NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Sponsor Response Form

Sponsoring Organization:                                        
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, indicate the reasons for the partial concurrence.

If you do not concur, indicate the reasons.

	Recommendation Number
	Concur
	Concur in Part
	Do Not Concur

	
	
	
	

	RWS No. 1
	1
	1
	1

	RWS No. 2
	2
	1
	

	RWS No. 3
	2
	
	1

	RWS No. 4
	3
	
	

	RWS No. 5
	3
	
	

	RWS No. 6
	3
	
	

	RWS No. 7
	2
	1
	

	RWLRT No. 1
	3
	
	


RWS #1: Every single sign (and especially legend versus symbol signs) need NOT be in the MUTCD. Trying to do so increases bulk, and dilutes all else. This is a common sense sign, and lack of uniformity has not created any known problem. The “concur in part” comment was aimed that IF the word language is added, a picture of the sign be added to Figure 2C-4.
RWS # 2: While agreed the starburst likely has no research supporting it…it certainly makes the sign different and stand out. As an observer of Canadian signs back at the Buffalo meeting, the Chair of the APWA committee has no problems leaving the starburst outline as an option. Since this is a legend sign, the RW committee should let it be known (not necessarily in the MUTCD) if they delete the starburst whether a practitioner could add the symbol surrounding the legend.

RWS #3: Again, why does the MUTCD have to add bulk simply to standardize a sign for something that occurs in just a few situations, and to my knowledge there has never been associated with a problem. Practitioners should be allowed flexibility. If anybody is truly worried about “standardization” (I am not), why can’t a sign like this be added to the Book of Standard Signs without adding pagination to the MUTCD?
RWS #6: Here is a case where there are many unnecessary and varied sign options being used, and it just likely would be contributory to select one like the RW committee has done here to make the “standard sign”. 
RWS #7  Wouldn’t a legend of U TURN ONLY or U TURN SIGNAL ONLY being affixed to a signal head, be a better message than U TURN SIGNAL?

RWLRT #1:  APWA delegation does not disagree with proposal, but any paring of the number of words used would be appreciated by practitioners and ALL users of the MUTCD. 
