
Amended AGENDA 
CALIFORNIA TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES COMMITTEE (CTCDC) 

July 20, 2011 Meeting (Start Time 9 a.m.) 

The Main Library, 101 Pacific Avenue, Long Beach, CA  90802 

 

 
Organization Items 
      

1 Membership 

2 Introduction  

3 Approval of Minutes (February 2, 2011 Meetings)  

4 Public Comments          
At this time, members of the public may comment on any item not appearing on the agenda.  Matters 

presented under this item cannot be discussed or acted upon by the Committee at this time.  For 

items appearing on the agenda, the public is invited to make comments at the time the item is 

considered by the Committee.  Any person addressing the Committee will be limited to a maximum 

of five (5) minutes so that all interested parties have an opportunity to speak. When addressing 

Committee, please state your name, address, and business or organization you are representing for 

the record. 

 

Agenda Items 

 

5 Public Hearing           

Prior to adopting rules and regulations prescribing uniform standards and specifications for all 

official traffic control devices placed pursuant to Section 21400 of the California Vehicle Code 

(CVC), the Department of Transportation is required to consult with local agencies and hold public 

hearings.                   
Page #s 

 11-1  Adoption of National MUTCD 2009 in California and to be called  (Introduction) 86-87 

  CA MUTCD 2011  - Proposed by Caltrans      (Henley) 

   (See update under Information Items- Deferred to the next meeting) 
  

11-2  Proposal to adopt revised text, tables, and figures in Part 6 of the  (Introduction) 5-29 

   CA MUTCD 2010 – Proposed by LA DOT      (Fisher)  

 
 11-3a NO PARKING VEHICLES FOR SALE, Amendment to     (Introduction) 30-33 

   Section 2B.39 and Figure 2B-16(CA) – Proposed by LA DOT  (Fisher) 

 

 11-4a FHWA’s Interim Approval for Optional Use of Green Colored     (Introduction) 34-38                                    

Pavement for Bike Lanes (1A-14)  - Proposed by Caltrans   (Henley) 

 

 11-6 FHWA’s Interim Approval for Optional Use of an Alternative  (Introduction)  39-43

 Electric Vehicle Charging General Service Symbol Sign - Caltrans (Henley) 

 

 11-7  Proposal to amend Section 6F.43 of CA MUTCD to create a new (Introduction) 44-44 

   warning sign to warn motorcyclists of UNEVEN LANES   (Henley) 

   - Proposed by Caltrans 

  
 11-8  Amendment to Sections 6F.03 Sign Placement (Signs mounted on (Introduction) 45-46 

   portable supports for longer than 3 days) - Proposed by Caltrans (Henley) 

 
 11-9  Section 2D.15, Enlarged fonts to be used on C20(CA) sign   (Introduction) 47-48 
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   -Proposed by Caltrans          (Henley) 

 

 11-10 Proposal to amend Chapter 4I (Sections 4I.01, 4I.02 and 4I.03)   (Introduction) 49-52 

   of the National MUTCD 2009 and adopt amended Chapter in to  (Henley) 

   CA MUTCD 2011- Proposed by Caltrans 

  

 11-11 Proposal to amend Sections 2B.39, 2B.40 and Figure 2B-16(CA) (Introduction) 53-55 

   -Proposed by LA DOT          (Fisher) 

 

6 Request for Experimentation 
  

 11-12 Request for Permission to Experiment with  Circular Rapid  (Introduction) 56-69 

   Flashing Beacon and Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon   (Fisher) 

   – Proposed by City of Coachella) 

 

08-20 Final Report on Experimentation with Flashing Yellow Arrow for  (Continued)   70-79 

Permissive Right Turn Movement – (Final Report by Marin Co.) (Mansourian) 

 

 11-13 Request to experiment with a Sign “RECKLESS DRIVING  (Introduction) 80-85 

   PROHIBITED”- Proposed by LA CO.       (Mansourian) 

 

09-13 Experiment Request for the USAGE OF “HOV” IN LIEU OF       (Continued)  86-86                   

“CARPOOL” Signage Related to the Los Angeles           (Henley)                                                

EXPRESS LANES – Caltrans request to remove from the agenda) 

 

7 Information Items    

 

11-01 California MUTCD Revision (2011 Draft) to include National MUTCD 2009, CTCDC 

recommendations, errors/errata and editorial changes       86-87 

Added11-14 Proposed to expand the membership of the CTCDC by           (Introduction)                       

including two additional voting members representing             (Henley)     88-88      

nonmotorized highway users 

8. Tabled Items 

11-5 Request to Experiment with New Bicycle Pavement Marking  (Introduction)  

 (Requested by the City of Palo Alto)       (Knowles) 

  
9 Next Meeting                       89-89 

 

10 Adjourn 
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ITEM UNDER EXPERIMENTATION 

    

06-2  Experiment with Colored Bike Lane          (Wong) 

  (Proposed by the City of San Francisco)         

Status: San Francisco has completed material testing and determined that thermoplastic is the 

best colored pavement treatment material for the experimental installations based on durability, 

visibility, slip-resistance and estimated lifecycle costs. Beginning in April 2011, dashed 

retroreflective green thermoplastic was added to the dashed portion of bicycle lanes at six 

intersection approaches on Market Street. Photos can be viewed here: 

http://sf.streetsblog.org/2011/04/28/sfmta-crews-begin-filling-in-green-bikeway-gaps-on-

market-street/  

  

Data will be collected at the Market Street locations to determine if the treatment has any 

impact on merging behavior between motorists making right turns and bicyclists continuing 

straight through intersections. Market Street was selected as the first installation location to 

coordinate with ongoing improvements to bicycle facilities along Market Street, which is the 

highest-use bicycle facility in San Francisco. 

  

The revised schedule for the remainder of the experiment is as follows: 

June-July 2011 – Collect "before" data prior to installation of green retroreflective thermoplastic 

(except for Market Street locations described above) 

August -September 2011 - Install green retroreflective thermoplastic 

October-November 2011 – Collect "after" data following installation of green retroreflective 

thermoplastic 

January  2012 - Draft report 

February 2012 - Final report 

 

07-19 Wildlife Corridor Signage            (Babico) 

  (Proposed by the County of San Bernardino) 

 Status: The applicant still searching for someone to do study for the Federal Highway folks. 

The type of study that they requested would cost many thousands of dollars. Applicant is 

looking for a college student that could make the study part of his curriculum. 

 

08-7   Request for Experimentation with new Warning Sign for Bicyclists    (Wong) 

  (Proposed by the City/Co of San Francisco)      

Status: No change since their last report.  The City and County of San Francisco would like to 

bring this experiment to a close and therefore will analyze collision data collected before and 

after the installation of this experimental warning sign and submit the results to the Committee 

within the next 12 months for its evaluation. 

