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•THE Department of Highways and Traffic is vitally concerned with the ability of park
ing signs to communicate their messages effectively without detracting from the aes
thetic appearance of Washington, D. C. 

The major complaints regarding present street parking signs appear to be (a) unsightly 
appearance; (b) frequency of placement (too many signs in certain areas); and (c) inabil
ity to convey a clear, simple meaning. 

As expected, the more offensive and complicated parking signs are located along 
heavily traveled high-density streets where curb space must be most efficiently utilized. 
As traffic volumes increase on important arterial routes, parking restrictions are im
posed during peak traffic periods to increase roadway capacity. Also, as traffic vol
umes increase, there is usually an accompanying increase in adjacent commercial 
activity. This intensified commercial activity results in sharp competition for curb 
use during the off-peak traffic hours. This use of curb space for different purposes 
during different times of the day results in the closely spaced parking signs, sometimes 
listing as many as five regulatory messages on a single sign plate. 

The purpose of this study is to examine possible changes in the signing of curb reg
ulations. It is hoped that a simplified, more efficient and attractive parking sign can 
be developed as the result of this exploration. 

FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO SIGNING PROBLEM 

An important factor contributing to the complexity of our present curb parking sign 
problem is the complexity of the District's parking regulations. Part I of the Traffic 
and Motor Vehicle Regulations of the District of Columbia authorizes the Commissioners, 
who may delegate their authority to the Director of Highways and Traffic, to post as 
many as 15 specific types of parking prohibitions along the streets. These prohibitions 
cover such no-parking zones as entrances, government parking areas, school areas, 
loading areas, and bus zones. 

In addition to "No Parking" restrictions, there are also prohibitions on "standing" 
and "stopping" and restricted time limits authorized for curb parking signs. The four 
major restrictions used by the District to regulate curb parking are (a) parking, (b) load
ing, (c) standing, and (d) stopping. 

These regulations are defined in Part I of the Traffic and Motor Vehicle Regulations 
as follows: 

Parking. The standing of a vehicle whether occupied or not, other than temporarily for the purpose 
of and while actually engaged in loading or unloading merchandise or passengers. 

Loading. The expeditious unloading and delivery of materials to, or the pickup and loading of mate
rials from a curb-side elevator or chute, or a store, shipping room, loading dock, or similar place of 
pickup and delivery. It shall not include waiting for such pickup or delivery. 

Standing. Halting a vehicle, whether occupied or not, except when necessary to avoid conflict 
with other traffic or in compliance with the directions of a police officer or a traffic control sign or 
signal; provided, that a vehicle may stop momentarily to pick up a passenger or passengers actually 
waiting at the curb, or discharge a passenger or passengers, but not for loading materials. 

Stopping. When prohibited, means halting a vehicle except to avoid conflict with other traffic 
or in compliance with the directions of a police officer or a traffic control sign or signal. 
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The definitions of the same restrictions given in th'e Uniform Vehicle Code are simi
lar to those listed in the D. C. Traffic Regulations. However, there appears to be a 
discrepancy in the definition of "standing." The intent of the District regulation is that 
a vehicle cannot load and unloadmerchandiseina "No Standing" zone. However, the 
present wording of the definition would indicate that a motorist could not pick up or dis
charge passengers in a "No Standing" zone. It would appear that the present definition 
of "No Standing" in the District regulations should be changed so that the meaning is 
less confusing to both the general public and the police department. 

LEGAL AUTHORITY FOR PARKING SIGN DESIGN 

In general, all present parking signs conform to the standards set forth in the Uni
form Manual Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways published by the U.S. 
Bureau of Public Roads. The Uniform Manual has been approved by AASHO, Institute 
of Traffic Engineers, National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and Ordinances, 
Nationai Association of County Officials and American Municipal Association. The 
District is obligated to follow these standards on all highways designated as Federal
aid routes or run the risk of losing Federal assistance on these roadways. Federal
aid streets comprise about 20 percent of the total roadway mileage within the District. 
However, these Federal-aid roadways contain an estimated 75 percent of the total num
ber of parking signs now used by the District of Columbia. Therefore, any new method 
of signing or marking curb parking prohibitions must either conform to the Uniform 
Manual, or be accepted by the U. S. Burear. of Public Roads as an allowable deviation 
from the standards. 

In addition to the curb prohibitions and restrictions listed in Part I, various traffic 
and motor vehicle regulations result in 113 different sign legends in Part II of this same 
document. The supplementary message "Tow Away Zone" is also used on most signs 
prohibiting standing. 

SIGN INVENTORY 

To determine the extent of the parking sign problem in the District of Columbia, it 
became evident that we must know how many and what type of signs are presently in 
use. The cost of any proposed changes in the sign design also needed to be estimated. 
Therefore, we decided to inventory all the signs now in place on the city streets and 
those in storage in our sign shop. 

The sign shop has presently on hand three types of "No Parking" sign legend designs. 
The design with the large 6-in. tall white-on-red "No" is the most common type of sign 
now in use. It is also the most abundant sign design in stock. There are 35 different 
legends for this design now on hand on standard sign plates in the sign shop. 

Another parking sign design containing the legend "No Parking" on separate lines, 
with red letters on a white background, is also stocked. There are currently six dif
ferent sign legends in stock for this design. There are also six miscellaneous sign 
designs carrying secondary messages such as "Emergency, No Parking," "Angle Park
ing," "No Double Parking," and other messages. 

The shop has a combined total of 49 different sign legends on hand at this time. 
These legends are found on a total of about 1,000 sign blanks. The majority of these 
blanks contain the 6-in. white-on-red "No" design. 

For the purpose of estimating the number of parking signs now in use, all streets 
in the District of Columbia were classified according to four categories. The mileage 
of streets under each category has been estimated by measuring the total street mileage 
on a 1-in. equals 400-ft scale map. These mileages were as follows. 

Street Class 

Commercial-arterial streets 
Arterial streets 
Commercial-local streets 
Local streets 

Total 

Mileage 

66 
247 

21 
700 

1,034 
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The Inventory Section of the Traific Planning and Design Division has already ac
cumulated detailed parking sign information on 7. 5 mi of commercial-arterial streets 
and on 6 mi of arterial streets. To furnish a more complete sample, as supplementary 
survey of 1 mi of commercial-local streets and 15. 6 mi of local streets was conducted. 

