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To Whom It My Concern:

The follow ng constitutes the M ne Departnent of _
Transportation's coments on FHWA Docket Number MC-92-10, which
concerns a notice of proposed rul emaking on mandatory m ni num
training requirenments for operators of |onger conbination
vehicles (Lcvs). This notice was published in the Federal
Regi ster of January 15, 1993, pages 4638 to 4640 inclusive.

The notice asked for state responses on thirteen specific
questions. Qur response follows each question |isted bel ow.

1A. Should the definition of LCV that will be used to
develop a training requirement be expanded to include
vehi cl es not covered by ISTEA?

Response:  Yes

1B. Shoul d vehicles operating under special permt at

wei ghts over 80,000 pounds and/or straight trucks pulling
single or multiple trailers with overall |engths in excess
of 72 feet be included in those vehicles used to establish
an LCV training requirenent?

Response:  Yes.

2. What difficulties would the ISTEA definition create,
from an enforcement standpoint, in distinguishing which
vehicles neet the definition and in deternning which
drivers nust conply with any LCV training requirenments?

Response:  The current definition is inadequate. A fuller
definition is required to further distinguish vehicles.

3. Once the training requirenents for LCV drivers are
est abl i shed, what should the FHWA's role be in assuring that

WiKE L0C-22/0 = /5
PIE_L_0F 3

THE MAINE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION IS AN AFFIRMATIVE ACTION-€QUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



the training is actually carried out according to the
m ni mum st andar ds?

Response:  FHWA shoul d require annual state certification
4,  \What standards are necessary to ensure that instructors,

who will be the key to the efficiency and effectiveness of
the LCV training, have been adequately and proPerIy trai ned

and are carrying out their training responsibilities in an
accept abl e manner?
Response: Require instructor certification.

5. Should initial licensing of LCV instructors and drivers
be acconplished by a Federal or State agency?

Response:  States should license with Federal oversight.

6A. Wo should have the responsibility for assuring that
LCV training requirements are net?

Response:  State agencies. Under Maine |aw, the Board of
Commercial Driver Education would probably be responsible in
my state.

6B. What documentation should be established to prove to
prospective enployers that adequate LCV training has been
successfully conpleted by a driver?

Response:  Annual certification

7. Should nonprofit, private organizations, such as PTD A,
be authorized to evaluate and certify the adequacy of LCV
training prograns?

Response: Only at the State's request.

8. \Wat types of LCV driver training progranms exist?
Response: Do not have information about prograns.

9. Should the inplenentation of m ninumLCV operator
training requirenents be "phased in™ over a certain period?

Response: Yes, over a two year (or nore) period. This
woul d allow a reasonable time to conform

10.  Should LCV training be a prerequisite for a double or
triple trailer endorsenment on a CDL?

Response:  Yes.

11. Should all LCV drivers be required to have previous
experience with single trailer vehicles?




Response:  Yes.

12.  How often should LCV training be offered or repeated
for both instructors and drivers?

Response:  Every ten years.

13. Do specialized vehicle conbinations such as triples or
t hose handling special cargo require different training
st andar ds?

Response:  Yes.

Ve trust that our responses to this docket will be given due
consideration in the framng of the final FHWA rule on LCV
training requirenents.

Sincerely, —_
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Dana F. Connors

Conmm ssi oner
DFC. GG&P/th

cc: Gd picher, Ofice of Policy Analysis
Paul M nor, Bureau of Plannin
Harl an Pierson, Commercial Vehicle Enforcenent, State Police
Francis B. Francois, Executive Director, AASHTO
Paul L. Lariviere, D vision Adm nistrator, FHWM
Ted Martin, Chief Exam ner, Bureau of Mdtor Vehicles
Ri chard Nickless, Chairperson, Board of Driver Education
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