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QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

1. Does a vehicle engage in “travel” under MCL 691.1402(1) when it parks in, 
including pulls into and out of, a lane of a highway designated for parking? 

Appellant answers:  No. 
Appellee answers:  Yes. 
The circuit court did not answer this question. 
The Court of Appeals did not answer this question. 
Amici CRA and MCRCSIP answer:  No. 
 

2. Did MDOT present evidence of the design of the highway at issue which, if left 
unrebutted, would establish that the plaintiff fell in an area of the highway not “designed for 
vehicular travel” under MCL 691.1402(1)? 

Appellant answers:  Yes. 
Appellee answers:  No. 
The circuit court answered:  No. 
The Court of Appeals answered:  No. 
Amici CRA and MCRCSIP answer:  Yes. 

3. If so, did the plaintiff produced evidence establishing a question of fact regarding 
the defendant’s entitlement to immunity under MCL 691.1402(1)? 

Appellant answers:  No. 
Appellee answers:  Yes. 
The circuit court answered:  Yes. 
The Court of Appeals answered:  Yes. 
Amici CRA and MCRCSIP answer:  No. 

4. Must questions of fact on a motion under MCR 2.116(C)(7) involving govern-
mental immunity be resolved by the trial court at a hearing rather than a jury? 

Appellant answers:  Yes. 
Appellee answers:  The issue is not properly before the Court 
The circuit court did not answer. 
The Court of Appeals did not answer. 
Amici CRA and MCRCSIP answer:  Yes, but the issue is not properly 
  before the Court. 
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INTEREST OF AMICI 

The Michigan County Road Commission Self-Insurance Pool (“Pool”) provides general 

liability coverage to more than 70 county road commissions in Michigan.  The Pool was orga-

nized by county road commissions in 1983 pursuant to statutory authority and is governed by a 

Trust Agreement and an Inter-Local Agreement signed by its county road commission members.  

Through the Pool, the member road commissions seek to preserve scarce taxpayer dollars needed 

for building and repairing roads by ensuring that courts faithfully enforce the immunity the Leg-

islature intended to bestow on governmental entities responsible for maintaining our roadways. 

The County Road Association of Michigan (“CRA”) represents the interests and concerns 

of Michigan’s 83 county road agencies.  The CRA works alongside each county road agency to 

ensure safe and efficient roads for all who travel in Michigan. 

County road commissions are responsible for 75% of the roadways in Michigan, or 

90,000 miles of county roads, and also maintain roads for the Michigan Department of Transpor-

tation (“MDOT”) in 63 counties.  Like MDOT, the county road commissions may be held liable 

under MCL 691.1402(1) only for failure to reasonably repair and maintain those portions of their 

improved roads that are “designed for vehicular travel.”  Because the Court of Appeals’ pub-

lished decision significantly expands their members’ obligations to repair and maintain the road-

way by redefining parking spaces as roads “designed for vehicular travel,” the Pool and CRA 

have a substantial interest in restoring the scope of immunity the Legislature intended.. 
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STATUTE INVOLVED 

MCL 691.1402(1) states: 

Each governmental agency having jurisdiction over a highway shall maintain the 
highway in reasonable repair so that it is reasonably safe and convenient for 
public travel. A person who sustains bodily injury or damage to his or her 
property by reason of failure of a governmental agency to keep a highway under 
its jurisdiction in reasonable repair and in a condition reasonably safe and fit for 
travel may recover the damages suffered by him or her from the governmental 
agency.  The liability, procedure, and remedy as to county roads under the 
jurisdiction of a county road commission shall be as provided in section 21 of 
chapter IV of 1909 PA 283, MCL 224.21.  Except as provided in section 2a, the 
duty of a governmental agency to repair and maintain highways, and the liability 
for that duty, extends only to the improved portion of the highway designed for 
vehicular travel and does not include sidewalks, trailways, crosswalks, or any 
other installation outside of the improved portion of the highway designed for 
vehicular travel.  A judgment against the state based on a claim arising under this 
section from acts or omissions of the state transportation department is payable 
only from restricted funds appropriated to the state transportation department or 
funds provided by its insurer.  [Emphasis added.] 
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INTRODUCTION 

This case turns on one of two principles:  (1) the principle that words in a statute must be 

understood in context, or (2) the principle that immunity waivers must be narrowly construed.  

Either way, the Court should reach the same conclusion:  that on-street parking facilities—or 

parking lanes as they are sometimes called—are not areas “designed for vehicular travel” as that 

phrase is used in MCL 691.1402(1)’s immunity waiver. 

Stated most simply, (1) parking spaces are not “highway[s] designed for vehicular 

travel,” (2) vehicular travel cannot be equated to vehicular parking, and (3) the incremental 

movement required to pull into or out of a parking space is not the same as “public travel.”  To 

the contrary, parking is a separate and distinct function, and the differing road impact from 

vehicular parking versus public highway travel is something the government should logically 

take into account when conceiving and implementing a highway’s “design,” from the roadbed to 

signage to roadway markings.  To hold differently requires ignoring the statutory context and 

expanding governmental liability far past the point the Legislature contemplated when enacting 

MCL 691.1402(1).   

As for the questions this Court raised regarding the evidence, both sides’ experts agree 

that the area at issue is a lane designed for parking.  Accordingly, there is no factual dispute 

requiring a trial.  This case turns solely on statutory interpretation.  For that reason, and because 

there is no jury at all, the question of whether fact questions should be decided by a judge or a 

jury is not properly before the Court.  Else, the Court should hold that immunity issue should be 

resolved by a judge, particularly here, where there is no overlap between the factual issues 

determining immunity and the factual issues determining liability.  
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OVERVIEW OF HIGHWAY DESIGN 

To understand the meaning of “travel” in the context of highway design and identify a 

suitable standard for determining what portion of the improved highway is “designed for vehicu-

lar travel,” it is helpful for the Court to understand some basic highway-design principles.  The 

discussion below provides a very basic background of how highways are designed, the elements 

of that design, and the function of those various elements in communicating to the driver what 

part of the highway is designed for vehicular travel and what part is designed for parking. 

I. A highway is an operational system comprising numerous 
distinctive design elements, including paint markings. 

The highways are a complex operational system “designed and developed to provide for 

the safe and efficient movement of vehicles operating on the system.”  American Association 

of State Highway & Transportation Officials, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and 

Streets (2011), pp 1-2, 4-72 (“AASHTO”).  To design a road network that functions safely and 

efficiently, engineers consider numerous design elements such as the road’s geometry (curvature, 

grade, sight distances, etc.), traffic controls (signage, paint markings, and lights), shoulder de-

sign, drainage design, and of course, pavement design, just to name a few.  See generally id., chs 

3 & 4.  Each of these elements functions together for the sake of directing and regulating the safe 

and efficient movement of vehicles along the travelled way.  See id. at 3-1.  Because the lower 

courts and experts focused on M-22’s geometric design, pavement, and traffic-control markings, 

those design elements will be the focus of the discussion below. 

“Geometric design deals with the dimensioning of the elements of highways, such as 

vertical and horizontal curves, cross sections, truck climbing lanes, bicycle paths, and parking 

facilities.”  Garber & Hoel, Traffic & Highway Engineering (5th ed, 2014), p 771 (“Garber”).  

For the traveled way, primary geometric design components include sight-distances, horizontal 
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alignments (the curves), vertical alignments (grades), the number of lanes, and lane widths.  

AASHTO, at 2-46; Mannering & Washburn, Principles of Highway Engineering and Traffic 

Analysis (5th ed, 2012), p 47 (“Mannering”).  “The fundamental objective of geometric design is 

to produce a smooth-flowing and safe highway facility.”  Garber, at 771. 

The geometric design is influenced by other design elements such as design speed and 

traffic volume.  For instance, to accommodate higher design speeds and heavier traffic volumes, 

arterial roads like M-221 are geometrically designed with wider traffic lanes, broader paved 

shoulders, larger curve radii, and more gradual inclines to provide a greater margin of safety.  

Mr. Gary Niemi, MDOT’s development engineering expert, testified to M-22’s geometric design 

when he discussed MDOT’s standard for lane widths and measured the clearance zone and curb-

side parking facility width.  (MDOT’s Br in Supp of Mot for Summ Disp, Attach 3, Niemi Aff.) 

Pavement can perform several functions and includes more than the asphalt surface.  

Garber, at 1007.  A flexible (as opposed to rigid) pavement design, such as that found on M-22, 

consists of a “subgrade” (the compacted roadbed soils), a “subbase course” usually consisting of 

crushed aggregate, a base course also consisting of crushed stone, gravel, and sand (with higher 

strength than the subbase), and a surface course consisting of an aggregate and asphalt cement 

mixture.  Id. at 1040.  The roadbed soils and anticipated axle weights on the highway will deter-

mine pavement depths and base course materials required to prevent cracking and deformation.  

                                                 
1 Roads are assigned “functional classifications” according to “motor vehicle travel charac-
teristics and the degree of access provided to adjacent properties” along the way.  American 
Association of State Highway & Transportation Officials, A Policy on Geometric Design of 
Highways and Streets (2011), p 1-1.  Some roads known as “arterials” allow the movement of 
large volumes of traffic at moderate speed away from freeways into the vicinity of neighbor-
hoods or shopping districts.  Others, known as “collectors,” penetrate the neighborhood or com-
mercial area, connecting the arterial to local access roads that deposit travelers at their home or 
other destinations.  The road’s function plays a primary role in the selection of the specific 
design elements, all of which must integrate to provide a safe and efficient operational design.  
See id., at 3-1. 
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Id. at 60, 1084.  For instance, roads that function as local access to a residential neighborhood 

will use a shallower and less costly pavement design because they do not need to accommodate 

the regular travel of vehicles with heavy axle loads.  Much of the pavement’s actual design—

whether it has a subbase, the base course materials, and the thickness of each layer—are imper-

ceptible from the surface. 

The only design element that is perceptible is the asphalt surface course or “wearing sur-

face.”  Within the traveled way, the primary functions of the asphalt surface course are to protect 

the base course from wheel abrasion and to waterproof the pavement structure.  Mannering, at 

98.  But asphalt surfaces also serve other functions.  With or without asphalt, the shoulder can 

serve as an emergency stopping area, provide a margin of safety, and laterally support the trav-

eled way.  Garber, at 226; AASHTO, at 4-8.  Paving the shoulder, however, provides an added 

benefit of protecting the travel way from water damage and erosion.  Id.  In the case of parking 

facilities, the asphalt may be laid to eliminate the dust and mud that is a common problem on 

unpaved surfaces.  See Garber, at 1007; see, e.g., Photographs of Unpaved Curb-side Parking, 

attached as Exhibit A. 

The last design element at issue here, and the one dismissed by the Court of Appeals as 

completely insignificant, is the traffic-control design on M-22, specifically the centerline and 

parking-bay paint markings.  That element is addressed next. 
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II. Road agencies communicate the design of a highway and 
regulate its use through traffic-control devices, such as paint 
markings. 

