NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form

Sponsoring Organization: ITE
Name of person responding (Print): Brian Copeland and Renee Hurtado
Agency or Company: DKS Associates FILLIN  "Enter Here"  \* MERGEFORMAT 
City/State: Portland, OR
Date Completed: December 14, 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.

Send all forms back to Sponsoring Organization

	Recommendation Number
	Concur
	Concur in Part
	Do Not Concur

	RW Signs No.1
	
	x
	

	RW Signs No.2
	x
	
	

	RW Signs No.3
	x
	
	

	RW Signs No.4
	x
	
	

	RW Signs No.5
	x
	
	

	RW Signs No.6
	
	x
	

	RW Signs No.7
	
	x
	

	RW Signs No.8
	x
	
	

	RW Signs No.9
	x
	
	

	RW Signs No.10
	x
	
	

	Markings No.1
	x
	
	

	Markings No.2
	x
	
	

	Signals No.1
	
	x
	

	Signals No.2
	x
	
	


NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form

Copy this form and use separate form for each Recommendation Number.
Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE
Name of Responder: Brian Copeland and Renee Hurtado
Recommendation Number: RW Signs No. 1
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):
While we like the addition of Figure 2A-5, is it really necessary to have both figures A and B? Would recommend keeping A and eliminating B.  
NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form

Copy this form and use separate form for each Recommendation Number.

Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE

Name of Responder: Brian Copeland and Renee Hurtado
Recommendation Number: RW Signs No. 6
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

We feel the larger MUTCD sign sizes for the following signs should be maintained:

R10-10

R10-11a

R10-11b

These signs are usually mounted overhead on signal mast arms and need to be bigger for visibility reasons regardless of number of roadway lanes.  
NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form

Copy this form and use separate form for each Recommendation Number.

Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE

Name of Responder: Brian Copeland and Renee Hurtado
Recommendation Number: RW Signs No. 7
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

Not sure how reference to paragraph (04) is relevant. We recommend changing paragraph 18 to read: 

(18) A changeable message sign that changes the speed limit for traffic and ambient conditions may be installed provided that the appropriate speed limit is displayed at the proper times and locations in accordance with paragraph  (04).
NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form

Copy this form and use separate form for each Recommendation Number.

Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE

Name of Responder: Brian Copeland and Renee Hurtado
Recommendation Number: Signals No. 1
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

The text under the “Standard” condition is confusing. Instead of defining when a 12” beacon needs to be used, why not define when an 8” beacon is allowed? This would be clearer and consistent with Section 4D.07 for traffic signal head sizes.

