legislative Committee (at the end of 2008) 
 
Descriptions of the committee responsibilities are avail-
able on the "COMMITTEES" tab of the Ohio ITE web-
site—www.ohioite.org.  If you are interested in serving, 
please contact Doug Bender. 
 
Ohio ITE committees are a great way to network and 
contribute to your profession. 
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Transportation Planning/Traffic Engineering 
Highway/Roadway Design 

Traffic Signal Design  
Parking Consulting  

Transportation Solutions for Today and Tomorrow 
www.transassociates.com 

Phone: 614-459-7930 ~ Email: cleard@transassociates.com 

2008 Winter Workshop - OhioITE/APWA/FHWA 
 
The 2008 Winter Workshop was held at ODOT Central Office in Columbus, Ohio on a very snowy day that affected travel but 
did not hamper the attendance or enthusiasm for this annual event.  The 2008 schedule included a morning session that included 
an update on the Federal Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices by Jim Buckson at Federal Highway and the latest prac-
tices being considered for Four Section Head Left Turn Signal Indications, presented by Eagan Foster with the City of Colum-
bus. 
 
The afternoon session featured several topics related to Green Initiatives and Sustainable Design as they related to roadway and 
traffic engineering.  Chester Jourdan, Executive Director of Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission, shared on Regional 
Goals and Approaches to Sustainable Design followed by Sustainable Design Features and Best Management Practices pre-
sented by Susan Fisher with EMH&T.  The final presentation included Doug Turney from EMH&T and Robert Lang from 
ODOT sharing on Green Design issues related to Permitting and Policy. 
 
The event was a success with over 100 attendees from all three sponsoring organizations.  This years Winter Workshop again 
provided members the opportunity to earn up to 4 professional development hours at no cost thanks to the Ohio Department of 
Transportation’s graciousness in allowing us to use their downstairs auditorium at no charge.   
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Newsletter Help Needed! 
Bill Hereth was of great assistance as a member of the 

Publications Committee. However, he has moved to out of 
state (Chicago). If anyone is skilled at using Microsoft Pub-
lisher software (or is willing to learn) and would like to 
help out with the newsletter, please contact me at sthi-
eken@burnip.com. 

Contribute to Your Newsletter! 
Please consider contributing news or an article to the 

Ohio ITE Newsletter.  The newsletter provides a great 
opportunity to reach a large number of colleagues with 
important information, tips, news, and accomplishments. I 
am sure each of us is doing great things for our profession 
each day. Please use the newsletter to share them with 
your fellow Transportation professionals! 

  
The newsletter is published three times a year by the 

Ohio Section of Institute of Transportation Engineers. Its 
purpose is to inform its members concerning transporta-
tion issues. Please direct questions, articles and announce-
ments to the Publications Committee Chairperson: Steve 
Thieken, 5085 Reed Road, Columbus, OH 43220, Phone 
(614) 459-7272; Email: SThieken@burnip.com 

 

OTEC 
This year’s OTEC will be held October 28-29 at the Co-

lumbus Convention Center. Hope to see you there!  Ohio 
ITE will sponsor a mixer at Gordon Biersch on Tues-
day of the conference from 6-8 p.m.  Cost will be $10 
with appetizers provided and cash bar. 

Get Involved! 
Members are always encouraged to contact Committee 

Chairpersons too volunteer to help out or offer suggestions.  
See www.ohioite.org for descriptions of committees and 
contact names. 

ITE Ohio Section Website 
You are encouraged to visit the Ohio ITE website at 

www.ohioite.org for information about upcoming meet-
ings, copies of past newsletters, Section committees and 
leadership, and lots of other information. 

Publication Committee Members 
• Steve Thieken (Chair and Newsletter Editor) 
• Priyanka Singh 

Editors Notes 