Traffic-control devices, which include traffic signs, pavement markings, and traffic sig-

nals, “are related to and complement the design highways and streets,” and are “critical features 

of traffic control and operation that the designer considers in the geometric layout of such a 

facility.”  AASHTO, at 3-175.  “Communication with the motorist is probably one of the most 

complex challenges for the designer.”  Id. at 2-84.  Traffic-control devices promote the safety 

and efficiency of the roadway by communicating its operational design to the driver and regula-

ting vehicle movement.  See Michigan Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices §§ 1A.01, 

1A.03 (“Manual”); see also AASHTO, at 2-83, 3-176.  In fact, “highway users are [so] depen-

dent on traffic control devices (signs, markings, and signals) for information, warning, and 

guidance” “that uniform, high-quality traffic control devices are needed for effective use and 

public acceptance of any highway regardless of its excellence in width, alignment, and structural 

design.”  Id.  Uniformity is particularly important.  It simplifies the task of the road user because 

“it aids in the recognition and understanding, thereby reducing perception/reaction time.”  

Manual § 1A.06. 

MDOT has adopted the provisions of the Manual and declared them to be the state, 

county, and local standards for design, construction, and application of traffic control devices.  

Manual § 1; MCL 257.608 (requiring adoption of “a manual and specifications for a uniform 

system of traffic-control devices . . . for use upon highways within this state”); MCL 257.610 

(requiring local authorities and county road commissions to comply with the state manual).  

According to the Manual, traffic-control devices include “all signs, markings, and devices placed 

or erected by authority of a public body or official having jurisdiction, for the purpose of regu-

R
E

C
E

IV
E

D
 by M

SC
 9/22/2015 3:16:33 PM



 

9 

lating, warning or guiding traffic.”  Manual, at I-1; see MCL 257.70.  Curbs, like certain other 

design features such as speed humps, are not considered “traffic control devices,” though they do 

“have a significant impact on traffic operations and safety.”  Manual § 1A.08, ¶ 05.  In this case, 

the experts and lower courts addressed two traffic-control devices:  the yellow center line pave-

ment marking and the curb-side parking-bay pavement markings. 

According to the Manual, “[c]enter line pavement markings, when used, shall be the 

pavement markings used to delineate the separation of traffic lanes that have opposite directions 

of travel on a roadway and shall be yellow.”  Manual § 3B.01.  Such markings should be placed 

on all paved arterials and collectors that have a traveled way of 20 feet or more in width and an 

ADT of 4,000 vehicles per day or greater.  Id. § 3B.01, ¶ 10.  M-22 is an arterial highway with a 

traveled way of greater than 20 feet and an ADT of 7,500.  (Niemi Aff ¶ 9.) 

Parking-bay markings are optional, but when used, they serve a dual purpose.  First, 

the “[m]arking of parking space boundaries encourages more orderly and efficient use of park-

ing spaces where parking turnover is substantial.”  Manual § 3B.19.  They “tend to prevent 

encroachment into fire hydrant zones, bus stops, loading zones, approaches to intersections, curb 

ramps, and clearance spaces.”  Id. 

Second—and most important for purposes of this lawsuit—parking-bay markings func-

tion to delineate the edge of the “traveled way” from the parking facility. 

The Manual defines the “traveled way” as “the portion of the roadway for the move-

ment of vehicles, exclusive of the shoulders, berms, sidewalks, and parking lanes.”  Manual 

§ 1A.13(242).  Highway designers sometimes delineate the right edge of the traveled way from 

the shoulder or curb-side parking using solid white lines called “edge line markings.”  Manual 

§  3B.06; § 3B.07, ¶ 01; see, e.g., Photographs of Edge-Lined Curb-side Parking, attached as 
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Exhibit B.  But “[e]dge line markings may be excluded, based on engineering judgment, for rea-

sons such as if the traveled way edges are delineated by curbs, parking, or other markings.”  Id. 

§ 3B.08, ¶ 05; see, e.g., Photograph of M-22 Curb-side Parking in Yono Br in Resp to MDOT’s 

Mot for Summ Disp, Ex 10, Novak Aff, attached as Exhibit C. 

In sum, the paint markings, whether edge-line markings or parking-space markings, serve 

the important function of communicating the highway’s design to the driver, so that the driver 

will use those areas according to their operational design.  For example, a highway shoulder is 

sometimes separated from the traveled way by a solid white line to signal to drivers that the 

shoulder serves a different purpose than the traveled way.  The same is true of parking facilities. 

These markings matter to governmental entities charged with maintaining our roads just 

as much as they matter to drivers.  Given a finite amount of funding for road repairs and two 

significant pavement problems to fix, one in the middle of the traveled way and one on the far 

edge of a paved shoulder, drivers would expect the government to fix the problem in the middle 

of the traveled way because that is where the vast majority of vehicles travel, and at much higher 

speeds than a vehicle that has an emergency need to use a shoulder. 

III. Curb-side parking facilities are designed to provide a space to 
station vehicles off the traveled way, not another way for travel. 

While a curb-side or “on-street” parking facility may run contiguously to and be paved 

similarly to an adjacent travel lane, its purpose, like a paved shoulder, is not to function as a 

travel lane; it is instead meant to operate as a space for parking.  “Although the movement of 

vehicles is the primary function of a roadway network, segments of the network may, as a result 

of land use, also provide on-street parking.”  AASHTO, at 4-72. 
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There is no requirement to provide curb-side parking; it is not a necessary element of any 

roadway.  Rather, it is a service that road authorities sometimes provide for the economic well-

being of abutting property, particularly businesses along the way.  Id. at 4-73. 

On-street parking generally decreases through-traffic capacity, impedes 
traffic flow, and increases crash potential. Where the primary service of an 
arterial is the movement of vehicles, it may be desirable to prohibit park-
ing on urban arterial streets and rural arterial highway sections. However, 
within urban areas and in rural communities located on arterial highway 
routes, on-street parking should be considered in order to accommodate 
existing and developing land uses. Often, adequate off-street parking 
facilities are not available. Therefore, the designer should consider on-
street parking so that the proposed street or highway improvement will be 
compatible with the land use.  [Id. at 4-2.] 

Operationally, curb-side parking facilities serve the same function as off-street parking facilities.  

They both provide space for the driver to exit the traveled way and station her vehicle when she 

desires to terminate her trip.  The only meaningful distinction is that curb-side parking facilities 

are contiguous to the traveled way. 

From a design perspective, this distinction is an important one which influences the park-

ing facility’s geometric design.  For instance, unlike an off-street facility, a curb-side parking 

facility cannot always make the best use of the available area by angling the spaces or making 

them perpendicular to the curb, because cars backing out of angled parking spaces tend to inter-

fere with the movement of traffic along the traveled way.  Garber, at 827 (attached as Exhibit D) 

(providing a diagram of various curb-side parking configurations).  Whether the spaces will be 

angled, as in off-street parking, or parallel depends on the width of the clearance zone and the 

traffic volume along the traveled way.  See AASHTO, at 4-72.  A parking facility painted with 

parallel spaces is no more “designed” to function as a travel lane than a curb-side parking facility 

painted with angled spaces; they are, at the end of the day, both parking facilities.  While it is 

true that in some instances a curb-side parking facility is only temporary and serves as a travel 
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lane during specific times of day, such as rush hour, there is no indication that the parking 

facility at issue here serves that dual purpose. 

Though some parallel parking spaces have no paint markings, such markings are not the 

only way to delineate a parking facility from the traveled way.  Designers sometimes “curb” the 

end of the curb-side parking area at intersections to delineate the parking facility from the trav-

eled way.  The curb prevents motorists from using the curb-side parking facility as a travel lane, 

such as an additional right-turn lane, and prevents parked cars from encroaching on the travel 

lanes and interfering with the line of sight at intersections.  AASHTO, at 4-74 & Figure 4-26 

(attached as Exhibit E); see, e.g., Photographs of Curbed Parking, attached as Exhibit F.  The 

curbing alters the geometric design of the parking lane to make it readily apparent to drivers that 

the parking facility is not intended to be used as a travel lane. 

ARGUMENT 

I. The term “travel” as it is used in MCL 691.1402(1) does not 
include the act of parking the vehicle. 

In Grimes v Michigan Department of Transportation, 475 Mich 72, 91; 715 NW2d 275 

(2006), this Court held that “only the travel lanes of a highway are subject to the duty of repair 

and maintenance specified in MCL 691.1402(1).”  Because MDOT has thoroughly and accu-

rately discussed Grimes and its controlling effect on the outcome of this case, this brief will not 

revisit that issue.  It will instead show why the structure and placement of the word “travel” in 

the statute demonstrate that “travel” does not include parking within the context of the statute, 

and that the immunity waiver in MCL 691.1402(1) should not be interpreted as encompassing 

on-street parking facilities. 
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A. In the context of “public travel” and highway design, “travel” does 
not include the act of parking; they are mutually exclusive. 

“In defining statutory words, [this Court] considers the ‘plain meaning of the critical 

word or phrase as well as ‘its placement and purpose in the statutory scheme.’ ”  Feyz v Mercy 

Mem’l Hosp, 475 Mich 663, 672–673; 719 NW2d 1 (2006) (quoting Bailey v United States, 516 

US 137 (1995)).  Similarly, Michigan law requires that “[a]ll words and phrases shall be con-

strued and understood according to the common and approved usage of the language” but adds 

that “technical words and phrases, and such as may have acquired a peculiar and appropriate 

meaning in the law, shall be construed and understood according to such peculiar and appropri-

ate meaning.”  MCL 8.3a. 

Setting aside the context of the statute for a moment, there are two alternative senses 

to the substantive2 use of the word “travel” that may be fueling this debate.  On the one hand, 

“travel” can mean “the action of travelling or journeying,” as in “The [waves] are everywhere 

unsafe for travel” or “Continental travel is looking up.  By travel we mean quick and comfortable 

travel.”  The Oxford Compact English Dictionary (2d ed, 1991), p 2102 (attached in addendum).   

On the other hand, it can alternatively mean “[p]assage of anything in its course or path, or over 

a distance; movement,” such as “[A comet] revisits the earth, From the long travel of a thousand 

years” or “Cardiomotive force is equal to the output of the heart plus the resistance to the travel 

of the blood in the cardiovascular system.”  Id.   

These senses of travel are significantly different.  When used in the first sense, the phrase 

“vehicular travel” refers to a method of travel (or journeying), travel by or in a vehicle (as op-

posed to travel by foot).  In the other sense, “vehicular travel” refers to travel of a vehicle, as in 

                                                 
2 A substantive is a word that serves as an object of thought, like a noun.  The Oxford 
Companion to the English Language (Oxford Univ Press, 1992), p 999. 
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its movement along a path, regardless of whether it is being driven on a journey or rolling un-

manned down a hill.  This latter sense is considered a personification; inanimate objects such 

as comets and ions do not literally embark on journeys.  Id. (referring to this sense as the 

“transferred sense”). 