The number of parking signs existing on each type of street was then estimated by 
expanding the available parking sign information to cover the total street mileage. Re
sults of this estimation are as follows: 

Street Classification 

Commercial-arterial 
Arterial 
Commercial-local 
Local 

Total 

No. of 
Parking Signs 

7,800 
19,900 
1,900 
4,500 

34,100 

Many of our parking signs contain more than one parking restriction and the supple
mentary message "Tow Away Zone." We estimate that the 34, 100 parking signs carry 
a total of over 51,000parking or standing messages. 

THE PROBLEM 

The aesthetic appearance of curb parking signs has been a regular target of art critics 
in the recent past. Unsightly highway signs have been sharply criticized in magazines 
and newspaper articles written by Wolf Von Eckardt, President of the Institute of 
Graphic Artists. Some of these critical newspaper articles mentioned the symbol-type 
European road signs. 

The most recent attacks on Washington's parking signs have been initiated by Wash
ington Post staff writers. These articles have resulted in the Fine Arts Commission's 
exploring the possibility of hiring graphic designers to study how street traific signs 
can be made more attractive and less confusing. 

Most complaints about our present "No Parking" sign can be categorized into three 
basic interrelated areas. From a traffic engineer's standpoint, the most frequent com
plaint is confusion. These complaints have been received from both the police andfrom 
motorists. This confusion and the inability of the sign to express a concise message 
are due, at least in part, to the use of excessive legends. 

The second most common complaint appears to be the excessive size of the parking 
sign. The parking sign size is partially dependent on the number of regulations it car
ries. In addition, there have been a number of comments concerning the excessive 
number of parking signs. Under current District practice, any street carrying a "No 
Parking" regulation has signs posted every 100 ft. • 

If loading zones, entrances or other more restrictive regulations occur within the 
block, signs are often placed closer than the 100-ft distance. In summary, the major 
problems with present "No Parking" signs are that the legend does not convey a pre
cise, efficient message, that the signs appear excessively large, and that they atld to 
the street clutter by being spaced too close together. 

SIGNS USED IN OTHER LOCALITIES 

To dete:t"mine what·other cities are doing to solve their sign problems, a number of 
inquiries were made. Data have been compiled on present sign practices in several 
other large municipalities and in some states. The result of these inquiries and sur
veys are summarized in the following paragraphs. 

The cities studied in the survey are Boston, Mass., Detroit, Mich., Philadelphia, 
Pa., Pittsburgh, Pa., and San Francisco, Calif.; the states are Colorado, Michigan, 
and Ohio. 

The results of these surveys indicate that there is a wide variation in the design and 
placement of parking signs among cities of similar size. Although all the cities surveyed 
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generally followed the Uniform Manual, only two used the legend "No Standing." The 
other cities used the "No Stopping" legend in lieu of "No Standing." Every city used 
different sign design or plac_ement policies. In addition, two of the five cities surveyed 
used color coded curbs to supplement the parking signs. Some of the cities used right
angle placement, some used parallel placement of "No Parking" signs, and one city 
used a combination of both. Sign messages were placed side by side, directly under 
each other, and back to back. "Tow Away Zone0 was used also, but not universally 
employed by all the cities. This would indicate that the practice of modifying parking 
signs to meet local conditions or problems is quite prevalent. 

The state signing manuals also showed a general conformity to the Uniform Manual, 
but a wide variation in design and placement of signs carrying two or more parking 
prohibitions or restrictions. However, the problem of multiple message parking signs 
was generally not treated in detail in the state sign manuals, probably because a mini
mum of these signs is used on the total road mileage within the state. 

Because the various cities and states surveyed did not provide a consistent sign 
policy that could be employed in the District of Columbia, we decided to review again 
our national standards and those standards used in other areas of the western world. 

VARIOUS SIGN STANDARDS 

In addition to municipal and state sign standards, there are at least three widely 
known systems of sign standards for curb parking prohibitions and restrictions. 

American System 

The "No Parking" sign legend used in the United States is described in the Manual 
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, published by the U.S. Bureau of Public Roads and 
developed by the National Joint Committee on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. 

Where parking is prohibited, parking signs shall have red letters and borders on a 
white background. Where only limited-time parking is permitted, or where parking is 
permitted only in a particular manner, the signs shall have green letters and borders. 
The word "No" or the numerals showing the time limit may be in reversed color ar
rangement. 

Parking signs should display the following information from top to bottom: (a) re
striction or prohibition; (b) time of day it is applicable, if not at all hours; and (c) day 
if applicable, if not every day. 

Where parking is prohibited dur/.ng certain hours and permitted under a time limit 
at other periods of the day, the red message should be above the green. 

On urban streets, parking signs shall have a standard, or minimum size of 12 by 
18 in. However, at transition points between two parking zones, a 20-by 18-in. sign 
with messages side by side may be used. 

A sign reading "Tow Away Zone" may be appended, or incorporated in, any parking 
prohibition sign. This message should have a red legend on a white background. 

Signs may be set at an angle of 30 to 45 deg, or at an angle of 90 deg to the roadway. 
In the first case, there should be a single or double arrow pointing in the direction 

or directions the regulations are in effect. In the second case, the sign should be facing 
traffic and there may be, included in the sign or on a separate plate below the sign, a 
legend such as "Here to Corner," "This Side of Sign," or "Between Signs." At transition 
points between two parking zones, two signs must be mounted back to back with the ap
pended plate reading "This Side of Sign." At intermediate points within a zone, a single 
sign without appended plate should be used facing approaching traffic. 

Maximum distance between parking signs should be 200 ft. 
The parking signs outlined by the Uniform Manual on Traffic Control Devices are 

not similar to those in the European system. 

European System 

The basic sign consists of a disc with a blue background, a red border and an in
clined bar. The diameter of disc is from 8 to 24 in. The disc alone indicates a 
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permanent prohibition of waiting, equivalent to our standing restriction. However, an 
inscription may be placed on the sign, or on a plate below the sign modifying the re
striction and providing more details. 

United Nations' System 

In addition to the European system of parking signs, there is also a similar system 
developed by the United Nations, which is used in many South American countries. 

This system consists of a disc with a light background and a darker border and/ or 
inclined bar. It is recommended that the border of the disc and the inclined bar should 
be red. The diameter of the disc is 10 in. in urban areas. For restricted parking, the 
letter "P" is used, and the limitations or restrictions imposed are indicated on a sep
arate plate. For prohibited parking, the letter "P" is crossed by an inclined bar. The 
duration of the prohibition may also be indicated on a separate plate. 