    

08-21  Proposal to Experiment with Regulatory Sign “BIKES IN LANE” with     (Henley)      

Bicycle Symbol (Originally submitted as “Bike May Use Full Lane”)  

Status: No New update.  Caltrans District 5 still looking for funding for the human factors 

study.  The signs have been well received and there are no negative issues to report at this 

time.  State collision data is not yet available, however, collision data obtained from the City of 

Santa Cruz up to 09/01/09,  shows that there have been 3 bike related collisions since the signs 

went up, 5 in the year previous, and 7 in the year prior to that.   
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09-9  Request to Experiment with Steady Red Stop Line Light      (Fisher) 
                 

Status: See report on the following website under “Status Report – Ongoing Experiments”  

   http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/newtech/index.htm 

 

09-14 Experiment request for the Usage of “TRANSIT LANE” in lieu of     (Henley) 

  “CARPOOL” Signage  

 Status: The project is in planning stage 

 
09-21 Request for Permission to Experiment with Separated/Protected Bikeway   (Fisher) 

   On the Left Side of Two One-Way Streets in the City of Long Beach (Rte 9-112E) 

Status: See report on the following website under “Status Report – Ongoing Experiments” 

 http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/newtech/index.htm 

 

 10-3  Experiment with Second Train Warning Sign “Additional Train May   (Fisher)   

  Approach” with a Symbol Sign (Submitted by City of Riverside)    

 

Status: See report on the following website under “Status Report – Ongoing Experiments” 

 http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/newtech/index.htm 

 

10-10 Request for Permission to Experiment with modified SPEED HUMP (W17-1) Signs (Knowles) 
 

11-3  Request to Experiment with Buffered Bicycle Lanes on 2
nd

 St.between Bayshore  (Fisher) 

  & PCH in Naples          

  
11-4  Request for Permission to Experiment with Round Rapid Flashing Beacon  (Fisher) 

 

Pending Items for Caltrans Action 

07-1  Proposal to revise the sizes for the Supplemental School Plaques (S4-3, W16-7p and W16-9p)  

Status: No update received. 
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11-2  Proposal to adopt revised Text, Tables, and Figures in Part 6 of the CA MUTCD 2010 
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Recommendation 
That the CTCDC adopt revisions to text, tables, and figures in Part 6 for incorporation into the 
2011 California MUTCD, as summarized in Table 1 and as shown in the enclosures. 
 
Requesting Agency 
City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (John E. Fisher) 
 
Sponsor 
John E. Fisher, CTCDC Chair representing the League of California Cities, Southern counties 
 
Background 
The Work Area Traffic Control Handbook, commonly known as the WATCH manual, and its 
predecessors have been in existence for nearly 60 years.  The 2009 version is its eleventh 
edition.  The WATCH manual “ ….. is intended to serve as a standard for control of traffic in 
work areas in public streets by cities, counties, and other agencies responsible for such work 
….” 
 
The WATCH manual has been used by local jurisdictions to identify work area traffic controls for 
short term detours that might not be adequately illustrated in the California MUTCD.  In recent 
years, the differences between the WATCH manual and California MUTCD have narrowed.  
The WATCH manual has no legal standing, but it is still valued by local jurisdictions. 
 
I convened a meeting of WATCH manual users and some WATCH Committee members to 
identify areas where it was believed that the California MUTCD could be improved.  The 
meeting included among others: David Royer, who teaches “Traffic Control for Safe Work 
Zones” for the University of California, Berkeley Institute for Transportation Studies; and Don 
Schima who represents the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) on the WATCH 
Committee.  
 
As a result of those discussions, proposals for revisions to Part 6 were agendized and 
discussed at the February 2, 2011 meeting of the CTCDC.  Based on the discussion, this matter 
has been continued to the June 8, 2011 meeting.  A summary of the proposed revisions is 
shown in Table 1 below.  In addition, the proposed revised pages are enclosed. 
 
Table 1:  Summary of Proposed Revisions to Part 6 
 
Number Reference Revision Reason 

1 Section 6F.58, 
Support 

Editorial – Add the word 
“channelizers” as a 
channelizing device 

Corrects a previous oversight 

2 Section 6F.60 Revise to reflect 4” wide, 42” 
high tubular markers 

42” tubular markers are the only 
size available and have become 
the de facto standard. 

3 Section 
6F.101(CA) 
Standard 

Add the spacing requirement, 
shown in Table 6F-102(CA), 
as a Guidance statement.  
Also, add missing words to 
clarify the height requirement. 

Corrects a previous oversight.  It 
mirrors the same statement in 
Section 6 F.58. 

4 Tables 6C-1 
and 6H-3 

Apply speeds for each 
roadway type 

Promotes greater uniformity by 
agencies and contractors, due to 
specificity.  Is consistent with 
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Section 6C.04. 
Table 1: Summary of Proposed Revisions to Part 6 (Continued) 
 
Number Reference Revision Reason 

5 Figure 6F-6 Editorial – Show the 
appropriate uses 

Incorporates info in Section 6F.56, 
so that the Figure can be more 
useful 

6 Figure 6F-7 See Number 2.  Also, the 
bands are identified as 
retroreflection. 

Figure 6F-7 would be consistent 
with revisions to Section 6F.60. 

7 Figure 6F-101 
(CA) 

Restore the C20(CA) sign, 
indicating how the C20A(CA) 
and C20B(CA) sign panels 
can be applied. 

The C20(CA) sign is mentioned in 
Section 6F.21, but is inadvertently, 
missing from Figure 6F-101(CA) 

8 Figure 6F-102 
(CA) 

Editorial – The height is 
clarified for the speed 
threshold 

The height requirement is 
consistent with the intent of the 
text in Section 6F.101(CA). 

9 Add New 
Figure and 
Note for 6H-
105(CA). 
(Notes are the 
same as for 
6H-15). 

Shows 2-way traffic coned 
around the obstruction on the 
side 

This situation is common in urban 
areas. 

10 Figures 6H-22, 
6H-106(CA),  
6H-107(CA) 
and Notes. 

Revise and add figures to 
distinguish applications for:  
1) short-term versus long-
term use; and 2) turn bay 
versus entrapped right-turn 
lanes 

There is a need for the added 
figures and the revision of figures, 
particularly in urban areas.  Figure 
6H-22 is intended for short-term 
use where right-turn movements 
are significant, as the Notes 
indicate.  New Figure 6H-106(CA) 
is for long-term application.  New 
Figure 6H-107(CA) is for situations 
where it is desirable not to entrap 
the right-hand lane. 