This Court intuitively rejected that latter sense of the word and chose the former sense in 

Grimes, when it held that “travel” in MCL 691.1402(1) does not refer to incremental movements 

of a vehicle.  475 Mich at 89-90.  The Court’s interpretation in Grimes is consistent with how 

“travel” is used earlier in the same provision.3  The term first appears in the phrase “reasonably 

safe and convenient for public travel.”  MCL 691.1402(1) (emphasis added).  “Public travel” 

inherently refers to people journeying from one place to another, not the movement of inanimate 

objects in space.  Having spoken broadly about the need for safe and convenient travel, the 

Legislature then narrowed the immunity waiver to those “improved portions of the highway” 

designed for a specific kind of public travel—travel by vehicle, as opposed to public travel by 

foot or rail.  In context, “vehicular travel,” refers to journeying by vehicle, not the mere travel or 

movement of a vehicle.  See Grimes, 475 Mich at 89. 

When the Court asked in its order granting leave “whether a vehicle engages in ‘travel,’ ” 

it used “travel” in the transferred sense that this Court rejected in Grimes.  Because travel in 

MCL 691.1402(1) refers to public travel, the real question should be whether a person engages 

in travel when she “parks in or pulls in and out of a lane of a highway designated for parking.” 

  

                                                 
3 “[T]here is a natural presumption that identical words used in different parts of the same act are 
intended to have the same meaning.”  Atlantic Cleaners & Dryers, Inc v United States, 286 US 
427, 433 (1932). 

R
E

C
E

IV
E

D
 by M

SC
 9/22/2015 3:16:33 PM



 

15 

Appellee Yono presumes (rightly) that this “public travel” sense of the word applies, but 

argues that pulling in and out of a parking space is part of journeying by vehicle, and contends 

that this Court already so ruled in Nawrocki v Macomb County Road Commission, 463 Mich 

143; 615 NW2d 702 (2000).  Nawrocki does not resolve this question, since the only issue de-

cided in that case was whether the road authority could be liable for a pedestrian’s injury.  Id. 

at 148.  Yono offers no other meaningful explanation for the proposition that parking is part of 

one’s journey.  In the abstract, one just as easily can take the opposite position, i.e., that the jour-

ney ends once the driver has arrived at the destination, and parking is merely finding a suitable 

and legal location to station the vehicle; the journey is over before the driver starts parking the 

car.   

But the Court need not engage in that semantic debate, because this question is resolved 

by looking at how the word “travel” operates in the grammatical context of the phrase “improved 

portion of the highway designed for vehicular travel.”  The term “travel” is found in the preposi-

tional phrase “for vehicular travel,” which modifies the term “designed.”  The word “designed” 

is a past participle modifying the word noun “portion.”  Thus, the word “designed” directs us to 

parse portions of the highway according to their design, while the word “travel” informs us what 

sort of highway design to look for. 

Grounded in this context of highway design, the line between those areas that are and are 

not designed for vehicular travel becomes more obvious.  As discussed above, travel and parking 

are functionally distinct concepts in the context of highway design.  All highways have an im-

proved portion designed for vehicular travel, but only some have an improved portion designed 

for parking.  One cannot effectively travel in an area of the highway where cars are parked, nor 

can one safely park in an area where cars are traveling.  Because lanes cannot effectively serve 
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both purposes simultaneously, those designated to serve a dual purpose as a parking and a travel 

lane prohibit parking during specific times of the day to allow their use as a travel lane.  See, 

e.g., Photograph of Dual-Purpose Lane, attached as Exhibit G.  The incompatibility of travel 

and parking is so commonsensical that Michigan’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 

deems the parking-bay markings—such as those in this case—to serve as an edge line that marks 

the outer edge of the traveled way and delineates the travel lanes from the parking facility.  

Manual§ 3B.08, ¶ 05.4  Thus, from the perspective of highway design—a perspective the statu-

tory language itself calls for—it would be bizarre to say that areas of the highway designated for 

parking are “designed for vehicular travel.”   

B. The Court should narrowly construe the immunity waiver as 
excluding areas designed for vehicular parking. 

In addition, any ambiguity in the statutory language should be resolved in MDOT’s favor 

by narrowly construing the immunity waiver.  When a court is presented with two reasonable 

interpretations of an immunity waiver and one interpretation results in a broader waiver than the 

other, it must always choose the narrower one.  Ross v Consumers Power Co (On Rehearing), 

420 Mich 567; 363 NW2d 641 (1984). 

This case is a perfect illustration of why that is so.  If MCL 691.1402(1)’s immunity 

waiver is interpreted broadly, it places a greater burden on road authorities and the public fisc.  

Local, county, and state highway authorities operate on tight budgets; the Court of Appeals’ 

interpretation of MCL 691.1402 forces road authorities to spread those limited resources even 

                                                 
4 The Court of Appeals was mistaken when it opined that a parking lane is equivalent to a left-
turn lane, an off ramp, or a U-turn lane because it is lawful to use a parking lane to pass left-
turning vehicles.  While MCL 257.637 allows a driver to pass on the right when another vehicle 
is making a left turn, it prohibits a driver from doing this by “driving off the pavement or main-
traveled portion of the roadway” (emphasis added).  A law-enforcement official would be no 
less justified in pulling over and ticketing a driver who uses parking spaces to pass a vehicle 
waiting to make a left turn, than if the driver used the shoulder for that purpose. 
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more thinly.  Expanding the government’s statutory duty to repair and maintain to include curb-

side parking facilities will divert resources that are sorely needed to repair and maintain travel 

lanes and bridges.  And broadening the immunity waiver will increase governmental exposure 

to damages claims for failing to maintain parking facilities, inducing them to maintain them to 

standards that are, in reality, not necessary for those areas to safely serve their intended function.  

The sort of vehicular movement that takes place in a parking facility does not call for the same 

quality of wearing surface as the travel lanes of a highway; the risks and safety concerns are 

quite different. 

Consider all of the cities, villages, and township business districts throughout the State of 

Michigan where road authorities have already constructed curb-side parking as a service to local 

businesses and urban or suburban residents.  Expanding the scope of the exception to highway 

immunity would cause governmental units to spend more time and money maintaining parking 

spaces at the expense of the actual traveled portion of the highway. 

Such a broad interpretation of the statutory immunity waiver also presents a serious prac-

tical problem for road authorities.  For example, the spalling or breaking of asphalt that occurred 

here is both common and difficult to manage in curb-side parking facilities.  These defects fre-

quently occur along the curb of the curb-side parking facility due to the difference in material 

expansion rates between the concrete and the asphalt, and the defect can only be repaired when 

there is no vehicle parked over it.  See, e.g., Photographs of Spalling in Curbed Parking, attached 

as Exhibit H.   

Imposing such a maintenance duty will affect not only the road agencies but also future 

economic development.  The only way local and county authorities can limit the exposure 

created by a broad interpretation of the immunity waiver is if they decline to construct curb-side 
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parking facilities in the first instance, to the detriment of small business districts and urban or 

suburban neighborhoods.  Road authorities have no obligation to construct new curb-side park-

ing facilities, and they would now think twice before doing so.  This would be an unfortunate 

result, because the absence of curb-side parking facilities “can reduce the economic well-being 

of the abutting property” in urban settings.  AASHTO, at 4-73.  It reduces the space available 

for patrons of local businesses to park their vehicles and enter local establishments to purchase 

goods and services, making it more difficult for small businesses in urban settings to attract 

customers and compete with others that have space to offer private parking or are located nearer 

off-street public parking.  It also forces customers to spend more time searching for off-street 

parking and to walk farther distances to reach the business establishments, thereby decreasing the 

time available for shopping or discouraging patronage altogether. 

Moreover, providing space for parking is not a road authority’s principal concern.  The 

principal concern is making the traveled way safe for public travel.  That is another reason why 

the Legislature imposed the duty to repair on portions “designed for vehicular travel” and not on 

portions designed for vehicular parking. 

There can be no mistake that including every on-street parking facility in the State within 

the scope of MCL 691.1402(1)’s immunity waiver will significantly expand government’s 

liability.  The Court should not presume this heavy burden is what the Legislature intended and 

should instead narrowly interpret the immunity waiver to exclude on-street parking facilities, 

otherwise known as “parking lanes.” 
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II. MDOT presented evidence that the relevant portion of highway 
is not “designed for vehicular travel”; Plaintiff offered no 
contrary evidence. 

If the Court concludes that the improved portion of the highway designed for vehicular 

travel does not include on-street parking facilities designed exclusively for vehicular parking 

(i.e., that are not dual purpose lanes), it should also conclude that MDOT is entitled to summary 

disposition under MCR 2.116(C)(7).  For motions filed under MCR 2.116, “[a]ffidvaits, deposi-

tions, admissions or other documentary evidence in support of the grounds asserted in the motion 

are required (a) when the grounds asserted to not appear on the face of the pleadings.”  MCR 

2.116(G)(3).  The import of this rule for a (C)(7) motion is that “[t]he contents of the complaint 

are accepted as true unless contradicted by documentation submitted by the movant.”  Maiden v 

Rozwood, 461 Mich 109, 119; 597 NW2d 817 (1999).  When the movant supports its (C)(7) 

motion with such evidence, the court must consider the evidence submitted by the parties.  This 

naturally shifts the burden to the non-movant to produce evidence establishing a genuine issue of 

material fact for trial, because otherwise, the court may enter judgment as a matter of law for the 

movant under MCR 2.116(I)(1).  Accord, e.g., Kincaid v Cardwell, 300 Mich App 513, 522; 834 

NW2d 122 (2013). 

A. The highway’s design is indicated in the roadway’s geometry, 
signage, and paint markings. 

Before turning to the evidence itself, it is important to return to the question this Court 

originally asked the Court of Appeals to answer below:  what standard should the court apply to 

determine what improved portions of a highway are “designed for vehicular travel”?  The answer 

is simple:  the same standard motorists use.  Motorists look not just for the presence of pavement 

(i.e., the “improved portion of the highway”), but also at the traffic-control devices, especially 

the paint markings.  The purpose of the signs and markings on a highway, such as edge lines, 
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center lines, and parking-bay markings, is to show the driver what areas of the pavement are 

meant to be used for travel, and which areas are not.  Such markings are an inherent part of the 

highway’s design, and they objectively demonstrate the pavement’s intended function. 

To be sure, not every road has paint markings.  But not every road has pavement either. 

In this case, where the pavement in a travel lane and in a parking space may (or may not) be the 

same, the significance of those paint markings (regardless of whether they can be seen readily by 

drivers or are faded) is critical.  In other cases, the experts and the Court will have to rely solely 

on other elements of engineering design, such as curbs, pavement, or geometry. 

The Court of Appeals held “the governmental entity’s decision to paint markings on the 

highway does not alter the fact that the highway was actually designed for vehicular travel over 

its full width”; if the “governmental entity . . . designed a particular highway to support vehicu-

lar travel for its full width, but later decided to limit the traffic to a narrow portion in the center 

of the highway for safety reasons,” it would still have to maintain that new shoulder as if it were 

a travel lane.  Yono v Dep’t of Transp, 306 Mich App 671, 695–696; 858 NW2d 128 (2014) 

(emphasis added).  The Court of Appeals’ standard conflicts directly with Grimes and should be 

rejected.   

As this Court observed in Grimes, a “shoulder may be capable of supporting vehicular 

traffic, but this fact does not answer the legal question whether the Legislature intended to 

designate shoulders as an ‘improved portion of the highway designed for vehicular travel’ and 

thereby expose a governmental agency to tort liability for defects in a shoulder.”  475 Mich at 

92.  The purpose of MCL 691.1402(1) is to define a road authority’s duty to repair and maintain 

the highway “so that it is reasonably safe and convenient for public travel.”  Even the Court of 

Appeals recognized that its standard would require road authorities to maintain shoulders and 
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other portions of the highway where travel—as that term is defined in Grimes—is not even 

lawful.  It would include areas that the road authority has constructed for future expansion but 

has designated as a shoulder until that expansion is necessary.  Yono, 306 Mich App at 691, n 6; 

858 NW2d 128.  It would even require road authorities to maintain in reasonable repair areas that 

were designed to support vehicular travel at one time but have since been abandoned and marked 

for nonuse because they were unsafe.  Id. at 695–696.  Defining “designed for vehicular travel” 

in this manner makes no sense and is inconsistent with the statute’s stated purpose, not to 

mention logistically impractical (requiring an inquiry into the original intent of every highway’s 

designers). 

Every aspect of the highway’s design—not just the pavement or structural support––is 

relevant to determining whether it is “designed for vehicular travel.”  If the highway’s design, as 

a whole, indicates that the road authority intends it to serve the purpose of a travel lane, then it is 

“designed for vehicular travel.”  If it indicates that the area is not intended to serve the purpose 

of a travel lane, then that area is not “designed for vehicular travel.”  This standard is logical, 

objective, and consistent with the purpose of the highway exception––making the roads “reason-

ably safe and convenient for public travel.”  It makes sense from the driver’s and the road autho-

rity’s perspective; it is “a cohesive, uniform, and workable” rule “which will readily define the 

injured party’s rights and the governmental agency’s liability.”  Ross v Consumers Power Co 

(On Rehearing), 420 Mich 567, 596; 363 NW2d 641 (1985). 
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B. MDOT presented evidence sufficient to show that Ms. Yono fell in a 
parking lane, and Yono’s expert agreed; there is no factual dispute. 

MDOT presented an expert’s affidavit containing information that would require the fact-

finder to conclude that the area at issue is designed for vehicular parking, not vehicular travel.  

The expert identified the applicable design standards employed by MDOT for highways such as 

the one at issue (3R width standards).  He then explained how those standards and other facts 

supported his conclusion that the area at issue is designed for vehicular parking, not vehicular 

travel.  First, by MDOT’s own design standards, it “does not take the parallel parking lane into 

account when measuring the traveled way” because a “parallel parking lane is not considered 

part of the traveled way.”  Niemi Aff ¶¶ 17-18.  Second, “parallel parking lanes are marked by 

white lines on the asphalt surface designating the parking places.”  Third, the parallel parking 

lanes in this case “measure 7.5 feet from highway side edge of the gutter pan.”  Finally, “[a]t 

[the] location identified in the above captioned complaint [as causing the fall], there is a marked 

parallel parking place.”  Attached to the affidavit is his drawing illustrating his observations of 

the widths, paint markings, and location of the spalled asphalt where Ms. Yono fell. 

It is apparent from the diagram drawn by MDOT’s expert that any driver traveling the 

highway in the vicinity of her fall would know that area was not a travel lane.  The parking-bay 

paint markings clearly indicate that the area is a curb-side parking facility.  (See Ex C, Photo-

graph of M-22 Curb-side Parking.)  These markings not only demarcate parking spaces, they 

substitute as an edge line for delineating the adjacent travel lane from the parking area.  Manual 

§ 3B.08, ¶ 05.  The only inference that can be drawn from this testimony is that the spalled or 

broken asphalt that allegedly caused Ms. Yono’s injury is not located in an area designed for 

vehicular travel; it is designed for vehicular parking. 
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The Court of Appeals’ reasoning—that photos show the “the designers of M-22 must 

have designed the parallel parking lanes at issue to support limited, albeit regular, vehicular 

travel beyond that which accompanies the use of the lanes for parking”—is both irrelevant and 

incorrect. As discussed above, the correct question is whether this area of the roadway is pres-

ently designed for vehicular travel.  Not even Ms. Yono’s expert took the position that the 

original design of the area at issue is observable or relevant.  The only elements of highway 

design apparent from the photographs are the geometry, the wearing surface, and the paint 

markings.  None of these indicates that this area is currently designed as a travel lane.  And the 

paint markings show that it is not.  

Ms. Yono’s expert admits this, even though he calls the “travel lane” the “through lane.”  

He admits that the area where Ms. Yono fell is designed to serve a different purpose from the 

“through lane.”  The through lane is “for basic speed” while traveling; the parallel parking lane is 

“for leaving a through lane to park a vehicle.”  Novak Aff ¶ 11(4).  While the expert describes 

some so-called “travel” that might occur in a parking lane, he concedes this travel can only occur 

there “if the parking lane is unoccupied,” i.e., not being used for its designed purpose.  Id.  

Finally, he admits that the paint markings and measured widths are what distinguish the parallel 

parking lane from the through lane: “The parallel parking lanes are marked with white paint indi-

cating space allocated for where vehicles may park.”  Id.  Unlike all of the other lanes described 

in the expert’s affidavit (center turn lanes, passing lanes, etc.), the area at issue is indisputably 

designed for vehicular parking; it is not designed for vehicular travel. 

Given that neither side disputes the design of the area at issue, there is no need for an 

evidentiary hearing.  Whether the area at issue is “designed for vehicular travel” turns entirely 

on the legal question of whether the Legislature meant to include areas “designed for vehicular 
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parking” when it limited the immunity waiver to those areas designed for vehicular travel.  For 

the reasons given above, the Court should conclude that it did not. 

III. Questions of fact concerning governmental immunity should be 
decided by a judge—but this case does not present that issue. 

Amici agree with MDOT that when the issue properly presents itself, this Court should 

rule that a court may resolve any fact disputes under MCR 2.116(C)(7) that do not overlap with 

the fact issues that must be decided to resolve the liability question.  But Amici also agree with 

the Plaintiff-Appellee that this is not an appropriate case for resolving this issue, since Plaintiff 

has no right to a jury trial here, even on the question of liability.   

CONCLUSION AND REQUESTED RELIEF 

If this Court seeks “a cohesive, uniform, and workable set of rules which will readily 

define the injured party’s rights and the governmental agency’s liability,” Ross, 420 Mich at 596, 

it will not find it in the Court of Appeals’ decision or Appellee’s brief.  The Court will find only 

a great expansion of financial burdens and liability for road authorities and an unworkable rubric 

for resolving disputes about highway “design.”  The Court should instead establish a standard 

that is consistent with the practical realities of highway travel and design, both from the driver’s 

perspective and a road authority’s perspective.  From these perspectives, the word “travel” in 

MCL 691.1402(1) should be read as synonymous with journeying and distinct from parking, and 

the immunity waiver should be read as excluding those lanes presently designated for parking, 

regardless of how they were originally constructed or designated.  This interpretation is consis-

tent with the statute’s directive to parse the highway according to how it is “designed” and with 

the rule that immunity waivers must be narrowly construed. 
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 Respectfully submitted, 

Dated:  September 22, 2015 WARNER NORCROSS & JUDD LLP 
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4-74 I A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets 

On-street parking is generally permitted on local streets. A 7.8-m [26-ft] wide roadway is the typical cross 

section used in many urban residential areas. This width assures one through lane even where parking oc

curs on both sides. Specific parking lanes are not usually designated on such local streets. The lack of two 

moving lanes may be inconvenient to the user in some cases; however, the frequency of such concerns has 

been found to be remarkably low. Random intermittent parking on both sides of the street usually results 

in areas where two-way movement can be accommodated. 

Construction procedures on new roadways should be planned so as to provide a longitudinal joint at the 

boundary of the proposed parking lane. It has been found that such joints aid in ensuring that the parked 

vehicle clears the parallel travel lane. On asphalt-surfaced streets, traffic markings are recommended to 

identify the parking lane. The marking of parking spaces encourages more orderly and efficient use of 

parking spaces where parking turnover occurs, and this tends to prevent encroachment on fire hydrant 

zones, bus stops, loading zones, and approaches to corners. 

In urban areas, central business districts, and commercial areas where significant pedestrian crossings 

are likely to occur, the design of the parking lane/intersection relationship should be considered. When 

the parking lane is carried up to the intersection, motorists may utilize the parking lane as an additional 

lane for right-turn movements. Such movements may cause operational inefficiencies and turning ve

hicles may mount the curb and strike such roadside elements as traffic signals, utility poles, or luminaire 

supports. One method to address this issue is to end the parking lane at least 6.0 m [20 ft] in advance of 

the intersection. An example of such treatment is shown in Figure 4-26. A second method is to prohibit 

parking for such a distance as to create a short turn lane. 

-------------S-y_m_m_e_tn_·~_'_a_b_ou_t:~~----_-_-_-______ -:/)-4---- ( ___ -

2.4m [8ft] 

Property Line ------------------l 
Figure 4-26. Parking lane Transition at Intersection 

4.21 REFERENCES 

1. AASHTO. Guide on Evaluation and Abatement of Traffic Noise. American Association of State 

Highway and Transportation Officials, Washington, DC, 1993. 

© 2011 by tbe American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. 
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RliVAlL t1, + 
vb. 'TR.AVAIL; 
~~ild-bearing; 

·trauellinlJ ["·"· 
·moderpain. 13h 
or·· with tilyngr.: o'r 
b[:Talts ~02 He 

sho-·wat t'lyn at 
M lij b, No •mall 

tayling. 1839 J. 
restless travailing. . ;: • 

• -lNG•.] That .. ,_ , 

rking. O~s. or 

~ tnualland i'ile·n 
\aw Ar•u (S.T .S.) 
t• ,and rest ., l$'19 
"'"~d with • mond 

psi~~ -~£ cbtld-

~mtn &.u1illynge 
~- 1-4, I will erie· (ike 
rfin; n~ Wlt<. J8!t 
withoutthelf•neer 
orne. 1637 TRAPP 
!ling wom~n. 
&s;' . 
li. (Bodl. MS .), J>t 
;.; · •treoigl>t~ a,ens 
iinnt. 

·. ·., 
i'orms: 4 trau", 
traueloui, ,. 4~6 
us; (travelos), 6 
:oF.. travalll(Jt, 
, il'i Godef.}, c. 
a i, Full of or 
, ha'r~- · labour; 

ihJ ~ al~ ;,~kill It 
'.fcc· 03lo WYcLrr 
!!·lind trtvcilouse Jif 
trdi diat il:hollede 
:' Ealpc;ien•< "l565 
rr'o tike any more 
!·Arabiii·Dttlfla 1. 
{oin thot h<r.womb 
i :li(e; · 
:.rare. 
iien lyue, trewely, 
rt.. Pr</ .. EpiJt , St. 
~ ~ :~ (ul . traueHoUsU 
~~ the ni:sshe erth< 
!i ~.m•~:tk ~r~: o.u~e 
r -· ~ 
i~VAU. sb .\ . + 
oifsbme,~ ' .~ ·• 
A tii~liJJomt ind 
• ~.tti (1_!92) :~;!I 
• "1617 J. MbORE 
Orrow, ·¥nee~~i_rie f ... ..... ; 

f')bt. (Origin 
ng; : a roll or 
~g the wetted 
hf a c_i~culllr 
l ' :. f 
It and character& 
trformer on the 
tSub1e..tnvaJe, the 
Mitt. Tnms •· v. 

rw.w _JOUr wetted 
ln. \he 'double-

tLY', 1• 

lRSE. 

IT. 

·. tratJala , F. 
:S, the space 
16 ), £. L- type 
:ing a ceiling 
or transverse 

; travatura (f. 
te or ioyning 
·rio).) A joist. 
r The .tvlodilions 
•Wed cron:.ways, 

preparatwar), 
tory works'.] 
o,;· pertaining 

TRAVEL 
to legislation or a treaty under consideration (see 
quot. 1980) . · 

1935 Harvprd I~aw Rro. Feb: s6a Frcrich courts C:xhibitc:d 
thetend.:llcy to Umit recoune to lrD,HJUX prt!paratoirtJ. 1957 
H. F . JoLOWICZ Roman.Foundation• Mod. Law ii. 16 No text 
eppeat"i tO ~ deal wtth .' tr.ovaux preporatoirtJ, but it is in 
accordanCe wi'tt{ the ciVilian· tradition that ruort co drafts, 
apeech.es in ~ PlrHam4mtt and similar cvidenc~ i!l usually 
:alloWed more ~it;lely on the Continent than m England. 
tt6:a LiJthkr tS Mtr', •t56/1, I am th inking about our ·rule 
which excludes the SO'-<:alled trtWoux puparaloirrs; that is to 
sly, t.t~tements madr: in negorjation , prior to the treaty, 
wh(oh .might throw liRht on irs meaning. 198<> Oxj. Com/Ja" . 
LaW 12)1/1 Travaux p,JpartJto;rts, materials l:l•ed in the 
pr~p·;~[jon oC • . •nd having . formative effec! o~, the 
uh1tnately adopted form of an agreement, or lcg1slat1on. or 
an international treaty. Such material• include, in rhc 
domH ric sphere, reports, proposals and [echn ical advjce, in 
lht: . legiJlative sphere, Select Committee or Royal 
Con"imiuion or other repor1s, academic atqdies, Green 
P•persi: Vt'hice Papers, ~md the like, an& in rhe iriternational 
sph~re :: ~iports of expert. commir4ees, . di1c~s-s i ons and 
propoa~ls; d_rofts, ond the hke. . 

trave, rb, Obr. exc. dial. (In sense 1, a. OF. trave 
beam; cf. It. traiie . beam:-L. trabem, ace. of 
trabs beam. Its application in sense 2 is d ifficult; 
but . cf. F. entravt . clog, fetter, shackle, 
hindrance, restraint.] : 
·H·A {timber or wooden) beam. 
1395 in ArtA>rologia XXIY. ~lJ Pro cariagio de ij traves 

pro ju11ea de hospicio. •574 Ri<lomond Willr (Surte .. ) 251, 
1x horeshead• in the buttrie with 1he gantrees and . ri'avu 
ihere. D17tiJ l\1A0NDRELL.1aui""' '""'· z Mar. (1721) 7 For 
its Ce~linf · onlY "iome l'Udr traves laid athwart it. lbrd. ~8 
Apr. (1732) us The Ceilings and Traves are .. richly 
Pointed. · .... · .. 

li. dial. .1 . . One of the shafts of a cart , or the 
shafts.c.olle-ctively, Also tittrib. 

.1ia3 E. Mooo Suffolk Wordso.v ., Hones harnuscd ready 
(or ~ork:, are laid to._be 1in the trav1!!' - or, 'in the tnves . 
l,OS E"f· Dial. Ditl. ~.v.,1. n phr.lo/Hin tht travt, of hones: 
to be harnessed ready fot work. 

2. A- frame or enclosure of bars in which a 
restive lu!tse is placed to be shod: cf. TRAVAIL sb.' 

< i386' CHAUCER Mill.,'r T. 96 She sproong as i. colt doth 
in the lrli\le;' J483 Coth. Angl. J91/1 Trave for toaeho horse 
jn,]trratoriom, "lasttrium. 1613 R. CAwonov Tab/• A/ph. 
(od. 3), Trau<. i place to shoe wilde 1\on<J in. 1656 BLOUNT 
G/ouop., TrDtit (from the Fr. Travee·, I. • boy of building•). 
a treY1se or 1irlte toome made purposely to shoo unbroken 
hones in. l7o6 PHILLIP$ (ed. Keney), Trav<, Tr<l\•tl, or 
Traviu, -a Place encl01ed. with R•ils, to 1hooe an unruly 
Horse ln. 18.47-78 HALLIWRLL, Trat~t, a frame iritd which 
fatrien put unru)y hones. • ·· 
:tb• ph See quot . 1706. Obr . rare-o . · 
··1706 l>HJL~JPS (ed. Keraey), Travu, e kind o( Shackles for 

a Hone t~at is taught to amble, or pace. J?a6 in Ditt. Rtu~. 
(od. J). 

trave; dial. var. THRAVE, THREAVE. 

travels, obs. form of TRAVERSE, TRAVIS1. 

travel, ('tra:v(~)l), sb . Forms: .. . 4 travaJl, Sc . 
trawaile, -ale~ 4-5 Sc. trawaill , trauaille, 4-7 -aile, 
s .Sc .. trawal, s-? trau-, travayle, s-8 travail, . 6 
triauaylle, -eile, travaiU, Sc. travale, 6- 7 -aile. fJ • 
5 Sc. trawel(l, s-7 trauel(l, travell, (6 trauyll), s
travel, (9 Sc. traivel). [orig. the same word.as 
TRAVAIL rb.1, in a speciali:r.ed sense and form; the 
latter due to shifting of stress.] 

t 1. Labour, toil; suffering, trouble; labour of 
child-birt.h, etc.: see TRAVI\IL sb.1 s- 6. 

l. a. The action of travelling or journeying. 
«. e1375 Sc. Ltll. Saints xxv. (:Jillion) 9 )Jc trawalouria . . 

for tnwalc ware wery. t1400 MAUNDEV. (R.oxb.) viii . 28 ~ 
way t:J comoun and wrJe yn~h knawen with aU men trat vse1 
trouolle. < 14~ Totv•tl•y M)ltl . xlv. 9i That I may )laue 10m 
beyldyng bf,ln my trouayll . J~oo-~o DvNiiAR Potmtlxuv. 
~6 Way strtoht, cler dieht, to'wJbomc wioht, That irke bene 
on trovale. 1561 T. Hosv tr. Casll6lio"t's Courtyu I. (1577) 
Ejb. Alter a_yuret trauayle abrode. 166o BLOUNT BoJc~l 
1. (1680) 19 His feet .. muoh galled with travail. 
p. 1375 MS. t i87) BARBOUR Bruu tv. 664 My twa aonnys 

wuh 3ow sail! Send to Ilk with JOW JOUr l(awell [rime falej . 
a 1533 Lo. Br.RNERS Huo" xx;i. 6s 1-:luon wat wery of trauyl . 
a rno F,.;,;, of B.,,;. 6~ in Du"bar"s Potnu (S.T ,S .) •8?. 
I pray grit God him spe1d Him ha ill ond sound in-to h,. 
travell. 1!&4 B; R.-1r. HnoclotuJ l. 33 The wty is •hort, & the 
trouolleasye. J650 in v ..... y Mem. (1907) I. 464 The woye• 
are eve7.where unsafe for tr•vell. · 1768 STE" N E s~,.t. Jourh . 
h775) . 72 (The Rou) The advantage of travel .. was by 
lffit:lfr a grn~ deal both of men and mannen. 1897 JV tUm. 
Glt•. 1 1 Aua:. z/J Con1inenul travd is looking up. By travel 
we niun quick tnd comfortable travel. 
· b. With a and pl. An act of travelling; a 
journey. Now only in pl., except dial. 

. rs59 W. Cut<NINOHAM 'Cosmogr ~ Glas .. Pre f. A v b, Hia 
eloquence, prudence, . . •nd other like vertues .. in!ucd of 
hy1 peregrination•. and tr&vails. 1610 DAY Ftltivall iii. 
(1615) 56 He m•de (os it were) foure Travoiles. a 1700 
Ol\YDEN Tlt~oJort f:JI 1/cm. 57 Hia travcla ended at hi1 
country teat. 1753 C. GIST Jrn/s. (1 893) 84, I was unwilling 
he .should u ndenake such • t"ravel . 1821 CLARE Viii. Mr'11str. 
II. · 18z In mOrtal ·wi,.dom.· tho_u'Jt already r.ln A circJed 
travel of eternity': i836 H . COLERIDGE North. Worthi<~ 
(1852) I. 6 Soon tifte~ · we- find him on his travels in haly. 
1883 CLELAND Ittc"biocJtt" i~ . 28 Ye·v~ h•d a sore tia ivel. 
a 1905 in Eng. Dial. Dict . .-i .v ;, (WestmorcJand)_Es ya wad see 
in a day's travel. · · 

c. pl. (ellipt .) 'Account of occurrences and 
observations of a journey into foreign parts' (1.) . 

(1591 (Iii/•)· The Rore Trauailes of lob Hortop.] 17o6 
PHILLIPS (cd. Kersey) , Tr11vd1, Journey3, Voyages; or e 
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TRAVEL 
Dook giving a particul•r Account of such Voyages. 1710 
Tatter No. 254 r I There are no Books. which I more delight 
in than in Travels. 1817 MAL THUS Popul. (ed. s) II. 111. viii. 
3_87 Some very intC!lligent Tnve1s .. written in 18to. 1841 
ELPIUNSTONE flist. l11din I. zss We pos!ess the travels of a 
native of that country'" lndi• in the fourth century. ft.lod. 
He took Gulliver's Travels with him on hit journey. 

d . .tramf. Passage of anything in its course or 
path, or over a distance; movement. · 

l742 YouNG Nt . Th . tv. 7tJ JA comet} revisiu earth, 
From the long (ravd o{ a thou.an years. 1888 8"cycl. Brit . 
XXIII. 70r/z The more che variety of characters is 
multiplied, the more 'tnvcJ' of the compositor's hand o"Ver 
the cases is neces .. ry for pickin~ th~m up, 18<)8 Allbutt's 
Syst. Mtd. V. 843 Cardiomorive-force is equal to the output 
of the heart plus the resistance to the travel of the blood in 
the vascular system. 

e. Passage over; traffic. rare, 
1830 Hooo !larmttd 1/.-1. xviii, Each walk as green a~ is 

the mantled·. pool For want of humar\ traVel. 
3. A single movement of some part of 

mechanism, as a piston, slide-valxe, etc.; also, 
the· distance through which it moves; length of 
stroke. 

1841 Civil Eng. & Arch. Jrn/. IV. 25 t/2 To find . . the 
travel of the valve corresponding to the travel .. of the piston 
substitute. 1883 Tim~s 8 Feb., A thin copper rod moved 
slowly backwards and forwards over them, with a travel of 
about :a in. 1892 GRH.ENHR Br~~rh-Loadn ~2 When the gun 
is fired the 'travel' of the mainspring 1s utilised 11 an 
automatically acting triggu. 1904 Wl'Jim. Ga~. 2 May 9/3 
The incoming of 'three colour [printing] at one travel o( 
paper'. .. . 

4. Capacity or force of movement. 
1816 ScoTT Antiq. xxx, The breaker was never able to 

bring her under command. She has more travel th1n any 
bitch I ever knew. 1844 STEPIIENS Bk. Farm ll. 625 A dog 
of high travel., will drive (sheep) hither and 1hi1her. 1~2 
Dail:y N~ws 31 Dec. )/4 A crew a( men in the boat kept her 
rock lOg rapidly (rom aide to aide to give her more force and 
traveL · • · 

5. attrib. and Comb., as travel article, bag, 
-book, film, literature, -monger; permit, poster, 
ticlut, time, vi>Uchw, warrant; objective, as 
travel editor, -reader, -writer; travel-loving; 
-minded adjs.; instrumental, as travet.brolum, 
-disordered, -soiled, -sPeHt, -stained, -tainted, 
-tattered, -tired, -toiled, -weariecl, -weary, ~wOr.s 
adjs.; ' travel ' aaency, a firm which makes 
arrangements for the transport, accommoda
'iion, etc., of travellers, arid which acts a~ an 
agent for tour-operators (see TOUR sb. 12); 
travel aaent, on~ who owns or works for a travel 
agency; travel ·allowance, (a) . the amount of 
money given to a traveller to cover the expenses 
of a joui'ney; (h) under the EJ~change ControJ 
Bill, the maximum amount of money-travellers 
were .allowed to take out of the U.K. during the 
period 1946-8o; travel brochure, ·a booklet 
advertising travel and describing the features 
and amenities of holiday resorts or other places 
of travel; 'travel bua colloq., .a strong urge to 
travel (cf. BUG sb.• '3 a); travel bureau = travel 
agency above; travel document, a document 
required for travel; spec. a document 'allowing 
foreign travel, held by one not entitled to a 
passport; travel folder - travel brochure above; 
travel sickness, nausea induced by the motion 
of a vehicle; carsickness; hence travel-sick a. 
affected by travel sickness; travel trailer. U.S., a 
variety of caravan. 
. 1927 World Travtl Oct . 39/0 (Advr.) , lmperi2l Airways . 

Daily Servlcet. Betw~en London Cologne Brussels Paris . . , 
Boo~\ · <hrou~l\ . any •Travel Agency or direct with I he 
Company. 1975 n. BAINKRIOOt! Stoetl William m. 79 He was 
going to .get brochurea f.-om a travel agency. He f'llought 
1hey should all go to Spain. [1902 Encyd. Brit . XXVII . 
227/2 Cook, Thomas ( 18o8· 1892), travelling •gent, wa• 
born at Melbourne in Oerbyahire.) 1925 Timts t May 2{2 
(Ad vt.), Write ro·day (or your c:opy of 'Economy Tours to 
America', tO:. leadi~B •Travel agents. 198o S. BRETT Dead 
Sid< of Mih< vi. 61. :roby Root played a travel agent. 1937 
•Travel allowance (see S6COND a. 6b]. 1951 Ann. R•B· 19~0 
IV. 4'3 The basic annual travel allowances were increucd 10 
De<ember to £roo ror adults. 1978 A. WAUGH Btst Wint 
Las.t xviii. 237 In 19i7 ·. the measre travel allowance waa 
"gam reduced. _1895 Wtslm. Go%. 23 Apr. 7/t A litcnry man 
who writes •travel articles in the Anglo·American 
magazines. 1939-40 Army 1!1 Navy .Storts Catal. 875/2 
Popular •travel bag, with .. ~tuport pocket. 1968 1.... 
D•rcHTON Only wh•n I l.arf 1. 9 Umbrella in one hand , 
travd btA: in rhe other, he marched off. 13.t3 DtCKtiNS l .. ~t. 
2 Nov. (1974) III. S91 The •travel· book , if 10 be done atall , 
wouJd cost. me very lhtle [rouble. xl78 DROWNING La 
Saisia;;r 6o That rare nook; . ~ouched on by no tn:vel-book. 
1953 P. ScoTT Alitn Sky 1. vi. 7S A plan l have to issue 
h.1ghly coloured •travel brochUres with a photo of myself on 
an elephant. 1972 F. \VARNliR MnqtuUt~ il. A-·cofy-writer 
ror the travel brochures. 1856 KANH Arct. Expl, I • XX. 20S 
The condition of my own •travel ... broken ani mala. 1976 P. 
CAv•lligh Flying B~rds i. !J The ••ravel bug. Ants in your 
suittl\!C. i930 E. WAUGtt Lab~ls Iii. ~ l Their speech i"s rich 
with the words o( the. •trave_l bureau • adve~tising l1_'1n~ge.r . 
1966 A. K. TRAIN Spoken ltlrl Frenchman 94 (htadrng) At a 
travel bureau . 18-40 DrcK~Ns Old C. Shr~p xlvi, Dusty thoea, 
and •travel-disordered d~ess. 1963 LiJientr I ..f. ·1-'"eb. 281/1. 
Soblci"l, provided with tn Israeli •travel document valid (or 
travel to any country except l.srael,le(t by air. t'8o E ~ BEHR 
G~ttittg Even xiv. 166 He wa' not to volunteer m(ormation 
about the man's travel documents. 1910 Bradshaw's 
Railway Guide Apr. 1054/2 'Clonsilla' En ·Pension ... 

~~ih':'!:;":n&~~ ~Z. ·;~~~v¥r~e~ioEdf,~~~1~1; · ~:tb~~ic:~d 
reared in West Virginia. 19:J:I •Travcllilm [see SCENIC .t~ •. .a}. 
1978 A. WAUGH But W•'nt Lad ix. 107 Marrakeah hils been 
a. subject of many erticles and travel films. 19!55 W. GADD1S 
Rtcognitiom 11. v. 488 A tour (rom a •travel folder. 198o ,D. 
BLOODWORTH Trapdoor xii. 68 The secluded Kohala Hilton 
with its sun-swept beach . . could have been torn straiRht out 
of a travel fold~r. 1_93-4 •Travel literature [see courtt-!)' card 
s.v. COURTESY Jb . t2J. 1955 E . BLUNDEN Addr~u'f on Gm,ral 
Su~jtt:ts a8s It is al'\ example of the prolific travel~ literature 
of England. 1932 •Travel-minded Lsce ~HNDI!D ppl. a. 4 cJ. 
1'}62 John o' London' I 1 Mar. 2.0.z/i Everyone these days 1s 
travel-minded . 1768 DARETTI Mann. & Cust. Italy II. 324 
Credit your 'trave\-mon_gera about the character of the 
Italians. 1942 M. CADI.£ Gobi DtSirl 245 It was no longer he 
who issued the •travel permits and received official vis1rs. 
1978 T. WILI~ IS Buckingham Palact Connection v. 96 The 
Brnish Vice-Consul- ~ .. hadlromised to get her the necessary 
travel permit. 1958 Tim~J it . Suppl. 10 Jan. 2.3/S This is no 
excuse for a •rravel~poster ja~ket and Aamboyant title. 1979 
R. jF.FFRtf.S ,Mu'J~' ~fds Murdft xv. 91 Sun from dawn to 
duskju•t like the trave posters hod promised. 1959 Tim.s tJ 
july 9/t -Some of <he children will be •travel-aick. 197& 
Tirrrtl 30 Dec. 4/4, 1: feJr travel sick as we were driviniJ along 
the lane,. 1900 boRLAND Mtd. Diet. 710/2 •Trav~l-11cltntu. 
. . Same 1!1 Car-sicltneu. 19 .. 1 W. GRAHAM Night journey 
xx. 246, I was talking to your husband on the problem of 
travel sickness. 1979 R . PERRY Bi1hop's Paf1111 i . tS, I was 
going to -swallow · a handful of travel sickness pills. 1810 
ScoTT Lady of L. ur; xxi, Panting and •travel-soiled he 
stood. 1847 MARY Howrn Ballads 19i, Nei<her to the other 
told How they were •travel·1.pent. 1140 DrcKENS Old C. 
Shop xliv. Her •travel-stained dre$s. 1597 SHA.Ks. :z H~n. 
IV, rv. iii. 40 •Trauell-uinted u I am. 1753 SMOLLETT Cl. 
Fathom ( 1784) 52/r Our hero trovel-rointed, loy 'sunk in· the 
arms of profoul')d repose. 1949 DYLAN THOMAS L~t. I Dec. 
( 1966) 34 l. [ must ., hurry everyrhing up, as visas. •tnvel
tickets, etc., cannot be tQO .easy to procure. t,SO Daily Tel. 
26 jan. 17/3 Auckland .• is nor the p!ace to bUy travel tickets , 
as there IS a If? per cent tax on them there. r887 j. ASHBY 
STERRY ~~y Minstrel (.1892.) a r8 .Fast our •travel~time has 
aped. 1946 Travel time (seejfying Jim~s.v. fLYING vbl. Jb. J]. 
1976 P. R. WHITH _Planning for Public Tran.sporr viii. 16o 
Over routes of about 200 to a so m .. tottl travel tiines by air 
tnd rail are timilar. 182:1 BYRON Wtrntr 1. i. 47.5 A poor sick 
man, •Travel-tired . 1821 ScoTT Knrilw. xxiv •. Honu ·or 
light carriages ro_ meet them, and bring them up without 
being •travel-toiled. 1961 !Yfobil~ 11om~ rrnl. Dec. 21/1 
Harold Martin .. is now the proud owner o a twenty-seven 
foot Yellowstone ~trave~ trailer ... The twenty-$even foot 
model is the largest in thC Yellowstone Hne o( travel trail era. 
1978 Sunday Sun- TimtS (Chicago) t Jan. rn/r ·Travel 
traHen are o( two types: The conventional, rectan~tular · 
shaped unit con1trilc.ted of aluminum or molded fiberglas• 
over wall studs, and the llfth·wbe~l trail<r. 1964 L. 
DEIGHTON Fun~'al in Btrlin iii .. 21 The •travel vouchers and 
ticketaare ordered. 1978 P. BRYERS Cat Trapp~r xxviii. r8o 
His travel voucherS ' .J/ere tn1de out for the motel It 
Kishinev. 1952 'R. WEST' Mtaning of Trtason (ed. 2) r. vii. 
1.56 A •travel warrant t11ued by the r.tinistry or Labour. 
1919 W. DE LA MARE Flora 40 Noonday to night the enigma 
o( .thine e.Je• Fre_ts .with desire Fheir ~travel-wearied brain. 
19:17 W . a .. Y1tA~ O~tobn _Blast 22: Cease to remember the 
delishts of youth, travel-wearied aged man. 1856 E. 
FrnGERAI.D Solaman (1909) 47 Kurd .. •Travel-weary, 
Fain would go to sleep. 1837 W. IRVING Capt. Bonn<tJillt I. 
v. 100 Both ~men and honu were .. much •uavel ... worn. 
1765 STERNB Tr. Shandy VII. iv, A •travel-writer would 
say, 'it would not be amiss to t~:ive some account of it'. 1949 
c. GRAVES Ireland Revisit~d YhL_' as Every travel-writer and 
poet who has visittd the Laket d( Killarney has made aome 
attempt to do"justice to their lovelincsa. 197~ W. GA.RNI!R 
Dt'tt~, Brothtr Rat/ xi. So A guest! A famous travel writer. 

