
 

AGENDA 
CALIFORNIA TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES COMMITTEE (CTCDC) 

December 6, 2012 Meeting (Start Time 9 am) 

979 17th Ave, Santa Cruz, CA 95062  

Simpkins Swim Center (Parks office) 
 

 
The Meeting is open, and public/local agencies are invited to attend.  For further information 

regarding this meeting, please contact Devinder Singh at (916) 654-4715, or at 

Devinder.singh@dot.ca.gov.  Electronic copies of this meeting Agenda and minutes of the previous 

meetings are available at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/newtech/index.htm 

 
Organization Items 

      

1 Introduction 

2 Membership  

3 Approval of Minutes of the August 30, 2012 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   

12-16 Proposal to amend Section 3B.18 of the CA MUTCD 2012   (Continued) 

to enhance uncontrolled Intersection or mid-block crossings   (Benton) 8-13 

   -Proposed by Caltrans 

  

 12-20 FHWA’s 2009 MUTCD Revisions 1 and 2 –Engineering Judgment &  (Continued) 

   Compliance dates - Proposed by Caltrans       (Benton) 14-25 

 

 12-22 Amendment to Sections 2B.04 and 4D.34 to make both Sections (Introduction) 

   consistent - Proposed by Caltrans        (Benton) 26-27 

  
12-23 Electric Vehicle Charging Station signs and Pavement Marking   (Introduction) 

- Proposed by Caltrans           (Benton) 28-37 

 

mailto:Devinder.singh@dot.ca.gov
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 12-24 Updates and corrections for Accessible Parking Space Markings   (Introduction) 

 (Section 3B.20 Pavement Word, Symbol, and Arrow Markings,   (Benton) 38-43

 Page 695 of CA MUTCD) - Proposed by Caltrans  

6. Request for Experimentation 

 

 12-25 Request for permission to experiment with various Bicycle Treatments (Introduction) 

   - Proposed by the City of Santa Monica       (Ciccarelli) 44-54 

 

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

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

  Recommended to remove from the agenda, because FHWA approval was not received 

 

7 Information Items   

 

12-17 Interim Approval (1A-15) issued by the FHWA for the optional use of an alternative 

design for the U.S. Bicycle Route (M1-9) Sign - info by Caltrans            55 

 

12-26 Draft Intersection Control Evaluation Policy - Info by Caltrans        56-58 

                  

8 Next Meeting  - Suggested dates are March 21, 28 0r April 4, 2013       

          

9 Adjourn 
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ITEM UNDER EXPERIMENTATION 

    

06-2  Experiment with Colored Bike Lane        (Brown/Wong) 

  (Proposed by the City of San Francisco)         

Status:  

San Francisco has designed and installed green thermoplastic in the dashed portions of bicycle 

lanes at 7 intersections.  Photos of the green installation at a few locations can be viewed here: 

http://sf.streetsblog.org/2012/06/22/sfmta-adding-more-green-treatments-to-bike-lane-merging-

zones/.  We will be working on collecting “After” data in the next two months followed by an 

analysis of the data to determine if the treatment improves safe merging behavior and 

compliance with proper lane placement by both bicyclist and motorists.  

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

August 2012 – Ongoing data collection to continue through September 

October 2012 – Draft report 

December 2012 – Final report 

Thanks, 
Darcie Lim, PE 

SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency 

One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor 

San Francisco, CA 94103 

phone: (415) 701-4545 

 

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

  (Proposed by the City/Co of San Francisco)      

Status: No new update.  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. 

    

09-9 Experiment with Steady Red Stop Line Light      (Greenwood/Fisher) 

Status: LADOT prepared a draft evaluation report which indicated that the Steady Red Stop 

Lights at two intersections did reduce vehicle/bus and vehicle/train conflicts based on the 

camera surveillance data. However, the “Control Intersections” (locations where no Steady Red 

Stop Lights were installed) also showed similar improvements.  Further analysis of more data 

will be conducted in the next twelve months. 

See report on the following website. 

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

 

09-21 Experiment with Separated/Protected Bikeway       (Greenwood/Fisher)

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

Status: No new update.  See report on the following website. 

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

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

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

 

Status: No new update. See previous report on the following website:

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

 

 
 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/newtech/status.htm
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11-3  Experiment with Buffered Bicycle Lanes on 2
nd

 St.between Bayshore  (Greenwood/Fisher) 

  & PCH in Naples          

  Status: No update. 

