NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form

Sponsoring Organization: ITE
Name of person responding (Print): John E. Fisher
Agency or Company:  City of Los Angeles DOT FILLIN  "Enter Here"  \* MERGEFORMAT 
City/State: Los Angeles, California 
Date Completed: November 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.

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: John E. Fisher
Recommendation Number: RW Signs No. 3
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

The rationale for not installing the School Crossing assembly on an approach controlled by a Stop sign is that a higher form of control exists—a regulatory Stop sign.  The same is true if the approach is controlled by a traffic signal.  

Accordingly, Paragraph 03 of the Standard statement in Section 7B.12 should read, 

“The School Crossing assembly shall not be installed on an approach controlled by a STOP sign or a traffic signal.”
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: John E. Fisher
Recommendation Number: RW Signs No. 5
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

Two pieces of information are essential when motorists park in meter zones—the time-limit that applies (15 minutes, 1 hour, 2 hours, etc.) and the time period (8 AM to 6 PM, etc.) when it applies.  With the advent of remote pay stations a third piece of information becomes essential—where to pay.  If any one of these three pieces of information is missing from the parking signs, then the signs give an incomplete message and thus are “deficient”.

The 7-20 through R7-22 signs are deficient since they do not indicate the time periods when the time time-limit parking applies.  Also, the R7-23 sign is deficient since it doesn’t indicate the applicable time-limit.

These embarrassing oversights should be corrected.
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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: John E. Fisher
Recommendation Number: Markings No. 2
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

A left-turn lane can be partially and sometimes as wholly as effective as a raised median or a pedestrian refuge island in providing an area in the middle of the street for a pedestrian to stop and wait for an adequate gap in passing through vehicles.  A left-turn lane should be included as a factor in A. and B., as follows:

“… raised median, pedestrian refuge island, or a left-turn lane…”
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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: John E. Fisher
Recommendation Number: Signals No. 1
Reasons for _x_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

The term, “lenses”, is rapidly becoming an obsolete term.  Almost all of the traffic signals in the country use LED lamps and most of them have no lenses.  The more generic term, “signal sections”, should be used.  Accordingly, in the Standard and Guidance statements, “lenses” should be replaced by “signal sections”.

In fact, why not conduct a word-search of Part 4 and replace the term, “lenses” with the more generic term, “signal sections” where it would be more appropriate?  