11 
 
 
 

Figures 6H-24, 
6H-108(CA) 
and Notes 

Revise and add a figure and 
related notes to apply the 
abrupt transition only to 
situations that are Stop 
controlled.   

An abrupt, full-lane transition 
through the intersection can be 
accommodated only from a Stop 
condition. 

12 Figures 6H-23, 
24, 30 and 31 
(Revisions not 
shown) 

Revise to delete the word 
“Optional” below the Arrow 
Panels and replace with “See 
Note X”. (It would be Note 2 
for Figure 6H-24). Note X 
would read, “Guidance: An 
arrow panel in the arrow or 
chevron mode should be 
used to advise approaching 
traffic of a lane closure along 
major multi-lane roadways in 
situations involving heavy 

The FHWA MUTCD Section 6F.61, 
Paragraph 02, clarifies the 
application of Arrow Panels with 
lane closures.  Note X would 
repeat that text. 
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traffic volumes, high speeds, 
and/or limited sight distances, 
or at other locations and 
under other conditions where 
road users are less likely to 
expect such lane closures”. 

13 Figure 6H-25 Revise to shadow-out the 
left-turn lane. 

Through traffic should be 
channelized to the available 
through lane, in order to avoid 
entrapment. 

14 Figure 6H-21 
(Revision not 
shown) 

Revise figure to show an 
Arrow Panel instead of a Flag 
tree, with “(See Note X)”, as 
shown in Number 12 above. 

See Number 12 above. 

 
15 Figure 6H-32 

(Revision not 
shown) 

Revise to delete the word 
“Optional” below The Arrow 
Panels 

The FHWA deletes the word 
“Optional”, since a multi-lane, high-
speed street is depicted. 

16 Notes for 
Figure 6H-46 

Add language to clarify that 
flagger operation should be 
considered when the work 
activity is on a street parallel 
to the grade crossing.  Next to 
each flagger symbol add an 
arrow and “(See Notes 1 and 
2)”.   

This situation is common in urban 
areas and should be clarified. 

 
Section  6F.58 Channelizing Devices  

Standard: Designs of various channelizing devices shall be as shown in Figure 6F–7.  

Designs of various channelizing devices shall be as shown in Figure 6F–7.  
Support:  

The function of channelizing devices is to warn road users of conditions created by work activities 

in or near the roadway and to guide road users. Channelizing devices include cones, tubular markers, 

channelizers vertical panels, drums, barricades, and temporary raised islands.  

Channelizing devices provide for smooth and gradual vehicular traffic flow from one lane to 

another, onto a bypass or detour, or into a narrower traveled way. They are also used to separate 

vehicular traffic from the work space, pavement drop-offs, pedestrian or shared-use paths, or opposing 

directions of vehicular traffic.  

 

 

Section 6F.60 Tubular Markers Standard:  

Tubular markers (see Figure 6F-7, Sheet 1 of 2) shall be predominantly orange and shall be 

not less than 450 mm (18 in) 42 in high and 50 mm (2 in) 4 in wide facing road users. They shall 

be made of a material that can be struck without causing damage to the impacting vehicle.  

Tubular markers shall be a minimum of 700 mm (28 in) in height when they are used on 

freeways and other high-speed highways, on all highways during nighttime, or whenever more 

conspicuous guidance is needed.  

For nighttime use, tubular markers shall be retroreflectorized. Retroreflectorization of 700 

mm (28 in) or larger tubular markers shall be provided by two 75 mm (3 in) wide white bands 

placed a maximum of 50 mm (2 in) from the top with a maximum of 150 mm (6 in) between the 

bands.  
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Section 6F.101(CA) Channelizers (Permanent type, flexible post)  
Support:  

Channelizers are implanted in the ground or affixed to the pavement, and are not susceptible to displacement, 
and are capable of normally withstanding numerous vehicular impacts.  

Channelizers are generally used in series to create a visual fence/barrier, to provide additional guidance and/or 
restriction to traffic.  
Option:  

They also may be used in lieu of cones, portable delineators, or drums, to channelize traffic, divide opposing 
lanes of traffic, etc.  
Guidance: 
The spacing of channelizers should not exceed the maximum distances shown in Table 6F-102(CA). 
Standard:  

The design of a channelizer shall be as shown in Figure 6F-102(CA).  
The height shall be 900 mm (36 in) minimum where speeds are greater than 40 mph and (700 mm (28 in) 

minimum where speeds are 65 km/h (40 mph) or less), .  tThe width of the post shall be 56 mm (2 ¼ in) 
minimum and the color predominantly orange. The 75 x 300 mm (3 x 12 in) minimum retroreflective unit shall 
be visible at 300 m (1000 ft) at night under illumination of legal high beam headlights, by persons with vision 
of or corrected to 20/20.  

The color of the channelizer retroreflective unit shall be white and posts shall be orange.  
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Notes for Figure 6H-22—Typical Application 22  

Right-Hand Lane Closure on Far Side of Intersection with Significant Right Turn Movements 

Guidance:  

1. If the work space extends across a crosswalk, the crosswalk should be closed using the 

information and devices shown in Figure 6H-29.  

Option:  

2. The normal procedure is to close on the near side of the intersection any lane that is not carried 

through the intersection as shown in Figure 6H-107(CA). However, when this results in the 

closure of a right-hand lane having significant right turning movements, then the right-hand lane 

may be restricted to right turns only, as shown. This procedure increases the through capacity by 

eliminating right turns from the open through lane.  

3. For intersection approaches reduced to a single lane, left-turning movements may be prohibited to 

maintain capacity for through vehicular traffic.  

3. This treatment is appropriate for short-term and intermediate-term projects where it is not 

practical to install Detail 37B or 37C striping.  See Figure 6H-106(CA) for long-term projects. 

4. Flashing warning lights and/or flags may be used to call attention to the advance warning signs.  

5. Where the turning radius is large, it may be possible to create a right-turn island using 

channelizing devices or pavement markings.  
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Notes for Figure 6H-106(CA)―Typical Application  106(CA)  

Right-Hand Lane Closure on Far Side of Intersection with  

Significant Right Turn Movements For Long-Term Projects 

Guidance:  

1. If the work space extends across a crosswalk, the crosswalk should be closed using the 

information and devices shown in Figure 6H-29.  

Option: 

2. The normal procedure is to close on the near side of the intersection any lane that is not carried 

through the intersection. However, when this results in the closure of a right lane having 

significant right turning movements, then the right lane may be restricted to right turns only, as 

shown. This procedure increases the through capacity by eliminating right turns from the open 

through lane.  