 

11-4  Experiment with Round Rapid Flashing Beacon and RRFB   (Greenwood/Fisher) 

  Status: See report on the following website. 

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

11-12 Experiment with Circular Rapid Flashing Beacon and RRFB   (Greenwood/Fisher)

   

  Status: No update. 
 

11-13 Experiment with a Sign “RECKLESS DRIVING PROHIBITED” (Marshall/Mansourian) 

  Status: No update. 
 

11-19 Experiment with 2
nd

 advance California Welcome Center  Destination Sign   (Benton) 

  Status: No update. 
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12-9  Request to Experiment with Yellow LED Border on Pedestrian Signal  (Benton) 

  Status: 
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12-18 Request to experiment with Red Colored Transit-only Lanes   (Knowles)  
           

12-19 Request to Experiment with Highlighted Shared Lane Markings  (Bahadori)  
        

12-21 Request to Experiment with In-Roadway Warning Lights (IRWL) System that would 

supplement existing traffic signals along the Metro Gold Line    (Robinson) 
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5. Public Hearing 

 

12-16 Proposal to amend Section 3B.18 to enhance uncontrolled Intersection or Mid-Block 

Crossings 

 

Recommendations: Caltrans requests the Committee to make recommendations to adopt the 

amendment to CA MUTCDD Section 3B.18 as shown under the proposal. 

 

Agency Making Request: Caltrans 

 

Sponsor:  Janice Benton – Voting Member, Caltrans 

 

Background:  At the August 30, 2012 CTCDC Meeting, the Department submitted two 

alternatives for the CTCDC to consider: 

 Alternative 1:  If the CTCDC recommends that this policy should not apply to local roads, the 

following language will be added to Section 3B.18 of the CA MUTCD:  

On State Highways, if a marked crosswalk exists across an uncontrolled intersection or 

mid-block location where the speed limit exceeds 40 mph and the roadway has four or 

more lanes of travel and an ADT of 12,000 vehicles per day or greater, advanced yield 

lines with associated Yield Here to Pedestrian (R1-5, R1-5a) signs should be placed 20 to 

50 ft in advance of the crosswalk, pedestrian crossing (W11-2) warning signs with 

diagonal downward pointing arrow (W16-7p) plaques should be installed at the 

crosswalk, and a high visibility crosswalk marking pattern should be used. 

 

 Alternative 2:  If the CTCDC recommends that local agencies should adopt the state policy, the 

following language will be added to Section 3B.18 of the CA MUTCD: 

If a marked crosswalk exists across an uncontrolled intersection or mid-block location 

where the speed limit exceeds 40 mph and the roadway has four or more lanes of travel 

and an ADT of 12,000 vehicles per day or greater, advanced yield lines with associated 

Yield Here to Pedestrian (R1-5, R1-5a) signs should be placed 20 to 50 ft in advance of 

the crosswalk, pedestrian crossing (W11-2) warning signs with diagonal downward 

pointing arrow (W16-7p) plaques should be installed at the crosswalk, and a high 

visibility crosswalk marking pattern should be used. 

The CTCDC recommended that the guidance apply to all roadways (Alternative 2) and asked the 

Department to make the following revisions to the language and figure: 

 Clarify that the guidance also applies to roadways that have stop or yield control on the cross-

streets. 

 Clarify that “adequate visibility should be provided by parking prohibitions” in the language. 

 Add a note in the figure that “adequate visibility should be provided.” 

 Show double sign mounts for the pedestrian crossing signs on two-way roadways in the figure. 

 Show optional advanced pedestrian warning signs in the figure. 

 Show typical (in California) minor intersection with separate left turn lane in the figure. 

 Depict only one marked crosswalk at the intersection across the mainline in the figure. 

These recommendations were incorporated into the proposed language for Section 3B.18, and the 

proposed Figure 3B-17(CA). 
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 See attachments ―Proposal for Section 3B.18.pdf‖ and ―Proposed Figure 3B-17(CA).pdf‖. 