BASIC PRINCIPLES OF PARKING SIGN DESIGN 

According to Gagne (10) there are three primary types of human functions required 
to perform the critical task of driving. These are observation, identification, and in
terpretation. The observation function involves the target value of the sign. Before a 
road user can read a sign he must first determine its presence. He must then identify 
the sign and classify it into a meaningful category. These categories are determined 
by the road user on the basis of matching the general sign features with his ;,ast ob
servations. 

After identifying the sign and determining its general nature, he must interpret the sign 
legend quickly and respond to its regulations, prohibitions, restrictions, warning, or 
information. 

Therefore, a parking sign that will satisfy the road user's basic needs should meet 
the following elementary requirements: (a) compel the driver's attention; and (b) convey 
a simple, clear meaning at a glance, allowing adequate response time. 

To compel attention, a parking sign should be designed with good target value. The 
characteristics of the sign must allow it to stand out from other signs and objects in 
the same area. Target value is largely dependent on the sign size, shape, contrast 
with its background, and the relative position of the sign along the curb. Target value 
is a somewhat relative quality . For instance, a parking sign should not command more 
attention or respect than a regulatory sign necessary for controlling vehicular traffic 
movement, such as a "Stop" or "No Left Turn" sign. A parking sign's importance, 
therefore, is relative to the number and location of other prohibitions and restrictions 
along the roadside. 

To convey a simple, clear meaning at a glance, design features such as shape, color, 
message, and the degree of familiarity of the road user with the sign characteristics 
must be carefully evaluated. According to Forbes (8) a message of more than three 
words cannot be conveyed at a glance. Complex parking regulations that require sign 
messages exceeding three words must rely on other features to provide sign glance 
legibility. The purpose of uniform signs throughout the nation is to provide, among 
other things, for glance recognition by the road user. Adherence to the standards de
scribed in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices is, therefore, one very ef
fective means of accomplishing sign uniformity on a national level. 

Glance legibility provides adequate time for response. The response time is not as 
critical for parking signs as it may be for many other traffic control devices. However, 
glance legibility will avoid unnecessary stops by drivers looking for a place to park, 
and will direct them quickly to a vacant parking space. The time required for a driver 
to respond to a parking sign depends on the sign's legibility distance, complexity of the 
message, and the position of the sign with respect to the road user's normal line of 
vision. 

In the foregoing discussion, we have considered only the relationship of the driver 
to the sign. In addition to fulfilling the driver's needs, parking signs should be attrac
tive, particularly on city streets where the parking sign is the most frequently ob
served sign by both road users and pedestrians. In the past, uniformity requirements 
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have restricted the application of artistic parking sign design. Nonetheless, every ef
fort should be made to produce a functional sign design that not only conveys its mes -
sage efficiently, but blends with the aesthetic values of the surrounding area. 

PARKING SIGN DESIGN 

In developing a new parking sign design based on the principles outlined, the first 
consideration was simplification of the sign message. One method of simplifying the 
message is to eliminate repetitious wording that does not pertain to the general public. 
For example, if an entire city block contains a "No Parking" restriction throughout its 
length, it is only necessary that the "No Parking" prohibition be stated on the sign. 
The fact that parking may be prohibited for a "bus stop," "loading zone" or an "entrance" 
is not important to the road user. 

Another means of simplification is to eliminate unnecessary words in the legend. 
The message "7-9:30 AM" conveys the same meaning as "7:00 AM to 9:30 AM," but 
requires fewer letters and is much more concise. 

The next step in the development of a parking sign design is to determine what in:
formation the road user actually needs on his primary observation of the sign. First, 
the road user should be able to identify the pertinent sections of the sign legend at a 
glance. These sections should convey a complete meaning, not just an idea of what the 
sign is about. A large "No," as presently used on most of our signs, conveys no par
ticular message. It only means that some restriction exists at that particular location. 
The "No" gives the driver no information as to when the restriction is in effect, or as 
to what the exact restriction is. In other words, the driver needs to be able to identify 
not only the restriction, such as "No Parking," but also when it applies. 

If any supplementary information such as "taxicab stand" or "sightseeing bus stand" 
is needed on the sign, it should not be incorporated into the general "No Parking" sign· 
legend. Since the special messages need to be identified by road users already familiar 
with their locations, they can be stated on a small plate using minimum letter sizes. 

Many present signs contain three or four messages regarding different prohibitions 
effective during different times of the day. Sign wording alone cannot provide glance 
legibility on these types of signs. We must, therefore, resort to other devices to aid 
the road user in identifying the sign message. Symbolism is certainly one method. 
Symbols can generally be recognized from a greater distance than a word or words. 
When familiar to the road user, symbols can improve the efficiency of a sign in trans
mitting its message. 

In this regard, the second attempt to improve existing parking signs was to incor
porate symbolism into the sign message to permit easier, more rapid responses. Con
veying messages through symbols is not unique or even an unfamiliar device to the 
general public. Many traffic control devices use symbolism, including traffic signal 
indications, "T" or crossroad warning symbol signs and pavement markings. Each of 
these symbols conveys a clear meaning without the use of a legend. 

Currently, there are no established symbols for parking signs existing in the United 
States. Therefore, it would be necessary to use legends in connection with symbols 
until the general public becomes familiar with the symbolic connotations. However, 
when the public becomes familar with the particular symbols, improved recognition 
and speed in reading of parking signs would be a reality. It would undoubtedly require 
a tremendous educational campaign to accomplish this goal. The parking sign designs 
developed in connection with this report used the following symbolic devices on an ex
perimental basis: 

1. European symbols combined with American parking legends; 
2. A block "No" used in connection with the "No Standing" regulation, and a regular 

"No," red-on-white, used with the parking regulation; 
3. The entire "No standing" prohibition shown in reversed colors and the "No Park

ing" regulation shown in the standard red-on-white colors; 
4. A large "S" in the word "Standing" was used to distinguish the "No Standing" 

legend from the "No Parking" legend; and 
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5. Regulations were always shown in a specific order, i.e., "Standing" at the top 
of the sign, "No Parking" next, and parking time restrictions next. 

This sequence is in conformance with the provisions of the Uniform Manual. 

UNIFORMITY 

In our mobile society, road users are not restricted to one city, state, or even one 
section of the country, Therefore, it is imperative that traffic signs be as easily rec
ognized as possible. This is particularly true in Washington where many hundreds of 
thousands of motorists from other sections of the country visit and drive each year. 
A radical sign design change would make it extremely difficult for these visitors to 
determine sign meaning, and would defeat the basic purpose of the use of uniform leg
ends. Therefore, in developing our various parking design signs we have attempted 
to keep deviation from the Uniform Manual to a minimum. 