3. This treatment is appropriate for long-term projects where it is practical to install Detail 37B or 

37C striping. See Figure 6H-22 for short-term or intermediate term projects. 

4. Flashing warning lights and/or flags may be used to call attention to the advance warning signs.  

5. Where the turning radius is large, it may be possible to create a right-turn island using 

channelizing devices or pavement markings.  
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Notes for Figure 6H-107(CA)—Typical Application 107(CA) 

Right-Hand Lane Closure on Far Side of Intersection  

Guidance:  

1. If the work space extends across a crosswalk, the crosswalk should be closed using the 

information and devices shown in Figure 6H-29. 

2. An arrow board in the arrow or chevron mode should be used to advise approaching traffic of a 

lane closure along major multi-lane roadways in situations involving heavy traffic volumes, high 

speeds, and/or limited sight distances, or at other locations and under other conditions where road 

users are less likely to expect such lane closures. 

Option:  

3. The normal procedure is to close on the near side of the intersection any lane that is not carried 

through the intersection. However, when this results in the closure of a right lane having 

sufficient right turning movements, then the right lane may be reopened as a turn bay for right 

turns only. See Figures 6H-22 or 6H-106(CA) for situations where the right-turn movements are 

significant. 

4. For intersection approaches reduced to a single lane, left-turning movements may be prohibited to 

maintain capacity for through vehicular traffic.  

5. Flashing warning lights and/or flags may be used to call attention to the advance warning signs.  

6. Where the turning radius is large, it may be possible to create a right-turn island using 

channelizing devices or pavement markings.  

Support: 

7. By first closing off the right lane and then reopening it as a turn bay, through movements from 

the right-hand lane are avoided. 
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Notes for Figure 6H-24—Typical Application 24  

Half Road Closure on Far Side of Intersection with Stop Control 

Guidance:  

1. Due to the abrupt transition through the intersection, this treatment should be restricted to 

situations where the approach must first come to a stop, such as with Stop sign control or red 

flashing beacons. See Figure 6H-108(CA) for approaches that are uncontrolled or have traffic 

control signals. 

2. An arrow board in the arrow or chevron mode should be used to advise approaching traffic of a 

lane closure along major multi-lane roadways in situations involving heavy traffic volumes, high 

speeds, and/or limited sight distances or at other locations and under other conditions where road 

users are less likely to expect such lane closures. 

3. If the work space extends across a crosswalk, the crosswalk should be closed using the 

information and devices shown in Figure 6H-29.  

4. When turn prohibitions are implemented, two turn prohibition signs should be used, one on the 

near side and, space permitting, one on the far side of the intersection.  

Option:  

5. A buffer space may be used between opposing directions of vehicular traffic as shown in this 

application.  

6. The normal procedure is to close on the near side of the intersection any lane that is not carried 

through the intersection. However, if there is a significant right-turning movement, then the right 

lane may be restricted to right turns only, as shown. 

7. Where the turning radius is large, a right-turn island using channelizing devices or pavement 

markings may be used.  

8. There may be insufficient space to place the back-to-back Keep Right sign and No Left Turn 

symbol signs at the end of the row of channelizing devices separating opposing vehicular traffic 

flows. In this situation, the No Left Turn symbol sign may be placed on the right and the Keep 

Right sign may be omitted.  

9. For intersection approaches reduced to a single lane, left-turning movements may be prohibited to 

maintain capacity for through vehicular traffic.  

10. Flashing warning lights and/or flags may be used to call attention to advance warning signs.  

11. Temporary pavement markings may be used to delineate the travel path through the intersection. 

Support:  

12. Keeping the right lane open increases the through capacity by eliminating right turns from the 

open through lane.  

13. A temporary turn island reinforces the nature of the temporary exclusive right-turn lane and 

enables a second RIGHT LANE MUST TURN RIGHT sign to be placed in the island.  
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Notes for Figure 6H-108(CA)—Typical Application 108(CA) 

Half Road Closure on Far Side of Intersection 
 

Guidance:  

1. If the work space extends across a crosswalk, the crosswalk should be closed using the 

information and devices shown in Figure 6H-29.  

2. An arrow board in the arrow or chevron mode should be used to advise approaching traffic of a 

lane closure along major multi-lane roadways in situations involving heavy traffic volumes, high 

speeds, and/or limited sight distances, or at other locations and under other conditions where road 

users are less likely to expect such lane closures. 

3. When turn prohibitions are implemented, two turn prohibition signs should be used, one on the 

near side and, space permitting, one on the far side of the intersection.  

Option:  

4. A buffer space may be used between opposing directions of vehicular traffic as shown in this 

application.  

5. The normal procedure is to close on the near side of the intersection any lane that is not carried 

through the intersection. However, if there is a significant right-turning movement, then the right 

lane may be restricted to right turns only, as shown.  

6. Where the turning radius is large, a right-turn island using channelizing devices or pavement 

markings may be used.  

7. There may be insufficient space to place the back-to-back Keep Right sign and No Left Turn 

symbol signs at the end of the row of channelizing devices separating opposing vehicular traffic 

flows. In this situation, the No Left Turn symbol sign may be placed on the right and the Keep 

Right sign may be omitted.  

8. For intersection approaches reduced to a single lane, left-turning movements may be prohibited to 

maintain capacity for through vehicular traffic.  

9. Flashing warning lights and/or flags may be used to call attention to advance warning signs.  
10. Temporary pavement markings may be used to delineate the travel path through the intersection.  

Support: 

11. Keeping the right lane open increases the through capacity by eliminating right turns from the 

open through lane.  

12. A temporary turn island reinforces the nature of the temporary exclusive right-turn lane and 

enables a second RIGHT LANE MUST TURN RIGHT sign to be placed in the island.  
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Notes for Figure 6H-46—Typical Application 46  

Work in Vicinity of Highway-Rail Grade Crossing  

Guidance: 

1. When highway-rail grade crossings exist either within or in the vicinity of roadway work 

activities, extra care should be taken to minimize the probability of conditions being created, 

either by lane restrictions, flagging or other operations, where vehicles might be stopped within 

the highway-rail grade crossing, considered as being 4.6 m (15 ft) on either side of the closest and 

farthest rail. This may include roadway work activities on a street parallel to a highway-rail grade 

crossing where right-hand turns or left-hand turns could be impacted. 

Standard:  

2. If the queuing of vehicles across active rail tracks cannot be avoided, a uniformed law 

enforcement officer or flagger shall be provided at the highway-rail grade crossing to 

prevent through or turning vehicles from stopping within the highway-rail grade 

crossing (as described in Note 1), even if automatic warning devices are in place.  
Guidance:  

3. Early coordination with the railroad company should occur before work starts.  

4. In the example depicted, the buffer space of the activity area should be extended upstream of the 

highway-rail grade crossing (as shown) so that a queue created by the flagging operation will not 

extend across the highway-rail grade crossing.  
5. The DO NOT STOP ON TRACKS sign should be used on all approaches to a highway-rail grade crossing 

within the limits of a TTC zone.  

Option: 

6. Flashing warning lights and/or flags may be used to call attention to the advance warning signs.  

7. A BE PREPARED TO STOP sign may be added to the sign series. Guidance:  

8. When used, the BE PREPARED TO STOP sign should be located before after the Flagger symbol sign.  

Standard: 

9. At night, flagger stations shall be illuminated, except in emergencies.  
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11-3a NO PARKING VEHICLES FOR SALE, Amendment to Section 2B.39 and Figure 

2B-16(CA)  
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Recommendation 
 

That the CTCDC adopt the attached sign and text for incorporation into the 2011 California MUTCD as 

follows: 

 

1. Include the sign in Figure 2B-16(CA); 

 

2. Include the following text in Section 2B.39 

Option: 

 “The No Parking Vehicles for Sale (RXX-X(CA)) sign may be used to inform motorists that the 

parking of vehicles for sale is prohibited and that the vehicles may be impounded.  Refer to CVC 

22651”. 

 

3. In addition, to the first Guidance statement, in Section 2B-40, add: 

“G. The phone number to call to recover a towed or impounded vehicle”. 

 

Requesting Agency 

 

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (John E. Fisher). 

 

Sponsor 

 

John E. Fisher, CTCDC Chair representing the League of California Cities, Southern counties. 

 

Background 
 

Section 22651.9 was recently added to the California Vehicle Code (CVC).  It is attached.  This section 

allows a vehicle to be impounded when it is advertised for sale, under specified conditions, pursuant to an 

ordinance or resolution listing the applicable streets. 

 

Some cities would find it necessary to post signs to advise of the streets affected by the restriction.  The 

City Attorney of Los Angeles has opined that signing is necessary for effective enforcement. 

 

Accordingly, a proposed sign has been developed for optional use by jurisdictions in California who may 

adopt an ordinance or resolution, pursuant to CVC Section 22651.9.  The proposed sign uses standard 

symbols with clarifying text. 
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C Section 22651.9 Removal of Vehicles for Sale 

Removal of Vehicles for Sale  

22651.9.  (a) Any peace officer, as defined in Chapter 4.5 (commencing with Section 830) of Title 3 of 

Part 2 of the Penal Code, or any regularly employed and salaried employee, who is engaged in directing 

traffic or enforcing parking laws and regulations, of a city, county, or city and county in which a vehicle 

is located, may remove a vehicle located within the territorial limits in which the officer or employee may 

act when the vehicle is found upon a street or any public lands, if all of the following requirements are 

satisfied:  

(1) Because of a sign or placard on the vehicle, it appears that the primary purpose of parking the vehicle 

at that location is to advertise to the public the private sale of that vehicle.  

(2) Within the past 30 days, the vehicle is known to have been previously issued a notice of parking 

violation, under local ordinance, which was accompanied by a notice containing all of the following:  

(A) A warning that an additional parking violation may result in the impoundment of the vehicle.  

(B) A warning that the vehicle may be impounded pursuant to this section, even if moved to another 

street, so long as the signs or placards offering the vehicle for sale remain on the vehicle.  

(C) A listing of the streets or public lands subject to the resolution or ordinance adopted pursuant to 

paragraph (4), or if all streets are covered, a statement to that effect.  

(3) The notice of parking violation was issued at least 24 hours prior to the removal of the vehicle.  

(4) The local authority of the city, county, or city and county has, by resolution or ordinance, authorized 

the removal of vehicles pursuant to this section from the street or public lands on which the vehicle is 

located.  

(b) Section 22852 applies to the removal of any vehicle pursuant to this section.  

Added Ch. 481, Stats. 1993. Effective September 27, 1993.  
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11-4a  FHWA’s Interim Approval for Optional Use of Green Colored Pavement for Bike 

Lanes      (1A-14)  

 

Recommendation:  Caltrans requesting CTCDC make recommendation that Caltrans seek statewide 

blanket Approval for Optional Use of Green Colored Pavement for Bike Lanes from the FHWA . 

 

Agency Requesting/Sponsor:  Caltrans 

Background: 
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11-6  FHWA’s Interim Approval for Optional Use of an Alternative Electric Vehicle Charging 

General Service Symbol Sign      

 
Recommendation:  Caltrans requesting CTCDC make recommendation that Caltrans seek statewide 

blanket Interim Approval for Optional Use of an Alternative Electric Vehicle Charging General Service 

Symbol Sign from the FHWA. 

 

Agency Requesting/Sponsor:  Caltrans 

Background: 
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11-7   Proposal to amend Section 6 F. 43 of CA MUTCD to create a new warning sign to warn 

motorcyclists of UNEVEN LANES  

Recommendation: 

The UNEVEN LANES (W8-11) sign should be used with a Motorcycle (W8-15P) plaque when elevation 

difference between two lanes are lesser than 2 inches.   

Agency Making Request/Sponsor: Caltrans  

Background:  

SHSP Challenge Area:  CA-12 – Improve Motorcycle Safety group wants to improve work zone signing 

for motorcycle safety.  They approached Gordon Wang of Caltrans and suggested to make changes to CA 

MUTCD.  Based on CHP suggestion the motorcycle plague (W8-15P) should be used with an Uneven 

Lanes (W8-11) sign when needed.   

             W8-11 

 

                                                                                                                   W8-15P 

Proposal: (Black text is from CA MUTCD 2010 and red text is proposed)  

 

Section 6F.43 UNEVEN LANES Sign (W8-11) 

Guidance: 

The UNEVEN LANES (W8-11) sign (see Figure 6F-4, Sheet 2 of 4) should be used during 

operations that create a difference in elevation between adjacent lanes that are open to travel of 50 mm (2 
in) or more. 
Option: 
When elevation difference is less than 2 inch but will affect motorcycle operation, use of the 
UNEVEN LANES (W8-11) sign with motorcycle plaque (W8-15P) should be considered. 
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11-8 Amendment to Section 6F.03 Sign Placement (Signs mounted on portable supports for 

longer than 3 day) 

Recommendation: 

Modify Option in Section 6F.03 Sign Placement to remove the sign mounting height requirement conflict 

within the CA MUTCD. 

Agency Making Request/Sponsor: Caltrans  

Background:  

A Caltrans traffic engineer, Peter Caruso made a public comment in the September 2010 CTCDC meeting 

regards to sign mounting height requirement conflict within the CA MUTCD. 

CA MUTCD Section 6F.03 Sign Placement states: 

Standard: 

Signs mounted on barricades, or other portable supports, shall be no less than 0.3 m (1 ft) above 

the traveled way. 

 

Guidance: 

Except as noted in the Option, signs mounted on portable supports should not be used for a duration 

of more than 3 days. 

 

Option: 

The R9-8 through R9-11a series, R11 series, W1-6 through W1-8 series, M4-10, E5-1, or other 

similar type signs (see Figures 6F-3, 6F-4, and 6F-5) may be used on portable supports for longer than 3 

days. 

 

The option above allow all the signs shown on Figures 6F-3, 6F-4, and 6F-5 to be mounted just 1 ft above 

the traveled way and with no limit to the amount of time they can be displayed.  This option gives a 

unlimited allowable modification to the standard where all signs shall be mounted no less than 5 ft above 

the traveled way.  This option should be clarified so not every sign can be mounted just 1 ft above the 

traveled way for forever. 

 

With the proposed modification discourages people from using signs on portable supports for more than 3 

days. 

 

Proposal:  

Section 6F.03 Sign Placement 
Guidance: 

Except as noted in the Option, signs (see Figures 6F-3, 6F-4, and 6F-5) mounted on portable supports 

should not be used for a duration of more than 3 days. 

Option: 

The R9-8 through R9-11a series, R11 series, W1-6 through W1-8 series, M4-10, E5-1, or other 

similar type signs (see Figures 6F-3, 6F-4, and 6F-5) may be used on portable supports for longer than 3 

days. 

Support: 

Methods of mounting signs other than on posts are illustrated in Figure 6F-2. 

Guidance: 
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Signs mounted on Type III barricades should not cover more than 50 percent of the top two rails or 33 

percent of the total area of the three rails. 

 

Standard: 

Sign supports shall be crashworthy. Large signs having an area exceeding 5 square meters (50 

square feet) that are installed on multiple breakaway posts shall be mounted a minimum of 2.1 m (7 

ft) above the ground. 

Signs mounted on barricades, or other portable supports, shall be no less than 0.3 m (1 ft) above 

the traveled way. 
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11-9 Section 2D.15, Enlarged fronts to be used on C20(CA) signs 

Recommendation: 

SHSP Challenge Area:  CA-14 – Improve Work Zone Safety group recommend to enlarge the front on 

C20(CA) sign and C20A(CA) & C20B(CA) Plaque when they are used with C20(CA) sign to increase 

legibility for older drivers. 

Agency Making Request/Sponsor: Caltrans  

Background:  

A Caltrans traffic safety staff showed SHSP Challenge Area:  CA-14 – Improve Work Zone Safety group 

a sample C20(CA) “RIGHT LANE CLOSED AHEAD” sign with the word “RIGHT” enlarged.  The 

group thinks it improved the legibility of the sign and wants to see this change reflected in sign spec. 

Section 2D.15 of the CA MUTCD does allow first letter of the Cardinal Direction Auxiliary signs to be 

bigger than the rest. 

Section 2D.15 Cardinal Direction Auxiliary Signs (M3-1 through M3-4) 

Guidance: 

Cardinal Direction auxiliary signs (see Figure 2D-4) carrying the legend NORTH, EAST, SOUTH, or 

WEST should be used to indicate the general direction of the entire route. 

Standard: 

To improve the readability, the first letter of the cardinal direction words shall be ten percent 

larger, rounded up to the nearest whole number size. 

If used, the Cardinal Direction auxiliary sign shall be mounted directly above a route sign or an 

auxiliary sign for an alternative route. 

Current Sign:   
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Proposal:  

 

Option #1 

 

 
 

 

Option #2 
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11-10 Proposal to amend Chapter 4I, Sections 4I.01, 4I.02 and 4I.03 of the National MUTCD 

2009 and adopted amended Chapter in CA MUTCD 2011 

 

Recommendation: 

That the CTCDC adopt revisions to text in Part 4 for incorporation into the 2011 California MUTCD, as 

summarized in Table 1 and as shown in the enclosures. 

 

Requesting Agency: 

California Department of Transportation (Zhongren Wang 916-654-6133 Senior Engineer, Ramp 

Metering Branch, Office of System Management Operations, Division of Traffic Operations, 

California Department of Transportation) 

 

Sponsor: 

Wayne Henley 

 

Background 
The ramp metering portion contains ambiguous and erroneous descriptions and standards that are not 

applicable to California. California has been implementing ramp meters since the late 1960s. Currently, 

Caltrans owns and operates more than 2000 ramp meters, which is more than 60% of the nation’s 

inventory. CA MUTCD should and must reflect the practical knowledge of ramp metering operations in 

California.  

 

Table 1: Summary of Proposed Revisions to Part 4 

Number Reference Revision Reason 

1 Section 4I.01, 

Support 

Rewrite the 2
nd

 sentence 

in paragraph 1.  

“This” in the sentence is very ambiguous, and 

need clarification. 

2 Section 4I.02, 

Standard 

In paragraph 02, delete 

the 2-section head 

portion. 

The statewide ramp metering group agreed 

that the standard should be 3-section head 

only. This standard is being incorporated into 

the Ramp Metering Design Manual which is 

under revision. 2-section head is only used as 

lower head in one-vehicle-per-green type of 

operations. Use 3-section head as lower head 

gives the flexibility of operating in one- or 

two-vehicle-per-green.  

3 Section 4I.02, 

Standard 

Rewrite the last part of 

paragraph 3. 

Ambiguity and erroneous standard that have 

to be clarified and corrected. There are two 

types of entering traffic: approaching and 

stopped, which have different needs for 

signal visibility. So entering traffic must be 

clearly specified and accommodated 

separately. A minimum of two faces per ramp 

may be insufficient if lower heads are 

counted in. Also, if there are three lanes, two 

faces are apparently insufficient.  

4 Section 4I.02, 

Standard 

Rewrite the last part of 

paragraph 4.  

Clarify ambiguous information, and 

incorporate the memo issued by FHWA on 

Jan. 5, 2011: “4(09)-6 (I) – Freeway Entrance 

Ramp Control Signals.” 

5 Section 4I.02 

Guidance 

Paragraph 05: Rewrite 

later part of the 

sentence.  

Additional signal faces should be considered 

when existing faces are overhead mounted. 

Number of lanes is not sufficient justification 
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for considering additional signal faces. For 

example, for two lane onramps with side-

mounted signal faces, additional side-

mounted signal faces are unnecessary. 