 Additional guidance for the recommended minimum enhancements are found in the following 

sections of the CA MUTCD: 

o Section 2B.11 for Yield Here to Pedestrians (R1-5, R1-5a) signs  

o Section 2C.50 for pedestrian crossing (W11-2) signs at the crosswalk (W16-7P) and in 

advance (W16-9P) of the crosswalk 

o Section 3B.16 for yield lines in advance of crosswalks (paragraphs 12-15) 

o Section 3B.18 for high visibility crosswalk markings (paragraphs 13-14) 

 
 
 

Proposal:  See on the following page in red color. 
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12-20 FHWA’s 2009 MUTCD Revisions 1 and 2 –Engineering Judgment & Compliance Dates 

Recommendation: 

Caltrans requests that the Committee recommend adoption of FHWA’s final rule on 2009 MUTCD 

Revisions 1 and 2, regarding engineering judgment and compliance dates, into the California MUTCD as 

per the proposal below. 

Agency Making Request/Sponsor: Caltrans 

Sponsor:  Janice Benton, Voting member, Caltrans 

Background: 

On May 14, 2012, the FHWA published final rules to revise the MUTCD provisions on engineering 

judgment and compliance dates. The 2009 MUTCD with Revisions 1 and 2 incorporated 

(http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/kno_2009r1r2.htm) is now available. The complete text of the Federal 

Register notices can be accessed at the following links: 

 2009 MUTCD Revision 1 – Engineering Judgment  

PDF:   http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/pdf/2012-11712.pdf 

HTML:  http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/html/2012-11712.htm 

 2009 MUTCD Revision 2 – Compliance Dates  

PDF:   http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/pdf/2012-11710.pdf 

HTML: http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/html/2012-11710.htm 

 

A U.S. Department of Transportation press release (http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/pressroom/fhwa1222.htm) 

on the adopted revisions is also available. 

 

In the interest of brevity, the above web referenced documents have not been included in this agenda item 

but multiple hard copies of these documents will be made available at the public meeting for public 

perusal. 

 

The National MUTCD 2009 Revisions 1 & 2 are not effective immediately in California, California has a 

maximum of 2 years from the June 13, 2012 effective date to incorporate these changes into the 

California MUTCD.  The revised California MUTCD 2012 edition (current) incorporating the National 

MUTCD 2009 Revisions 1 & 2 needs to be issued on or before June 13, 2014.   

 

Caltrans hereby seeks CTCDC’s formal recommendation for adoption of these National MUTCD 2009 

revisions 1 & 2. It is anticipated that pursuant to receiving a formal recommendation from CTCDC, 

Caltrans will incorporate these (and other changes recommended by CTCDC since January 13, 2012) to 

issue a newly revised official California MUTCD sometime in early 2013. The deadline for adopting the 

National MUTCD 2009 Revisions 1 & 2 is June 13, 2014. 

 

 

 

 

http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/kno_2009r1r2.htm
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/kno_2009r1r2.htm
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/pdf/2012-11712.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/pdf/2012-11712.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/html/2012-11712.htm
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/html/2012-11712.htm
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/pdf/2012-11710.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/pdf/2012-11710.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/html/2012-11710.htm
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-14/html/2012-11710.htm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/pressroom/fhwa1222.htm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/pressroom/fhwa1222.htm
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California MUTCD 2012 Existing Policy (FHWA’s 2009 MUTCD Revision 1 – Engineering 

Judgment): 

Section 1A.09 Engineering Study and Engineering Judgment 
Support: 

01 Definitions of an engineering study and engineering judgment are contained in Section 1A.13. 

01a Refer to CVC 627 for definition and requirements of “Engineering and Traffic Survey”. It is also abbreviated in 
this manual as E&TS. 
Standard: 

02 This Manual describes the application of traffic control devices, but shall not be a legal 

requirement for their installation. 

Guidance: 

02a The decision to use a particular device at a particular location should be made on the basis of either an 
engineering study or the application of engineering judgment. 
Option: 

02b When an engineering study or the application of engineering judgment determines that unusual site-specific 
conditions at a particular location make compliance with a Standard statement in this Manual impossible or 
impractical, an agency may deviate from that Standard statement at that location. 

03 Early in the processes of location and design of roads and streets, engineers should coordinate 

such location and design with the design and placement of the traffic control devices to be used with 

such roads and streets. 

04 Jurisdictions, or owners of private roads open to public travel, with responsibility for traffic 

control that do not have engineers on their staffs who are trained and/or experienced in traffic control 

devices should seek engineering assistance from others, such as the State transportation agency, their 

county, a nearby large city, or a traffic engineering consultant. 

