NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Individual Response Form

Sponsoring Organization:___ITE________________________________________________

Name of person responding (Print)___Gene Hawkins______________________________

Agency or Company: _Texas A&M University____________________________________

City/State: __College Station, TX______________    Date Completed:__4-13-09________

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 comment form.

Send all forms back to Sponsoring Organization
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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: _Gene Hawkins_______________________________________

Recommendation Number: _RW 1_______________

Reasons for __X___ Partial or ______Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):

RW#1 Concur in Part
Change language as shown 

“… may be used at locations where unexpected stops in traffic may are likely to occur.”

As written, the language implies that the sign can be used only when stops are likely.  This is a more restrictive use.  If you are going to add this sign to the MUTCD, give the user the ability to decide where it should be used.
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: _Gene Hawkins_______________________________________

Recommendation Number: _RW 2_______________

Reasons for _____ Partial or ___X___ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):
RW#2 Do Not Concur

While I agree that there is no basis for the starburst, I believe that the NEW plaque needs something beyond a black legend on yellow background to increase the conspicuity of the message.  If the starburst is to be removed, then some other form of conspicuity enhancement is needed.  Potential treatments include use of different colors for the legend and/or background, use of flags, or the addition of a dynamic device.
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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: _Gene Hawkins_______________________________________

Recommendation Number: _RW 5_______________

Reasons for _____ Partial or ___X___ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):
RW#5 Do Not Concur
The proposed changes are not clearly identified within the context of the entire section.  The relation of the figure to the proposed changes is not indicated.  Is the figure even suggested for addition to the MUTCD?  I cannot support adding the figure to the MUTCD as it does not relate to TCD use.  I can assume that the guidance and support statement are intended to be added to Section 2B.13, but this is not indicated by the proposal, nor is the location of the proposed additions indicated.  RW committee should incorporate the proposal into the complete section as they did with the other proposed changes.  What I think are the suggested changes to the MUTCD are really addressing engineering practices, not the use of TCDs.  As such, they do not belong in the MUTCD.
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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: _Gene Hawkins_______________________________________

Recommendation Number: _RW 6_______________

Reasons for _____ Partial or ___X___ Non-Concurrence (attach sheet if necessary):
RW#6 Do Not Concur
The proposal does not clearly indicate which sign is proposed for being added to the MUTCD.  A note under one sign indicates it is the recommended design (sign does not have “state law” in the legend).  The text indicates that the recommended design includes “state law” in the legend.  The proposal needs to add a figure that indicates which sign is being proposed with the text.  Furthermore, RW needs to justify why this is being proposed.  As indicated in the explanation, there are a large number of signs that are used for this purpose.  Why is this sign better than any of the others?  Why should Texas have to replace all of its “Stop for School Bus Loading or Unloading” signs with this sign?  Given there are so many different signs in use, the proposal should provide some flexibility to continue using signs that are already in place.  The easy way to address this is to add a 15 year compliance period for the change.  But since there is no compliance period included in the proposal, the assumption is that it would be the standard 2 years, which is not acceptable.