6 Section 4I.02, 

Option 

Paragraph 07: “HOV 

bypass lanes” should be 

changed to HOV 

preferential lanes.” 

DD-35-R1 uses HOV preferential lanes, 

because ramp meters should not be bypassed; 

HOVs are only being given preferential 

treatment.  

7 Section 4I.02 

Option 

Paragraph 10: delete “on 

a single pole” 

There may be special cases if pole is mounted 

on a bridge rail, the upper and lower heads 

may not fit on a single pole with the ramp 

metering signage.  Multiple poles may be 

needed. 

8 Section 4I.03 

Guidance 

Paragraph 02: Replace 

“operated only during 

certain periods of the 

day” by “in operation” 

Ramp meters may be operating full time, or 

24/7. In this case, advance warning is still an 

indispensable component of ramp metering.  

 

9 Section 4I.03 

Guidance 

Paragraph 02: Add “or 

an internally illuminated 

“METER ON” 

indication, or an 

extinguishable 

PREPARE TO STOP 

message sign” 

To reflect California experience in 

installation advance warning signs. METER 

ON advance warning has been successfully 

used in California for years. In freeway-to-

freeway connector metering, EMS are 

typically used as advance warning devices in 

California.  

 

2009 Edition Chapter 4I. Traffic Control Signals for Freeway Entrance Ramps 

Section 4I.01 Application of Freeway Entrance Ramp Control Signals 

Support: 

01 Ramp control signals are traffic control signals that control the flow of traffic entering the freeway 

facility. This is These signals are often referred to as "ramp metersing." 

02 Freeway entrance ramp control signals are sometimes used if controlling traffic entering the freeway 

could reduce the total expected delay to traffic in the freeway corridor, including freeway ramps and local 

streets.  

Guidance: 

03 The installation of ramp control signals should be preceded by an engineering study of the physical 

and traffic conditions on the highway facilities likely to be affected. The study should include the ramps 

and ramp connections and the surface streets that would be affected by the ramp control, as well as the 

freeway section concerned. 

Support: 

04 Information on conditions that might justify freeway entrance ramp control signals, factors to be 

evaluated in traffic engineering studies for ramp control signals, design of ramp control signals, and 

operation of ramp control signals can be found in the FHWA's "Ramp Management and Control 

Handbook" (see Section 1A.11). 

Section 4I.02 Design of Freeway Entrance Ramp Control Signals 
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Standard: 
01  Ramp control signals shall meet all of the standard design specifications for traffic control 

signals, except as otherwise provided in this Section. 

02  The signal face for freeway entrance ramp control signals shall be either a two-section signal 

face containg red and green signal indications or a three-section signal face containing red, yellow, 

and green signal indications. 

03  If only one lane is present on an entrance ramp or if more than one lane is present on an 

entrance ramp and the ramp control signals are operated such that green signal indications are 

always displayed simultaneously to all of the lanes on the ramp, then a minimum of two signal faces 

per ramp shall face entering traffic. then the minimum number of upper signal heads per ramp shall 

not be less than the total number of lanes at the limit line for viewing by approaching motorists. For 

side-mounted signals, the same number of lower signal heads shall also be provided for viewing by 

stopped motorists at the limit line. 
04  If more than one lane is present on an entrance ramp and the ramp control signals are 

operated such that green signal indications are not always displayed simultaneously to all of the 

lanes on the ramp, then one upper signal face shall be provided for each separately controlled lane 

over the approximate center of each separately-controlled lane if the signal face is overhead 

mounted. If there are only two separately-controlled lanes on a ramp, the lanes can be satisfactorily 

controlled with two side-mounted upper signal heads and two side-mounted lower signal heads 

adjacent to each of the two lanes. If there is only one lane on a ramp, the lane can be satisfactorily 

controlled with one side-mounted upper signal head and one side-mounted lower signal head on the 

left-hand-side of travel direction.  
Guidance: 

05  Additional side-mounted signal faces should be considered for ramps with overhead mounted upper 

signal faces. two or moreseparately-controlled lanes. 

Standard: 
06  Ramp control signals shall be located and designed to minimize their viewing by mainline 

freeway traffic. 

Option: 

07  Ramp control signals may be placed in the dark mode (no indications displayed) when not in use. 

08  Ramp control signals may be used to control some, but not all, lanes on a ramp, such as when non-

metered HOV bypass preferential lanes are provided on a ramp. 

09  The required signal faces, if located at the side of the ramp roadway, may be mounted such that the 

height above the pavement grade at the center of the ramp roadway to the bottom of the signal housing of 

the lowest signal face is between 4.5 and 6 feet. 

10  For entrance ramps with only one controlled lane, the two required signal faces may both be 

mounted at the side of the roadway on a single pole, with one face at the normal mounting height and one 

face mounted lower as provided in Paragraph 9, as a specific exception to the normal 8-foot minimum 

lateral separation of signal faces required by Section 4D.13. 

Guidance: 

11  Regulatory signs with legends appropriate to the control, such as XX Vehicle(S) Per Green or XX 

VEHICLE(S) PER GREEN Each Lane (see Section 2B.56), should be installed adjacent to the ramp 

control signal faces. When ramp control signals are installed on a freeway-to-freeway ramp, special 

consideration should be given to assuring adequate visibility of the ramp control signals, and multiple 

advance warning signs with flashing warning beacons should be installed to warn road users of the 

metered operation. 
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Section 4I.03 Operation of Freeway Entrance Ramp Control Signals 

Guidance: 

01  Operational strategies for ramp control signals, such as periods of operation, metering rates and 

algorithms, and queue management, should be determined by the operating agency prior to the 

installation of the ramp control signals and should be closely monitored and adjusted as needed 

thereafter. 

02  When the ramp control signals are in operation, only during certain periods of the day a RAMP 

METERED WHEN FLASHING (W3-8) sign (see Section 2C.37), or an internally illuminated “METER 

ON” indication, or an extinguishable “PREPARE TO STOP” message sign should be installed in advance 

of the ramp control signal near the entrance to the ramp, or on the arterial on the approach to the ramp, 

to alert road users to the presence and operation of ramp meters. 

Standard: 
03  The RAMP METERED WHEN FLASHING sign shall be supplemented with a warning 

beacon (see Section 4L.03) that flashes when the ramp control signal is in operation. 
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11-11 Proposal to amend Sections 2B.40, 2B.39 and Figure 2B-16(CA) 
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Recommendation 
 
That the CTCDC adopt the attached sign and tow-away symbol for incorporation into 
the 2011 California MUTCD, as follows: 
 

1. Include the sign in Figure 2B-16(CA) 
 

2. Include the following Standard statement text in Section 2B.39: 
“The symbol Tow-Away No Stopping 4 to 6 PM (RYY(CA)) sign shall be used to 
inform motorists of a stopping restriction in a tow-away zone at a specific location 
during specific hours”. 

 
3. Add another statement in Section 2B.40 at the end of the first Standard 

statement as follows: 
“Where the “Tow-Away” symbol is used in a 12-inch width format it shall be as 
shown in the R26K(CA) sign.  When it is used in an 18-inch width format it shall 
be as shown in the RYY(CA) sign”. 

 
Requesting Agency 
 
City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (John E. Fisher) 
 
Sponsor 
 
John E. Fisher, CTCDC Chair representing the League of California Cities, Southern 
counties. 
 
Background 
 
The Tow-Away symbols shown in the federal and California MUTCDs only display a 12-
inch width format.  The R37(CA), R38(CA), R38(S)(CA) and R38A(CA) signs have an 
18-inch width where a symbol is allowed, but it is unclear how the 12-inch width format 
would apply to the 18-inch width signs.  The 18-inch width format would allow the full 
lengths of the tow truck and the towed vehicle to be shown and thus be well understood.  
The proposed RYY(CA) sign shows the format for the Tow-Away symbol in an 18-inch 
width format.  Also, the proposed text indicates the symbols to be used in the 12-inch 
width and 18-inch width formats. 
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5. Request for Experimentation: 

 

11-12 Request to Experiment with Circular LED Flashing Beacon and Rectangular Rapid 

Flashing Beacon 

 
Proposal: The City of Coachella request authorization to conduct an experiment with Circular LED 

Flashing Beacon and with Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon 

 
Agency Making Request:  City of Coachella 

 
Sponsor:  John Fisher, CTCDC member representing Southern CA Cities 
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08-20 Final Report on the Experimentation with Flashing Yellow Arrow for Permissive Right 

Turn Movement  

 

Marin County requests that the Committee adopt Final Report on the experiment.  County will develop a 

language for the CA MUTCD 2010 and bring back to the Committee as an Action Item. 
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11-13 Request to experiment with a sign “RECKLESS DRIVING PROHIBITED” 

 
Proposal: County of Los Angeles request authorization to conduct an experiment with a sign 

“RECKLESS DRIVING PROHIBITED” 
 

Agency Making Request:  County of Los Angeles 

 

Sponsor:  Farhad Mansourian, CTCDC member representing California State Association of 

Counties 
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09-13 Experiment Request for the USAGE OF “HOV” IN LIEU OF “CARPOOL” Signage 

Related to the Los Angeles EXPRESS LANES   
 

Caltrans request to remove Experiment 09-13 from the CTCDC experiment update listings.  The 
CTCDC and the Department have agreed to move forward with the adoption of the term "HOV" 
on all associated preferential lane signing as part of the adoption of the 2009 federal MUTCD.  
As a result, an experiment will not be necessary. 

 
6. Information Item: 

 

11-1  Up date on California MUTCD Revision (2011 Draft) to include National MUTCD 2009, 

CTCDC recommendations, errors/errata and editorial changes.  

Background: 

Caltrans has completed initial revisions to the current California MUTCD in response to 

discussions of four CTCDC workshops in 2010 while reviewing the National MUTCD 2009 

edition. 

In addition to the adoption of National MUTCD 2009, Caltrans has included the following 

topics in this revision: 

• All traffic control device policies that have been made official since January 21, 2010 and 

posted on the CA MUTCD web site at the following web link as “New Policy Directives”: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/signdel/policy.htm 

• All errors/errata and editorial changes that have been submitted for the California MUTCD 

since its issuance on January 21, 2010.  These changes are minor and correct existing current 

policy.  They do not constitute any change to current policy. 

The National MUTCD 2009 was not effective immediately in California, California had a 

maximum of 2 years from the January 15, 2010 effective date to incorporate these changes into 

the California MUTCD.  The revised California MUTCD (2011 Draft) incorporating the 

National MUTCD 2009 needs to be issued on or before January 15, 2012.   

 

Caltrans held four workshops to discuss this revision and changes incorporating the National 

MUTCD 2009 per topics and locations as per below: 

• WORKSHOP #1: April 14, 2010 (Sacramento) – Part 1 (General), Part 5 (Low-
Volume Roads), Part 7 (Schools) & Part 9 (Bicycles) 

• WORKSHOP #2: June 9 -10, 2010 (Costa Mesa)- Part 2 (Signs) 

• WORKSHOP #3: August 31 & September 1, 2010 (Santa Ana) - Parts 3 (Markings) 
& 6 (TTC Work Zones) 

• WORKSHOP #4: October 19-20, 2010 (Sacramento) - Parts 4 (Traffic Signals) & 8 
(Railroad Xing) 

 

Caltrans has completed the draft of CA MUTCD 2011 revision. It is available for public review 

and comment and was posted online beginning August 9, 2010.  It is available at the following 

web link: 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/mutcdsupp/ca_mutcd2011_draftrevisions.htm 

 

FHWA California Division office is reviewing the California MUTCD (2011 Draft) revisions to 

ensure these revisions are in substantial conformance with the National MUTCD.  Caltrans and 

FHWA will issue a joint letter to make the revised California MUTCD (2011 Draft) the official 
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traffic control device manual for California pending final CTCDC recommendation in a future 

meeting.   

 

Due to the enormity of the changes, the plan is to have another workshop on July 21 & 22 (after 

the regular CTCDC meeting of July 20, 2011) to review the large number of comments that are 

being received through the public comment process.  After this workshop, the California 

MUTCD 2011 Draft will be revised per workshop discussion and a Final Draft of California 

MUTCD 2011 will be posted on the website and made available again to the public for review 

and comment.  It is anticipated that the Final draft could be posted by end of August 2011 with 

the public comment period closing by end of September 2011. 

 

Caltrans would then seek recommendation from the CTCDC to formally adopt this revised 

California MUTCD 2011 as the official traffic control device manual for California in an 

October 2011 CTCDC public meeting.  It is anticipated that pursuant to receiving this 

recommendation from CTCDC, Caltrans will make any last changes recommended by CTCDC 

and issue the official California MUTCD 2011 sometime by end of October or early November 

2011.  The deadline for adopting the National MUTCD 2009 is January 15, 2012. 
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11-14 Proposed to expand the membership of the California Traffic Control Devices Committee 

(CTCDC) by including two additional voting members representing nonmotorized 

highway users. 
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7 Next Meeting     

 

8 Adjourn 

 


