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Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE
Name of Responder: Gene Hawkins
Recommendation Number: RW#1
Reasons for __ Partial or _X_ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):
Editorial: I printed the ballot in black and white.  All of the figure numbers are underlined, implying to me that there is a change in the figures, but I don’t think that is the case.  Figure numbers should not be underlined in the text unless they are being changed.
I am struggling greatly with adding these figures to the MUTCD.   It is valuable information, but I think adding them will create more problems than they solve.  A few reasons are listed below:
· Both the D3-2 and W3-3 signs are shown with an “OR” which indicates one or the other.  However, the placement distances are different for each sign.  It seems like if you can use either sign, they should be placed at the same location.
· I would not likely use both the R3-8b and overhead D15-1 signs.  But this figure implies that the R3-8 sign is required.  

· I believe that it is inappropriate to place an R3-8 sign that indicates there are four lanes at a point where there are only two lanes on the road.  The number of lanes in the sign should match the number of lanes on the road adjacent to the point where the sign is placed.
· Change the asterisk to Note 1, Note 2, etc.  One has to count individual asterisks to figure out which not applies to them.

· In Figure 2A-5, change the ** note to Optional instead of Guidance so that it matches Figure 2A-4.

· The ***** note references Section 2A.11 for spacing based on speed.  This section in the 2009 MUTCD does not contain information regarding sign spacing.
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Copy this form and use separate form for each Recommendation Number.

Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE

Name of Responder: Gene Hawkins
Recommendation Number: RW#5
Reasons for __ Partial or _X_ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

All of the figure numbers are underlined, implying that there is a change in all of the figures.  I’m confused by this.
As far as I can tell, the only actual changes in this section are those shown in lines 139-144.  The background section of the ballot does not explain this change and it is not clear from the change itself the purpose of the change.
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Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE

Name of Responder: Gene Hawkins
Recommendation Number: RW#6
Reasons for __ Partial or _X_ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

There is no explanation why a larger sign size is needed under any of the applications.  Without an explanation, I cannot support using larger signs.  Larger signs are useful, but the cost needs to be justified.
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Reasons for Partial or Non-Concurrence 

Sponsoring Organization: ITE

Name of Responder: Gene Hawkins
Recommendation Number: Signal#2
Reasons for _X_ Partial or __ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

Line 153.  Remove the word “deficiency” from the language.  This word is not used in the MUTCD and using it in this section creates a dilemma for practitioners.  I recommend a period after the word “necessary.”
Signal indications for an approach on the stem of a T create a problem when there are crosswalks on both sides of the intersection crossing the major road.  According to this language, if the speed on the stem of the T is 35 mph or more, the flashing yellow arrow is the only indication that can be displayed at the same time as the Walk+FDW ped indication.  I’m not convinced that a flashing yellow arrow is the most effective communication tool for this application.  