Support: 

05 As part of the Federal-aid Program, each State is required to have a Local Technology Technical 
Assistance Program (LTAP) and to provide technical assistance to local highway agencies. Requisite 

technical training in the application of the principles of the MUTCD is available from the State’s Local 

Technology Technical Assistance Program for needed engineering guidance and assistance. 

06 In California, Traffic Engineers are classified under a title act and not under a practice act. Traffic engineers 
can conduct studies but a Civil Engineer must sign plans for traffic control devices that will be placed in the field, 
per the Professional Engineers Act. 

Section 1A.13 Definitions of Headings, Words, and Phrases in this Manual 
Standard: 

01 When used in this Manual, the text headings of Standard, Guidance, Option, and Support 

shall be defined as follows: 

A. Standard—a statement of required, mandatory, or specifically prohibitive practice 

regarding a traffic control device. All Standard statements are labeled, and the text appears 

in bold type. The verb ―shall‖ is typically used. The verbs ―should‖ and ―may‖ are not used 

in Standard statements. Standard statements are sometimes modified by Options. Standard 

statements shall not be modified or compromised based on engineering judgment or 

engineering study. 

B. Guidance—a statement of recommended, but not mandatory, practice in typical situations, 

with deviations allowed if engineering judgment or engineering study indicates the 

deviation to be appropriate. All Guidance statements are labeled, and the text appears in 

unbold type. The verb ―should‖ is typically used. The verbs ―shall‖ and ―may‖ are not used 

in Guidance statements. Guidance statements are sometimes modified by Options. 

C. Option—a statement of practice that is a permissive condition and carries no requirement 

or recommendation. Option statements sometime contain allowable modifications to a 

Standard or Guidance statement. All Option statements are labeled, and the text appears in 
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unbold type. The verb ―may‖ is typically used. The verbs ―shall‖ and ―should‖ are not used 

in Option statements. 

D. Support—an informational statement that does not convey any degree of mandate, 

recommendation, authorization, prohibition, or enforceable condition. Support statements 

are labeled, and the text appears in unbold type. The verbs ―shall,‖ ―should,‖ and ―may‖ 

are not used in Support statements. 

California MUTCD 2012 Proposed Policy (FHWA’s 2009 MUTCD Revision 1 – Engineering 

Judgment): 

Section 1A.09 Engineering Study and Engineering Judgment 
Support: 

01 Definitions of an engineering study and engineering judgment are contained in Section 1A.13. 

01a Refer to CVC 627 for definition and requirements of “Engineering and Traffic Survey”. It is also abbreviated in 
this manual as E&TS. 
Standard: 

02 This Manual describes the application of traffic control devices, but shall not be a legal 

requirement for their installation. 

Guidance: 

03 The decision to use a particular device at a particular location should be made on the basis of 

either an engineering study or the application of engineering judgment. Thus, while this Manual 

provides Standards, Guidance, and Options for design and applications of traffic control devices, this 

Manual should not be considered a substitute for engineering judgment. Engineering judgment should 

be exercised in the selection and application of traffic control devices, as well as in the location and 

design of roads and streets that the devices complement. 

02a The decision to use a particular device at a particular location should be made on the basis of either an 
engineering study or the application of engineering judgment. 

OPTION 1 
Option: 

02b 03a When an engineering study or the application of engineering judgment determines that unusual site-
specific conditions at a particular location make compliance with a Standard statement in this Manual impossible or 
impractical, an agency may deviate from that Standard statement at that location. 

OPTION 2 
Option: 

02b When an engineering study or the application of engineering judgment determines that unusual site-specific 
conditions at a particular location make compliance with a Standard statement in this Manual impossible or 
impractical, an agency may deviate from that Standard statement at that location. 

03 04 Early in the processes of location and design of roads and streets, engineers should coordinate 

such location and design with the design and placement of the traffic control devices to be used with 

such roads and streets. 

04 05 Jurisdictions, or owners of private roads open to public travel, with responsibility for traffic 

control that do not have engineers on their staffs who are trained and/or experienced in traffic control 

devices should seek engineering assistance from others, such as the State transportation agency, their 

county, a nearby large city, or a traffic engineering consultant. 

Support: 

05 06 As part of the Federal-aid Program, each State is required to have a Local Technology Technical 
Assistance Program (LTAP) and to provide technical assistance to local highway agencies. Requisite 

technical training in the application of the principles of the MUTCD is available from the State’s Local 

Technology Technical Assistance Program for needed engineering guidance and assistance. 
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06 07 In California, Traffic Engineers are classified under a title act and not under a practice act. Traffic engineers 
can conduct studies but a Civil Engineer must sign plans for traffic control devices that will be placed in the field, 
per the Professional Engineers Act. 

 

Section 1A.13 Definitions of Headings, Words, and Phrases in this Manual 
Standard: 

01 When used in this Manual, the text headings of Standard, Guidance, Option, and Support 

shall be defined as follows: 

A. Standard—a statement of required, mandatory, or specifically prohibitive practice 

regarding a traffic control device. All Standard statements are labeled, and the text appears 

in bold type. The verb ―shall‖ is typically used. The verbs ―should‖ and ―may‖ are not used 

in Standard statements. Standard statements are sometimes modified by Options. Standard 

statements shall not be modified or compromised based on engineering judgment or 

engineering study. 

B. Guidance—a statement of recommended, but not mandatory, practice in typical situations, 

with deviations allowed if engineering judgment or engineering study indicates the 

deviation to be appropriate. All Guidance statements are labeled, and the text appears in 

unbold type. The verb ―should‖ is typically used. The verbs ―shall‖ and ―may‖ are not used 

in Guidance statements. Guidance statements are sometimes modified by Options. 

C. Option—a statement of practice that is a permissive condition and carries no requirement 

or recommendation. Option statements sometime contain allowable modifications to a 

Standard or Guidance statement. All Option statements are labeled, and the text appears in 

unbold type. The verb ―may‖ is typically used. The verbs ―shall‖ and ―should‖ are not used 

in Option statements. 

D. Support—an informational statement that does not convey any degree of mandate, 

recommendation, authorization, prohibition, or enforceable condition. Support statements 

are labeled, and the text appears in unbold type. The verbs ―shall,‖ ―should,‖ and ―may‖ 

are not used in Support statements. 
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California MUTCD 2012 Existing Policy (FHWA’s 2009 MUTCD Revision 2 – Compliance Dates): 
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Section 2D.43 Street Name Signs (D3-1 or D3-1a) 
Guidance: 

01 Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a or G7-1(CA)) signs (see Figure 2D-10 and 2D-10(CA)) should be 

installed in urban areas at all street intersections regardless of other route signs that might be present 

and should be installed in rural areas to identify important roads that are not otherwise signed. 

Option: 

02 For streets that are part of a U.S., State, or county numbered route, a D3-1a Street Name sign (see 

Figure 2D-10) that incorporates a route shield may be used to assist road users who might not otherwise 

be able to associate the name of the street with the route number. 

Standard: 

03 The lettering for names of streets and highways on Street Name signs shall be composed of a 

combination of lower-case letters with initial upper-case letters (see Section 2A.13). 
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Guidance: 

04 Lettering on post-mounted Street Name signs should be composed of initial upper-case letters at 

least 6 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 4.5 inches in height. 

05 On multi-lane streets with speed limits greater than 40 mph, the lettering on post-mounted Street 

Name signs should be composed of initial upper-case letters at least 8 inches in height and lower-case 

letters at least 6 inches in height. 

Option: 

06 For local roads with speed limits of 25 mph or less, the lettering on post-mounted Street Name signs 

may be composed of initial upper-case letters at least 4 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 3 

inches in height. 

Guidance: 

07 If overhead Street Name signs are used, the lettering should be composed of initial upper-case 

letters at least 12 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 9 inches in height. 

Support: 

08 The recommended minimum letter heights for Street Name signs are summarized in Table 2D-2. 

Option: 

09 Supplementary lettering to indicate the type of street (such as Street, Avenue, or Road) or the 

section of the city (such as NW) on the D3-1 and D3-1a signs may be in smaller lettering, composed of 

initial upper-case letters at least 3 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 2.25 inches in height. 

Conventional abbreviations (see Section 1A.15) may be used except for the street name itself. 

10 A pictograph (see definition in Section 1A.13) may be used on a D3-1 sign. 

Standard: 

11 Pictographs shall not be displayed on D3-1a or Advance Street Name (D3-2) signs (see Section 

2D.44). 

12 If a pictograph is used on a D3-1 sign, the height and width of the pictograph shall not exceed 

the upper-case letter height of the principal legend of the sign. 

Guidance: 

13 The pictograph should be positioned to the left of the street name. 

Standard: 

14 The Street Name sign shall be retroreflective or illuminated to show the same shape and 

similar color both day and night. The color of the legend (and border, if used) shall contrast with 

the background color of the sign. 

Option: 

15 The border may be omitted from a Street Name sign. 

16 An alternative background color other than the normal guide sign color of green may be used for 

Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs where the highway agency determines this is necessary to assist 

road users in determining jurisdictional authority for roads. 

Standard: 

17 Alternative background colors shall not be used for Advance Street Name (D3-2) signs (see 

Section 2D.44). 

18 The only acceptable alternative background colors for Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs 

shall be blue, brown, or white. Regardless of whether green, blue, or brown is used as the 

background color for Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs, the legend (and border, if used) shall be 

white. For Street Name signs that use a white background, the legend (and border, if used) shall 

be black. 

Guidance: 

19 An alternative background color for Street Name signs, if used, should be applied to the Street 

Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs on all roadways under the jurisdiction of a particular highway agency. 

20 In business or commercial areas and on principal arterials, Street Name signs should be placed at 

least on diagonally opposite corners. In residential areas, at least one Street Name sign should be 

mounted at each intersection. Signs naming both streets should be installed at each intersection.  
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Standard: 
They should shall be mounted with their faces parallel to the streets they name. 

Option: 

21 To optimize visibility, Street Name signs may be mounted overhead. Street Name signs may also be 

placed above a regulatory or STOP or YIELD sign with no required vertical separation. 

Guidance: 

22 In urban or suburban areas, especially where Advance Street Name signs for signalized and other 

major intersections are not used, the use of overhead Street Name signs should be strongly considered. 

Option: 

23 At intersection crossroads where the same road has two different street names for each direction of 

travel, both street names may be displayed on the same sign along with directional arrows. 

Support: 

24 Information regarding the use of street names on supplemental plaques for use with intersection-

related warning signs is contained in Section 2C.58. 

Standard: 

25 Street Name signs shall be placed, clearly visible to traffic approaching from all directions, at all 

signalized intersections. Refer to CVC 21366. 

Option: 

26 If structurally adequate luminaire poles are available, the street name signs may be mounted on them at a 

height of approximately 15 feet. Refer to Department of Transportation’s Standard Plans publication. See Section 

1A.11 for information regarding this publication. 
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California MUTCD 2012 Proposed Policy (FHWA’s 2009 MUTCD Revision 2 – Compliance 

Dates): 

 

Section 2D.43 Street Name Signs (D3-1 or D3-1a) 
Guidance: 

01 Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a or G7-1(CA)) signs (see Figure 2D-10 and 2D-10(CA)) should be 

installed in urban areas at all street intersections regardless of other route signs that might be present 

and should be installed in rural areas to identify important roads that are not otherwise signed. 

Option: 

02 For streets that are part of a U.S., State, or county numbered route, a D3-1a Street Name sign (see 

Figure 2D-10) that incorporates a route shield may be used to assist road users who might not otherwise 

be able to associate the name of the street with the route number. 

Standard: 

03 The lettering for names of streets and highways on Street Name signs shall be composed of a 

combination of lower-case letters with initial upper-case letters (see Section 2A.13). 
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Guidance: 

04 Lettering on post-mounted Street Name signs should be composed of initial upper-case letters at 

least 6 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 4.5 inches in height. 

05 On multi-lane streets with speed limits greater than 40 mph, the lettering on post-mounted Street 

Name signs should be composed of initial upper-case letters at least 8 inches in height and lower-case 

letters at least 6 inches in height. 

Option: 

06 For local roads with speed limits of 25 mph or less, the lettering on post-mounted Street Name signs 

may be composed of initial upper-case letters at least 4 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 3 

inches in height. 

Guidance: 

07 If overhead Street Name signs are used, the lettering should be composed of initial upper-case 

letters at least 12 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 9 inches in height. 

Support: 

08 The recommended minimum letter heights for Street Name signs are summarized in Table 2D-2. 

Option: 

09 Supplementary lettering to indicate the type of street (such as Street, