NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form
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City/State: San Luis Obispo, CA
Date Completed: December 16, 2011

Indicate whether you fully concur, concur in part, or do not concur with the technical committee recommendation by checking the appropriate box next to the recommendation.

If you concur in part or do not concur, indicate the reasons on the attached form. Copy the form and use a separate form for each comment. Make sure you indicate the recommendation number on each response form.
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Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE
Name of Responder: Ryan Chapman
Recommendation Number: Markings No. 2
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):
The reference to posted speed limit should refer to prevailing speed instead (Line 58, Criteria C). My experience has been that there are locations where the posted speed limit can be significantly lower than measured speeds, especially along suburban corridors. Using a measured prevailing speed accounts for these discrepancies and would not result in crosswalks being place without enhancement where enhancement is needed. 