In talking with a number of drivers at random, we found none who were aware that 
signs are now listed in a consistent order with regard to the severity of restrictions. 
We doubt, therefore, that a deviation of the current arrangement of placing the more 
prohibitive regulations at the top of the sign would prove confusing to the uninitiated 
motorist when searching for a parking place in downtown Washington. It is imperative, 
however, to maintain a high degree of uniformity to provide instant recognition to the 
millions of visitors each year. 

CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER 

After some experimentation with standard "No Parking" sign designs, and first re
design attempts, it became evident that symbolism by itseH would not materially reduce 
confusion in reading complicated parking sign messages. A driver is not particularly 
interested in the total message conveyed by a parking sign if it lists restrictions for 
different hours of the day. However, a driver must read our entire present parking 
sign before he can determine what message applies to him at that specific time of day. 
Our experience with the present signs indicates that a consistent order with respect to 
regulation has less value to the road user than chronological order of sign messages 
with respect to time of day. On the basis of this reasoning, two arrangements of sign 
messages were developed. 

1. On vertically arranged signs, morning peak hour prohibitions were placed at the 
top of the sign, midday regulations (usually concerning time limit parking restrictions) 
were placed under the morning peak hour restriction. Afternoon peak hour restrictions 
were positioned at the bottom of the sign. 

2. A circular sign design similar to the face of a clock, was also experimented with. 
In this sign design, restrictions such as "No Standing 7 to 9:30 AM'' were shown be
tween the 7 and 9:30 position on the clock; Because most of our regulations cover a 
period of "any time" or less than 12 hr, this clock arrangement could possibly be used 
satisfactorily. 

Chronological order alone would not completely eliminate the need to read the sign. 
A person must still read the legend to determine what regulation applies during the 
period of time in which he is interested. However, a combination of symbols and 
chronological order might provide at a glance the sign prohibition or restriction apply
ing at that specific moment. 

In addition to symbolism and chronological order, thei:e is at least one further sim
plification that can increase the legibility of a curb parking sign. The road user needs 
three vital facts to receive the message conveyed by the curb parking sign. First, he 
must be able to know what the restriction is. Second, he must be able to know when 
the restriction applies, and third, he must be able to determine the exact curb area to 
which the regulation applies. 
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DESIGNATING AREA OF PARKING RESTRICTION 

There are three methods available for marking the extent of area covered by a par
ticular restriction or regulation. One method is to paint the curb. A second is by post
ing signs at either end of the restricted area with arrows pointing in the direction of the 
restriction. The third is to post signs at right angles to the roadway and indicate that 
the legend applies to either the area in front of or to the rear of the sign. Each of these 
methods has its drawbacks as well as its advantages . 

Curb Markings 

Curb markings are a symbolic means of designating areas covered by parking zones. 
The familiarity of the average motorist to this system is somewhat limited. Therefore, 
this system usually requires supplemental signs. This, of course, reduces any ad
vantage that might be obtained from curb markings as a means of sign simplification. 
It is also very difficult, if not impossible, to mark curbs for restrictions which apply 
only during certain hours of the day. Almost all of the critical area parking signs in
volve more than one regulation which makes it extremely difficult to mark such re
trictions on the curb . 

Arrow Designations on Signs 

The present practice in Washington, D. C ., is to designate parking zones with the use 
of arrows as a part of the sign legend. This does add to the overall sign message and 
may also add to the overall size of the sign vertically. At present, we use an arrow 
for each sign message on the parking sign assembly. A simple method of reducing the 
number of arrows would be to combine "No Standing" and "No Parking" legends and 
use only one arrow at the bottom of the sign when both restrictions cover the same area. 

Another method for reducing sign length and retaining the arrow would be to incor
porate the arrow on the same horizontal line as the parking time. This reduces the 
sign vertically and allows combining of sign messages covering the same area. It must 
be remembered that the arrow is an important piece of basic information in the sign 
legend. If the arrow directions are not easily identified, the parking information we 
are trying to transmit to the road user will be inadequate. Therefore, it is essential 
that we produce a simple, highly legible arrow that is easily disce::-nible from a rela
tively long distance. 

Signs Containing No Arrows 

Both ends of "No Parking" zones can be marked by signs without the use of arrows. 
Under this method, the sign is used as the boundary marker, and an appropriate mes
sage such as "This Side of Sign" is used in the legend to indicate where the restriction 
applies. By using the same legend on each sign, such as "This Side of Sign," drivers 
could become familiar with this method of marking zones. In the future such a system 
would not require the placement of supplementary messages. This method of signing 
has the advantage of reducing the "totem pole" effect of parking signs used when em
ploying arrows. 

Signs used to mark zone boundaries would be placed at right angles to the curb and 
would contain messages on both the front and back of the sign plate. This type of sign 
posting has the disadvantage of requiring drivers to read the rear of a sign when zone 
boundaries are more than 100 ft apart. However, signs installed at right angles to the 
curb should have greater visibility than arrow signs placed at 30- or 45-deg angles and, 
therefore, should be easier to read. 

Intermediate signs within the parking zone limits could be posted where zone bound
aries are more than 150 to 200 ft apart. These mid-zone signs would not require a 
designation such as "This Side of Sign," "Between Signs," or the like, and could be 
slightly smaller than the signs marking the zone boundaries. 
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TOW "AWAY 
ZONE 

4 PM 
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Figure 1. Design A. 

The Fine Arts Commission has objected 
to the back of our standard curb parking 
signs. From an aesthetic standpoint, the 
typical parking sign on a standard "U'' 
post does detract from the overall street 
appearance, especially when viewed by 
pedestrians . The right-angle sign has the 
advantage of eliminating the objectional 
blank back side of the sign. 

DESIGNS DEVELOPED 

On the basis of the concepts described 
in this report, a dozen different "No Park
ing" sign designs were developed: A pre
liminary analysis of U1ese sign designs 
led to the elimination of several and the 
eventual consideration of seven different 
designs. Figures 1 through 10 shows ten 
of these designs. 

Design A (Fig. 1) 

Size for every single message: 12 by 
17½ in.1 Tow away zone in 1½-in. letters 
on top of the sign. White 6-in. NO on red 
block, and white 6-in. numerals for park
ing limitations on green block. Abbrevi
ated indications, parking and standing in 
2-in. letters. Single or double headed 
arrows pointing in the direction the regu -
lation is in effect. Days of the week in 
%-in. letters. Red letters on white back
ground for parking and standing prohibi
tions, and green letters on white back
ground for parking limitations. Red mes
sages above green messages. 