travel ('tra:v(~)l), v . Forms: see prec. [orig. the 
same w9rd as TRAVAIL v .; cf. prec. Derivatives, 
as travelled, -~r. -ing, eic. are usually spelt with 
II in Gr. Britain, with single I in America.] 

t 1. To torment, distress; to suffer affliction; to 
labour, toil; to suffer the pains of parturition; 
·etc.: see TRAVAIL V . 1-4. . 

l. a. intr. To make a journey; to !fO from one 
place to another; to journey. Also fig. 

o. c 1290 S. Eng. L•g. I. 2S/6t For )e ~us i-tnuoilede bcoth 
fram so (erre londe ~. lch c;ov nelle grrui nou]t. c 1330 R. 
8RUNN6 Chron . (r81o) 3 He was of grete elde, & myght not 
trauaile. 1413 Pi/gr. Sotvlt (Caxton) r. i. ( 1859) r. I had Ionge 
tyme trau1yled toward the holy Cyte of leruulem. 1548-9 
(Mar.) Bb.. Com. Pray~r, Litany, To preserue all that 
lrauayle by Iande or by water. 1590 SPENSER F.Q. 1. ii. 28 
Long time they thus together traveiled . 16o3 SnAKS. JWtaJ. 
for M . 1. iii. 1i He supposes me trauai\d to Poland . 1691 
NoRRIS Pract. Disc. 91 Why shou1d we . . quit the Road .. , if 
we may ufely rravailm it1 1714 GAY Sltrph. Wttk Proeme, 
Other Poet travailing in this plain Highway or Pastoral. 

fl. CIJ75 Sc, L•t· Saints xxxi. (Euf<nia) p6 Sen ~<:ho 
mychr nocht trawel hym til: < 1410 Str C/tgts r6 To men, 
that troveld in Ionde of ware. 148~ Cath. Ang/. J9t/2 To 
Tnvetle, itintrar«. a 1550 Frdri1 of BtrwiJt 39 in Dwttbar'~ 
Potms (S .T.S.) .z86 For he wes awld, and micht nocht wele 
travell . 15'H NASHE Unfort . Trav. 6& He is no bodie that 
hath not trauel<l. 16oo SI!Af<S. A. Y.L. r. iii. rrr What 
danger wi11 it be to V11t ~,to trauell forth 10 (arre? 1&97 
DRYDEN Virg. G~org. tv. 1-47 A rhirs~y Train That long have 
travell'd thro' a Desart Plain. 1768 STERNB Sent . Journ. 
(177Sl I. r~ (Dtsob/ig.ant) An Englishman does nor rrovel to 
see Englishmen. 1855 PALEY /Eschy/u.s Pref. (r86r) 28 They 
have . . pointed out the path in which succeeding c.ditors 
ohculd travel. 1901 W. R. H. TROWBRIDO• L<tt. Mothtr to 
Eli:.. iv. 1 J (They] travelled down from London in a !pecial 
Pullman attached ro the Bri!Jtol express. 

b. to travel it: to make a journey; esp. to go on 
foot. 

1768 SnRN! Sent. }ourn. (1775) II. 131 (Moulin") To 
travel it throUgh the bourbonnais. 1903 Sp~a!.~r 19 Dec. 
.ZQ]/1 Laird, I just travel't it . 

c. spec. of a Methodist preacher: To go round 
a circuit. (Cf. quot. 1791 s.v, CIRCUIT 6.) 

TRAVEL 
1789[set TRJ\VELLING ppl. a. b) . 1791 ·HAMPSON flrf~m. j. 

~Vuley 1 n. 84 Every pceac.her Wl\~ considered, when 
admitted to travel, as a member of conference. J88s /'rfinuru 
Wtsleyan Conftr. 8 The above have travelled two years. 
1913 Daily Ntws 17 july 4 On leavin~ Didsbury College be 
. . afterwards 'travelled' , as the Methodists say, in the 
Brentford a.nd Twic:kenham circuits. 

d. To journ·ey from place to place as a 
commercial traveller (TRAVELLER 3}. Const; in 
the commodity for which the traveller solicits 
orders, and for the. concern for which a 
commercial traveller works. · 

1830 LAMB L~t . to Wordsworth :u Jan. 1 A rider in his 
youth, travelling (or shops. 1841 THACKERAY in Fras~r·l 
Mag . .Sept. 330/2 I 've got a place-a tip·rop place .. to travel 
in the West or England in oil and spermo.ct!ti . 1872 Geo. 
ELIOT Middltm . lll. Vt . lx. 336, 1 uave11c:.d for 'em, sir, in a 
gentlemanly way- at a high saJary. 18g.8 JVeslm . Gaa. :2 May 
s/2 One lady 'travd.s in balloons •, it was said , meaning not 
that she soared aloft. but that she vended toy·balloons to 
drapers and others. ri)06 B'NI!SS voN HVTTEN What btc. 
Pam 70 Mr. Bingle travelled in whisky. · Ibid. 71 A 
gentleman who travelled in hygienic flannels. 1906 Black.w. 
Mag. Apr. S-+1/t The Sophist who · in ancient times 
'travelled ' in aophistry as our bag·men •travet• in so•P· 1922 
jOYCE UlysuJ t 1 r, I travelled for cork lino. 1964 ... •j. 
MELVILLE' MurJntrJ 1 Houus ii. 46 He travels for 
Associated BOxes. It's the big firm on the London Road. 

e. Of an animal: To walk or run; spec. of deer, 
to move on while browsing. 

1877 C. HALLOCK Sportnnatt's Gaz. 88 If the deer is 
'travelling', u it is call~d. one has to walk much faster . 1907 
J. H . PATTERSON Man-Eat~rs of Tsavo xxi i. 2-49 [The lion/ 
was travelling leisurely, and I was delighled to find that 
was gaining on him rut. 

f. to traveUight: to traveJ·with little luggage. 
Also fig . 

19:11 E. O'Nsn.L Emptror Jones i. 166, I travels light when 
I wants to move (aat . 1931 •CR~Y Ow1..' Mtn of LaJt Frontier 
13 As he haa also to break his o~n trail. he tr"avelt 1ight, 
taking only 1 aheet of canvas £Or a windbreak and one 
blanket. 1954 I. MURDOCH Undtr Ntt xviii. 25.2 , I just 
couldn't help making money, 1nd I don't want that. I want 
to · r~ravel 1ight. 1977 Ti'"e 1_9 Dec. r8/z Wur German 
terrorists are especially difficult to fathom because 
ideologically !hey travel light. 

3. a. tramf. To move, go; to pass from one 
point or place to another; to proceed, advance; 
to wander; up. in mod. scientific use, to pass, to 
be transmitted. 

1662 EVELYN Cltal~ogr. ~9 Sculpture .. trtv~ll 'd and came 
to Rome. 1781 COWPER Expost. s8• Thy thunden rravel 
over earth and ••••· 1839 G. Br~o Nat. Phi/os. 129 Sound 
travels through diffennt bodtu with very different degrees 
of Velocity. i84} R, J. GRAVES Syst. C/in. Mtd. x>x. 400 
Pains commencmg: in particular parts o( the body, and 
travelling back towards the spine. 1878 HuxLEY Physiogr. 
1 J7 The earthquake-wave, •• it travels alona:, causes· the 
ground to riae and fall . 1911 E. RuTHER,ORO in E,cyd, Brit. 
XXI I. 794/1 In an electric field, the positive ions travel to 
the ne1arlve elec!rode and vice versa. 

b . jig. of some action figured as movement. to 
travel out qf the record: see RECORD sb. 4 c. 

16oo SHAKS. A. Y.L . 111. ii. .Ja6 Time trauels in diuers 
paces, whh diuen: persons. t6o6 --- Tr. (jJ .Cr. Ill. iii. rs ... 
Honour trauels in a straight so n1rrow, Where .one-but goea 
a breaat, 1664 MARVELL Corr. Wka. (Grosart) 11. 181 I-lia 
Royal Highness who hath lnlvelled thorough all hearts. 
1818 ScoTT Hrt. Midi. nii, I must remind the learned 
gentleman th:u he is travelling out o( the cue before us. 
1874 WHYTB MELVILLE Unci~ J. viii , It seems that we are 
tnvellir\j out of the record. · 

c. 0!" a piece of mechanism: To move, or be 
capable of being moved, along a fixed course. 
(Cf. prec. sb. J.) 

1815 SCOTT Guy M. lvii, A l•rge iron ring, which travelled 
':JJ?On the bar ' We have described. 1167 S~YTH SDilor's 
Word-bk ., Travtl, [as) a thimble, block, &c., to run olong on 
beams or ropes. 1i92 Photogr. Ann. II, The top travel~. so 
as to bring the case over another groove at !he back . 

d. colloq. To bear transportation. 
185~ Beclt' • Floritl Dec. 271 They do not ,. make food 

plants for exhibition, u <hey travel badly. !187 . D. 
SH.t:rPARO Lit. Cantuarittu1s .(Rolls) I. lmrod. 81 The 
monks knowing thtt so small a wine would not travel, .. 
always 1old it on the spot. · · · 

e . To move on, esp. with speed. colloq. or 
slang. 

1884 Rtports Provine. (E. D. D.), 'How he travels, said of 
a dog, running very fast. riCH Outing (U.S.) XXIV. 473/r 
The yachts were kept traveling from start 10 finish. 1911 G, 
STRATTON-PORTER Harvtsttr '1 . 74 Betsey .. wants to 
meander along the rotd with a loaded wagon . .. Betsey, you 
musl travel! a 1914 Mod. That car is travelling, and no 
miatalcel Mod. U .S. Keep traveling ( • clear out, ~o on or 
away). 1y7o M. K•NYDN Io o,ooa IVtlcom•s xxi. 178 Mercy, 
the lorry t travelling. Foot down. 

4. a. trans. (or with advb. accus.) To journey 
through (a country, district , space, etc.); to pass 
over, traverse (a road, etc.); to follow (a course 
or path). 

t to trowl tlul rood, to practise highway robbery; cf. ROAD 
Jb. s b. 

1303 R. 8RUNNR lla"dl. Synn~ 1953 Par£ore, yam come to 
~Y• cyte, And h•ue trauaylcd many a iurne. 15:26 Pi/gr. p.,f. 
(W. deW. t5JI) 8 Foure rhyngc:s be neccuory to be .. 
obserued of all them char enrendeth to trauayle the same 
[journey). 1578 LYTE Dodo.nJ vr. iii . 6S9 Peter Delon , . halh 
much haunted and trauaylcd the llande of Cre_te. 1644 
Evt::l.YN Diary 4 Nov., From hence we travell a pll'in and 
ple .. ant champain to Viterbo. t68a HrcK~RINGILL Bla~k 
Non- Con/. xvi, The Apostles that had the gift of T ongues 
traveHed all Nations. 17o6-7 FARQUHAR B~ml."t Slral . IV. ii, 
There'• a great deal or address and good manners in robbing 
a lady; I am the most a gentle-man . . thiU ever travelled the 
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TRAVELLABLE 
road. 18;13 F . CussoLo Au~nt Mt. . Blanc :ill Our path . • now 
became far t~u da"n.gerous 'han that we had juat tr&'lelled. 
1885 Act 48 f:d 49 Viet. c. S7 § t The scnioiJ·udR•· .who 
actuall~ travels that circuit. 1894 Outing ( .S.) XXIV. 
366/~ Tile path was well travded. ' 

b.jig:or in .fig, context. -· , 
161:1 T; •JM>ii5S Cor.upt. Script. To Rdr., Hauing'fiow,. 

fullv tnuelled thi&·vast wilderncu nf Siny 1779_ Minor. No. 
t6 f1 Hi, brethren, travelling the same rot:c:h i;nd .• Ul;:»~«t ro 
the like_ calamities. with himsel£. J784 C _OWPl!R _T.mlt ru." .U6 
So!"f! .• tTav:el nature up To th~.sharp peak o( her Sublir\\tiit 
he•ght. ·r8:u. ScoTT Pirote xvtu, I have travelled bc,.,b u 
wen •• n•s Jn my day. . ' . ., : ___ ., 

c. To traverse, cover (a specified dis~ance), ·. 
166o 8LOI.INT Bouob•lu_r, 1t6~)jl He_paised thri>ugh 

mort dangen than he travailed m•1ea. 166o F. 8ROO~E tr~ U 
Blorrc'1 TrtttJ. J 2 Having traVeJied five and forty dayes tr•v•ll 
frc?m ~bcharib. tlo4 W . TENNANT . ..(ndid"· Rtcr~ot. 11, 70 
Their nurnber i• .. greater than th•r b~ the miles you rravel 

5. a. To cause to journey, ttl drive or lead from 
one place to another. Al$ofi_Q. ' ·. 

1598 HAK!.UYT Voy. I. 479· Tl!etr h!)rses are but ~rna!, but 
very swift and hud, they trauell them vn•hod both winter 
and Soinme~, 16<17 TOPiiELL F.o~<~•/,. Btortr.(t6s8) 242 In 
~ncient time, if hones were to .tie: traveHed thl'~u~b •noW, 
they made them boots of sackdod\.to· wear in tht-ir JOurney. 
1784 R. BACI< Barh"'" D ... "' I. 170 Hio manera : . havirig 
travelled him through forty (>ages of Cornelius Ne.,O., 
adv~n~ed him to tht: _dignity o(Cie·sat's commcnt8riea. zl64 
·Paii'MiJ/l G. 4 Sept; ro/2 Gtuiei'l. , atated thai they prefer 
tri'vetJing t.heir animaJa on foot d~st~!'Celt 0( fifiy, ~iXt)', I!Jd 
se~ie nty mdes ruher than expottn({"thcm to the cruelttes 
exerdsfd _on. lhem by rhe . railwa:r· · ·c6mpaniet. 1891 
M,/hol4.r"~ ArJUI 9 .May Io/6.1t woul be; td-viaablc •. not . . 
to travel~ny trock at present, · · . . 

b. Theatr, To take (costumes, equipment, 
etc.) with one from place to place. 

1930 E. W ALLAC2 Lady of AJ<ol i. 1 s She had "Pphir~ 
ri"ngs and clips ~. of an in4fredibJe value. and 1he 1travell~d' 
the~, aa they .say in theatrical cirdH: tCJ66 'J. HACJUti'ON, 
Fa lit..- ckarr Out UJ The taller oftheoe two guests travelled 
a bro\-c:n concertina wi•h ,Pi.m. . · · 

c. Publishi!fg. To take (books) from place to 
place ·in order to promote and sell them. Cf. 
sense z d. · · ' 

1937 V. Wooi.F Let. io Feb, (198o) VI. ·~6 We're .. taking 
Tueaday off at ~9drl)ell to trav~l our books m Sus~oex, .J977 
B. CoLLOMS. VrcttlrtDn ·co""'tY. Par:rotU :xi .. :119 lGcorge 
RoutledRe) hk~d 10 travel ho$ own· b<>oks Jn the north 
country so thAt he could keep in touch with b0ok~se11cn. 

travellable, travelabl4i ('tra;:y~l~b(~)l), a. [f. 
TRAVEL 'IJ . + ·Al!LE.] Capable. of being trave,lled 
over; adapted to trave!Iing. ·. · 

16<12 CARIW Coi-mDall r: S.l b, The We•terne (roado) are 
better travSileabJe. u lease tubiect to th~JC discomr:nod•tits. 
<1815 Rbu Cycl. s.v. Road, A line which,. travellablearany 
season. 1858 BRIOitT Sp. '"Jia 24 june (1876) 22 More 
travelable roads than a" to be roUnd in t:hc Whole of India. 
•886 Hlss•Y o, .Box s.atlO$ The Government •hould keep 
the old main ro•ds .. in decent travellable order. 

travel(l)ator: see TRAVOLAT~R. 

travelled,. traveled ('trrev~ld), ppl, a. (f. 
TRAVEL '1/." + ~E01-.) . 

1. That has travelled, esp. to distant countries; 
experienced in travel. Also . ~irh adv. &11 far· 
travelled. Also tronsf. 

1413 Pilsr. S!JfDit (Coxton tot8J) IV. xxxiii. Br.Aul)cyen 
rrauayl~d men that ben ex_pertc tn dcdea of aTmc•. 1!35 LD. 
BHRNEIIS Froir1. II. clxviii. 469 A w~ll trauelled knight ond 
well knowen. 1613 SKAIU!. """· VIII. 1. iii. 19 ·The 
reformation of our tr.ucl'd G•JJants. 17:11 ADDISON Spu•. 
No. 45 I' 3 One of lhese Travelled Llodi<J, 178a Mo'rror No. 
97 II' 18 Nothing con be more grotetq!l• thon her travelled 
langUage. 1121 BYRON 1ua" IV. lxXxviii9 You Have got a 
travell'd air. r')66 Lirt"'" 11 Aug, at0/1 Synge, alreody a 
travelled man when Yeats sug~ested to him that he'd find 
rhe Ann Islands more to hi•liktng than Paris was aforei,ner 
in hi• own country. 1978 G. GRE£N£ Hu."'o" Fatlf1r 11. J. 51 
We need travelled gentlemen like you to deal with foreign 
•R'ain. . . , 

2. a. Geoi. Of blocks, boulders, etc.: 
Transported to a distance ftom their original 
site, as by glacial action; erratic. 

1830 LYELL Prine. Gtol. I. 175 Thatth~ po1ition .. of a 
great portion of chest. traveUrd materials ehould now appe•r 
most orre~ular [etc.). 1833-- El<m, Gto/, xi. (18'14) 146 
The multitude of 'travelled• blocks and striated rocks. 18-42 
SEDGWICK i~· Hud•on'' Guid• Lalter (18.43) 196 The 
travelled bowlder. of Shop granite. •IIlio A. It, WALLACE lrl. 
Life vii. ro6 The phenomenon of travelled or perche!l blocks 
is abo a common One in aJJ jlacicr Countries. . 

b: Of earth or soil: That is not in sit14; that has 
been brought to, or deposited in, the ·' place 
where it is; made up, artificial. Sc. ' · 

1802 PLAYfAIM lllurrr. Hutton. Tit. 197, I am not sute 
whether ~hi• nnh i• travelled or not. - rSos FORSYTH 
Btoulitr Scot/. I. t6 The whole 11round .• ;. formed;- not of 
natursl, but of what buildcu tcrtn tn.vciJcd earth. Jlt6 
Scorr Antiq. lCxiii, h"s t~vt:Wd e•nh rhat, .. i'-howk.t ne 
eithly. 1839 D. D. BLACK Hist. Br.chin xi. (1867) 253 
Travelled Of anifical tarth has repeatedly ~n (Qund. 

3. Of a road, etc·.: Frequented-by . travellers. 
1845 j . C . PREMONT R•p. Exploring Exptdition 163 [To 

Fort Hall] .. alonl!' the tr»velled rOJ>d from th_e town of 
Westport .. is .-

1
·323 mileo. 1869 Bradth.o'!''t Rmlr~~ay Man. 

XXI. ~Jj The ravelled route thi'ou~h th1s countp cross« 

!~~i .. D!:~hr:~fr:e:s j~ ~hoeu~r~~~it~J~!d~·.~~~~!ns .liP: ii. h 
4. travel{ed blood (see quots, ). 
t96:t 'J. •·• CARR£' Murdn of ()uolity iii. 41 There's • lot 

of what we call travel1ed blood . . that's to say; blood tpuned 
from an open ortory. 1981 Ewnt 9-15 Oct. 29/4 Tro~tlltd 
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