Design B (Fig. 2) 

Size for every single message: 12 by 
12 in. Tow away zone in 1½-in. letters 
on the top of the sign, white 3 -in. NO on 
red block and white 3 -in. numerals for 
the hours on green block. L--idications 
parking and standing in 1½-in. letters. 
Legend for time limits in 1½-in. letters. 
Single or double headed arrows pointing in 
the direction the regulation is in effect. 
Days of the week in ¾_- in. letters . Red 
letters on white .background for parking 
and standing prohibitions, and green letters 
on white background for parking limitations. 
Red messages above green messages. 

Design C (Fig. 3) 

Size for single message: 12 by 12 in. 
Standing prohibition and parking limitation 
12 by 11 in. White 3-in. NO on red block 
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Figure 2. Design B. 
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Figure 3. Design C. 

27 



28 

...... I STANDING 
+7-93

~M .. 
MONDAY - FRIDAY 

NO PARKING 
+4-63

~M .. 
MONDAY - FRIDAY 

HR 

PARK NG 
+-9i~-4PM .. 

MONDAY - SATURDAY 

. 

TOW AWAY ZONE 

Figure 4. Design D. Figure 5. Design D-A. 
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Figure 10. Design Z. 

for standing prohibitions and white 3 -in. numerals for parking limitations. Regular 
NO on parking prohibitions. Words PARKING and STANDING in 2-in. letters. Hours 
for time limits, in 3-in. numerals. The rest of the legend in 1½-in. characters. Single 
or double ,headed arrows pointing in the direction the regulation is in effect. Days of 
the week in ¾-in. letters. Red letters on white background for parking and standing 
prohibitions. Green letters on white background for parking limitations. Order from 
top to bottom: standing prohibition, parking prohibition, parking limitation and tow 
away zone legend (on bottom). 

Design D (Fig. 4) 

Size for single message 15 by 10½ in. Three-inch NO for standing prohibitions and 
3-in. numerals for parking limitations. Regular NO on parking prohibitions . Wording 
"Parking" and "Standing" in 2½-in. letters. Hours for time limits in 3-in. numerals, 
the rest of the legend in 1½-in. characters. Single auows at the sides of the time 
limits pointing in the direction the regulation is in effect. Days of the week in ¾-in. 
letters. Red letters on white background for parking and standing prohibitions. Green 
letters .on white background for parking limitations. Order from top to bottom: stand
ing prohibition, parking prohibition, and tow away zone legend (on bottom). 

Design D-A (Fig. 5) 

Same as design D, but with the colors reversed. 

Design E (Fig. 6) 

Design D, using International symbols. The symbol for "No Standing" was taken 
from the European system. The symbols for parking prohibitions and limitations are 
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from the United Nations system, but keeping the American color code. To make room 
for the symbols, parking and standing indications had to be reduced to 1½-in. letters. 

Design F (Fig. 7) 

Size for every single message: 12 by 10 in. Tow away zone in ¾-in. letters on top 
of the sign. White numerals for parking limitations. Regular NO on standing and park
ing prohibitions. Indications "Parking" and "Standing" in 2-in. letters. Hours for time 
limits in 3 -in. numerals with the rest of the legend in l ½-in. characters. Time limits 
listed above regulations. Single or double headed arrows pointing in the direction the 
regulation is in effect. Days of the week in %-in. letters. Red letters on white back
ground for parking and standing prohibitions. Green letters on white background for 
parking limitations. Chronological order from top to bottom: morning peak regulation, 
midday regulation and afternoon peak regulation. 

Design G (Fig. 8) 

Size for every single message: 12 by 9 in. Tow away zone in 1 ½-in. white letters on white 
background at the top of the sign. Legend for standing prohibitions in 11/a-in. white letters 
on red background. Legend for parking prohibition in 1 ½-in. red letters on a whii:e box. 
Legend for parking limitations in 11/a-in. white letters on green background. Time limits, 
and abbreviated days of the week in ¼-in. characters with U1e same colo1· arrangement. 
Additional 3-in. white hour numerals with 1½-in. complementary characters between 
the single messages. No arrows, but the legend "This Side of Sign" at the bottom of the sign, 
in 1½-in. blackletters on white background. Chronological order from top to bottom: 
morning peak regulation, midday regulation and afternoon peak regulation. 

Design H (Fig. 9) 

Size for every single message: 12 by 10½ in. Tow Away Zone in 11/a-in. red letters 
on a white block at the top of the sign. For the standing prohibition, a 3½-in. "No" 
and 1½-in. words, "Loading" and "Parking" are used. Parking limitations a1·e indi
cated by 3¾-in. white numerals on a green block, and the word "Parking" in green 
2-in. letters. For parking prohibition 3-in. white "No" on a red block is used, and the 
work "Parking" in red 2-in. letters. Hours for time limits are in 3-in. numerals, the 
rest of the legend in 11/rin. characters . Days of the wecl are in ¼ - in. letters. Whit 
letters on a red background are used for standing prohibitions. Green letters on a 
white background are used for parking limitations and red letters on white background 
for parking prohibitions. No arrows, but the legend "This Side of Sign," in red 1-in. 
letters on white background is used at the bottom of the sign. Chronological order 
from top to bottom: morning peak regulation, midday regulation, afternoon peak 
regulation. 

Design Z (Fig. 10) 

Round plate 12 or 18 in. in diameter according to the number of messages. Parking 
and standing regulations in 1 ½-in. letters, except the numeral for parking limitation, and 
the "S" in the word "Standing'' which are 3-in. high. Hours for time limits in 1½-in. 
numerals, the rest of the legend in 3/.i-in. characters. Days of the week abbreviated 
in ½ -in. letters. No anows, but the legend "This Side of Sign" at the center of the 
sign in ½-in. black letters on white backgr0und. Parking and standing prohibitions 
are in white characters on red background. Parking limitations are in white letters on 
red background. Regulations are arr::tnged in the circle in the same position as the 
time when they are in effect as in a clock dial. The message "Tow Away Zone," when 
necessary, has to be placed on a separate plate. 

COMMENTS FROM VARIOUS ORGANIZATIONS 

After the six preliminary parking designs were developed, based on the criteria 
establish-ad, they were submitted to a number of organizations having an interest in our 
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Figure l l. Preliminary parking designs. 

signing program. A full explanation of the basis for each sign design was presented, 
and the agencies were asked for their comments. The signs reviewed are shown in 
Figure 11. 

The organizations participating in this review of the sign designs were the Fine Arts 
Commission, Downtown Progress, Inc., the Metropolitan Police Department, and the 
Corporation Counsel of the District of Columbia. 

These organizations were very enthusiastic about the new sign designs, and offered 
numerous comments on them. Both the Fine Arts Commission and Downtown Progress 
thought a completely new concept in sign design should be used, and they favored color 
reversed signs with a high degree of symbolism. The international symbol was favor
ably considered. Downtown progress was also fond of the clock face design. 

The Metropolitan Police were quite dubious about reverse color signs, and thought 
symbolism would only add to the present confusion. However, they were in favor of 
chronological order for multiple sign messages and of adding emphasis to the "Tow 
Away Zone" messages. 

The Corporation Counsel thought the chronological order signs might be confusing, 
and suggested we t-y to clarify the present confusion between "Standing" and "Parking" 
regulations. They also suggested the "Tow Away Zone" message be dropped from our · 
present signs, and that the number of parking signs in each block be reduced to a 
minimum. 

The comments received from various organizations regarding our proposed sign de
signs were varied and often contradictory. Although these comments assisted us in 
preparing additional sign designs, they led to no unanimous conclusions. It was felt, 
at this point, that we should test the signs in order that their relative effectiveness 
could be measured, for at least some of the qualities intended to be included in any new 
parking sign design. 

TESTING 

Before our testing program, we reviewed past sign tests performed by the U.S. 
Bureau of Public Roads and various other traffic organizations. It was surprising to 
hear how few tests measuring sign qualities have actually been conducted. Past tests 
have measured road user preference between several signs, sign visibility, and reac
tion time to various sign messages. 

In sign studies conducted at the University of California (3), slides of different signs 
were used to determine a road user's sign preference . . Subjects were required to put 
down their first impressions. Sign visibility tests consisted of subjects walking toward 
a test sign and recording the distance at which they were able to read the legend. 
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In studies at Ohio State University (17), supjects were told to perform specific ac
tions in response to sign messages presented to them. Response time for each sign 
was then measured and recorded. 

Five of our preliminary sign designs were selected for testing to determine their 
relative efficiency to convey a message. Our first, and probably the most important 
test, measured the sign's effectiveness to convey its message. This was called the 
"static reaction time test." 

Three different curb parking situations were prepared for each of the five different 
sign designs to be tested. The degree of complexity of each parking situation test was 
similar. This r es ulted in the development of fifteen different parking sign legends. 

Reproductions of each sign were then placed on B½- by 11-in. sheets of paper . Each 
sheet of paper contained two questions asking the subject whether he could park or stand 
during certain periods of the day, and on certain sides of each sign. The test was 
broken into two parts to avoid bias. Half of the subjects were tested by first orienting 
them with respect to the time of day. It is suspected that this might tend to bias reac
tions in favor of signs with information developed chronologically. 

Under the second part of the test, subjects were oriented as to restrictions. It 
was expected this would produce a bias for signs that are listed consistent with 
types of restriction. The order of the five signs tested was rotated after each sub
ject's test. Under this arrangement, familiarity with the testing procedure during 
the subject's test of the last two or three signs would not bias the sample for any 
particular sign. 

Testing Procedure 

Subjects were tested in two phases . Each subject was seated at a desk with 81/a-
by 11-in. test sheets before him. Without any explanation of the sign designs, the sub
ject was asked to answer the test questions. He was timed as to his ability to answer 
each set of three questions, for each sign design. 

After a subject had completed the questions on all five sign designs, each design 
was explained to him, including the importance of the color code, relative position, 
symbols, etc. He was then again requested to answer another, somewhat similar, set 
of questions on each sign. The time the subject spent in answering the second set of 
questions was also recorded. 

The purpose of the reaction time test was to measure the relative merits of each of 
the five designs tested. However, due to reproducing problems and the necessity of 
keeping a uniform legend, this test had certain drawbacks. One drawback was that the 
color code could not actually be tested under this procedure. All colors were repro
duced in black and white and, therefore, lost any ability to convey a message through 
color symbolism. 

Another drawback to this procedure was that only the arrow design could be tested. 
The consistent use of the arrow design was necessary to provide a uniform degree of 
complexity between each sign design. Admittedly, at least two of the sign designs are 
more oriented to right angle placement than to the arrow design. However, it was felt 
that it would be impractical to test different designs using different arrow and legend 
designations. Doing this would introduce another variable. 

Since the majority of the proposed signs were designed on the arrow principle, the 
test was developed by using an arrow symbol. In addition to measuring the reaction 
time for each subject tested, errors were also checked in the answers given by each 
subject. 

Results of Reaction Time Test 

Test I (Table 1) depicts the subject's initial reaction time to various sign designs 
before the designs were explained to him. Table 2 indicates the total errors among the 
20 subjects. Test IT was conducted on the same subjects after they became familiar 
with the parking sign design. The subjects represented a cross-section of the general 
public. They included both drivers and nondrivers. No one working for the Bureau of 
Traffic Engineering and Operations was used in these tests . 



TABLE 1 

RESULTS OF REACTION TIME TEST 

Relative Reaction Timea 

Test Sign Sign Sign Sign Sign 
B C D G z 

I 1.00 0.90 0.85 0.85 0.89 
II 0.64 0.79 0.65 0.55 0.49 

a Average of 20 subjects; figures express ratio 
between the time taken to complete Test I for 
sign B and the respective times to complete the 
other tests. 

Test 

I 
II 

Sign 
B 

14 
14 

TABLE 2 

TEST MISTAKES 

Total Errorsa 

Sign 
C 

19 
12 

Sign 
D 

2 
10 

Sign 
G 

6 
5 

0
Among 20 subjects. 

Sign 
z 

4 
6 
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The difference between reaction time 
for sign Z and B on Test II was significant 
at the 95 percent confidence level. Be
cause of a wide dispersion in test results, 
the significance of the improved reaction 
times for signs C, D, and G, did not meet 
the 95 percent confidence level. However, 
a marked improvement in reaction time 
for both sign D and G is evident. 

DISCUSSION OF TEST RESULTS 

In Table 1, the only sign that was sig
nificantly more quickly read than the others 
tested was sign Z. Although many of the 
new designs showed a marked improve-
ment over the standard sign B design, 
statistical tests did not indicate a high con
fidence level. Sign B is very similar to 
the standard "No Parking" sign design now 
used in the District of Columbia. There 
was a marked improvement in the under
standing of sign B after the sign had been 
explained to the subjects. 

However, this understanding might also 
be attributed to the increased familiarity 
with the test procedure. Evidently subjects 
tested were not aware of the present color 
code or uniform message order listed ac
cording to type of restriction. 

It appears that all of the proposed sign 
designs developed and tested gave shorter 
reaction times than the standard sign now 
in use in Washington. All conditions be

ing equal, it would be expected that sign B would have the best reaction time since most 
area people are more familiar with this sign design than the others. However, this 
was not the case. The number of mistakes made by subjects in the test were so scat
tered and so random that a pattern could not be established to prove that there was any 
significance in the relative frequency of errors. 

In at least three cases, the number of errors made by a subject increased after he 
became familiar with the signs. Signs B and C, which resemble our present sign design, 
compiled more than 55 percent of all the errors recorded in the test. 

In general, the results of this test indicate that chronological order is easier to 
comprehend than an order according to restriction. In addition, as the use of symbols 
increased, reaction times and understanding improved. 

Visibility Test 

The second test, designed to determine the relative visibility of the parking sign 
designs, was then undertaken. This was a simple test requiring the subject to walk 
toward a proposed sign design and to indicate the point at which he read the following 
significant sections of the sign: 

1. Perceives symbolically the parking regulations. 
2. Perceives symbolically the standing regulation. 
3. Can actually read the hours and regulations applying. 
4. Can read the entire sign. 
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TABLE 3 

RESULTS OF VISIBIIJTY TEST 

Visibility (ft)a 

Types of Visibilities Sign Sign Sign Sign Sign Sign 
B C D D-A G z 

Symbolic perception of parking 
regulations 122 180 162 148 500 430 

Symbolic perception of standing 
regulations 122 180 162 148 354 126 

Perception of printed hours and 
regulations 122 128 139 134 97 86 

Perception of entire legend 61 63 62 61 52 39 

0
Avg. of 5 subjects. 

Subjects used in this test had to be familiar with the sign design and laycut. There
fore, only subjects who had been working with the development of the various sign de
signs and were familiar with the work were tested. The results of this test are given 
in Table 3. 

Table 3 indicates that the signs with symbols for parking and standing regulations 
could be understood from a considerable distance. Word legibility was better for the 
signs that did not list restrictions in chronological order. It was easier to perceive 
the entire legend on signs of standard design than on the chronological time scale or 
clock-type sign. 

The legibility of the entire sign legend was better for the standard designs than for 
the chronological order designs. This test clearly indicated that perception of parking 
and standing regulations is greatly increased by the use of symbols. However, the 
ability to read a parking sign from a distance of more than 200 ft does not appear to 
have a significant value. 

Our past experience with parking signs, the review of the basic parking sign prin
ciples, and the results of comparative tests on the new parking sign designs, led to the 
following general conclusions: 

1. The new sign design should be symbolic in nature to improve glance legibility; 
2. When more than one legend appears on the same sign plate, the different sign 

legends should be arranged in chronological order; and 
3. Even with the use of symbols and chronological order, it is necessary to provide 

legible wording on the sign, supplementing the symbols. 

On the basis of these conclusions, we again reviewed the proposed sign designs . 
Advantages and disadvantages of each sign are indicated as follows. 

Sign A 

Sign A is the standard parking sign now in use in Washington. This sign has received 
many adverse comments during the last few years. The large white-on-red "No" has 
great target value, but the abbreviated wording in the legend makes the rest of the sign 
difficult to read. The sign does use symbols since the large white-on-red "No" is a 
form of symbolism. However, the present sign does not convey a clear, concise mean
ing or differentiate between different types of regulations of different hours of the day. 
The large white--·on-red "No" also leads to the increased vertical sign size presently in 
use. Therefore, we do not conside:r this design adequate and recommend its use be 
discontinued. 
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Sign B 

Sign B is a relatively simple modification of sign A. The major difference between 
sign A and sign B is the size of the white-on-red "No." The only advantage of this sign 
over sign A is the smaller area. However, this sign apparently does not convey a pre
cise meaning efficiently. In both the relative reaction time tests and the visibility tests, 
this sign faired poorly. We, therefore, do not consider the use of this sign design as 
an acceptable alternate to sign A. 

Sign C 

Sign C varies from signs A and B in that the size of the hours of the day has been in
creased for better legibility. In addition, some symbolic differentiation between "No 
Standing" and "No Parking" has been incorporated into the legend. This sign, with cer
tain modifications, did appeal to law enforcement officials during the discussions with 
them. However, reaction time and visibility ciid not indicate any particular advantage 
to this sign design over signs A or B. Sign size under this new design was not mate
rially changed. This sign design does have some merit in that hours are easier to read 
and regulations are easier to distinguish. However, these advantages do not appear to 
justify the enormous costs involved in changing from design A to design C. 

Sign D 

Under design D, the visibility of sign arrows was increased by widening the arrow 
shank and head, and by placing the arrows in line with the hour regulations. This pro
duced a wider sign than now in use, 15 in. instead of 12 in., but permitted a reduction 
in the overall sign length . However, the total area of sign Dis greater than the area 
of sign C. The overall sign size cannot be reduced with this design. Sign D-1 is the 
same as sign design D, with colors reversed as suggested by the Fine Arts Commis
sion. Although this design does appear to be a little more aesthetically pleasing than 
the standard sign, it does not appear to improve legibility or increase the understanding 
of the sign message. Therefore, we do not recommend either of these designs. 

Sign E 

Design E is a modification of design D, using international symbols. These symbols 
do improve sign target value and differentiation between different regulations and re
strictions. In a city such as Washington, D.C., wherewehaveanappreciablevolumeof 
foreign visitors, there appears to be some justification to using the international sym
bols. However, these symbols are not used uniformly throughout the United States, 
and their value to local motorists and the millions of national visitors alike would be 
very limited. Although these symbols are rather appealing aesthetically, they require 
a reduction in size of the more important legends, and consume more area than designs 
of equal visibility. Therefore, we do not recommend the use of this design at this time. 

Sign F 

Sign F is the first sign design that lists regulations in the order of their occurrence 
throughout the day. There is no differentiation between parking and standing in this 
design. ''Tow Away Zone" has been reduced in size, and consumes only a third of the 
area of the standard design. The hours of the various regulations were located at the 
top of each different message in this design. This was done since the hours a regula
tion are in force appear to be more important than the actual regulation involved. This 
allows drivers to read only the portion of the sign pertaining to the hours in which he is 
interested. Although this became the smallest overall sign design, the legend did ap
pear cluttered and somewhat confusing when viewed from a distance. No symbolism 
was introduced into this sign to differentiate between the "No Standing" and "No Parking" 
restriction. The use of large numerals to designate hours and the general concept of 
chronological o:rder developed in this sign appears to have merit, and influenced our 
final sign design. 
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Sign G 

Sign G is similar to design F except that the hours are shown in chronological order, 
as in a vertical time schedule. This sign legend was prepared for right-angle place
ment and arrows were not used. By reversing colors and installing the message "No 
Parking" in a white block, it was possible to give the sign a symbolic reference. How
ever, the word message of the sign was made small through necessity and is difficult 
to read except at close distances. Also, this sign would have consumed a much greater 
area if arrows were used instead of the "This Side of Sign" designation. This sign is 
not very adaptable for changes in parking zones under the arrow system. Although it 
offers a unique solution to our present signing problem, it is somewhat confusing and 
not practical for present street design. 

Sign H 

Sign H lists restrictions and regulations in chronological order. The overall design 
of each message is used to indicate the type of prohibition or restriction. This sign is 
designed for use with the right-angle placement system. The hours have been enlarged 
and the message "Tow Away Zone" is incorporated into the "No Parking," "No Loading" 
regulation. To reduce the present confusion between "No Parking" and "No Standing," 
the "No Standing" regulation was changed to read "No Loading," "No Parking." Another 
minor change pertains to the border used on this sign. A 1-in. border around each 
red-on-white message was used, to give the appearance of a single unit. The difference 
in color between "No Parking," "No Standing," and time limited parking is quite clear 
and can be recognized from a distance. This sign is best adapted to the right-angle type 
sign system. 

Sign Z 

Sign Z was the most original design developed during this study. This sign consists 
of a clock's face with different regulations and prohibitions shown during the hours they 
are in force. This sign is easy to see from a distance because of its shape. The hours 
the regulation applies are easily discernible, and the area of the sign has been held to 
a minimum. However, it should be pointed out that this sign design violates the basic 
concept of uniformity. Because of the smaller sign size, the words in the legend were 
reduced and are not easily visible. It is also difficult to distinguish between standing 
and parking regulations from a distance. If regulations covering a period of more than 
12 hr need to be listed on the same sign legend, the use of this sign would create a 
problem. This design was found to be easy to read in our tests and certainly appears 
to merit further study. Although very different, we do not believe that this sign, which 
va,ries from today's accepted standards, is practical for reguiating parking at this time. 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

On the basis of our sign studies and basic sign principles developed during this study, 
vle recommend the following parking sign design and 1~e1ated itenis .ror impiementation 
in the District of Columbia: 

1. The sign should have a distinct difference to indicate each type of regulation. 
The most practical designations appear to be (a) white-on-red "No" block symbol used 
in connection with the legend in the "standing" regulation; (b) a standard red-on-white 
"No Parking" prohibition legend; and (c) a standard green-on-white parking restriction 
legend using the block color reversed numbers. The confusing horizontal crossbars 
separating restrictions and time limits should be eliminated. 

2. It is recommended that the message "Tow Away Zone" be eliminated from the 
sign. Although the Metropolitan Police Department has indicated a desire that this 
message be used, there appears to be no legal basis for the use of "Tow Away Zone." 
This legend tends to indicate that cars are only towed away in certain areas or zones 
and not at other locations where parking is merely prohibited. 
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3. The hours governing regulations should generally be listed in chronological order 
from the top to the bottom of the sign according to the time of day. 

4. On multiple message signs, redundant messages such as "Entrance" and "Load
ing Zones" and similar supplemental messages should be eliminated from the sign leg
end. The message should use a minimum of letters and numbers as ,.7-9:30 AM" and 
"Monday-Friday." 

5. In line with other recommendations, the maximum size of the sign plate should 
be 12 by 36 in. This sign size will certainly overcome the strenuous objections to the 
present "totem pole" plates which are in some cases 5 ft in height. Where parking 
meters are in place, the time limit restriction message can be affixed directly to the 
meter in lieu of placement of the sign. 

6. The present placement of parking sign posts in the field will be reviewed in de
tail in order to develop a more consistent placement policy. Many existing "U" posts 
have been installed within a few feet of vertical structures, such as light standards. By 
placing the signs on these poles, thousands of unsightly and unnecessary sign posts can 
be removed from the streets. In this regard, si.gns will be placed at intervals of ap
proximately 200 ft, except where transition points between parking zones require closer 
spacing. 

7. A more substantial type of square sign post should be used to support the sign 
plate, particularly on monumental streets and avenues. At such locations, special at
tention will be given to the design of the sign plate to make the overall appearance of 
the sign assembly more pleasing to the eye. In this regard, an extruded aluminum 
section similar to the street name sign will be used. It should be realized that a change 
in design such as this will necessitate a considerable additional investment in our sign
ing program. An estimated minimum $20,000 increase in signing funds will be neces
sary to buy the materials needed to resign the monumental streets. 

8. The existing confusion between "Parking" and "Standing" must be eliminated. 
These regulations are not fully understood by the general public. In this regard, a 
broad publicity campaign relating to the full meaning of these restrictions should be 
conducted through public information media and other agencies such as the Department 
of Motor Vehicles and the Metropolitan Police Department. 

9. To reduce the number and complexity of messages used on parking signs, a de
tailed review and revision of the parking and standing regulations is necessary. This 
review must also assume that no conflict exists between these sections of the District 
of Columbia Traffic and Motor Vehicle Regulations and the comparable sections of the 
Uniform Vehicle Code and the Model Traffic Ordinance. This review should be closely 
coordinated with the Metropolitan Police Department, the office of the Corporation 
Counsel and the Department of Motor Vehicles. 

It should be pointed out that the District of Columbia has a tremendous monetary in
vestment in its current sign program. Any radical departure from generally accepted 
signing practices would immediately cost hundreds of thousands of dollars for parking 
signs alone. Furthermore, it seems imperative that the Nation's Capital becomeknown 
as the source of international uniformity in traffic control devices. A more practical 
consideration concerns our obligation to support and follow the nationally adopted Man
ual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices which was published in Washington four years 
ago by the U.S. Bureau of Public Roads. 

The millions of visitors to this city every year should be made to feel at home by 
seeing familiar uniform traffic control devices. Our daily commuters and residents 
need to be provided with a system of parking signs that is easy to recognize, read and 
obey. We feel that the modifications recommended in this report offer a tremendous 
improvement over current signing practices. Some symbolism, reduction in size, 
clarity of current wording and elimination of unnecessary copy have all resulted in the 
development of a more compact, meaningful and understandable parking sign design. 
We feel confident that the replacement of the "totem poles" with the new signs will like
wise enhance our street scene and present a far more aesthetic appearance. 
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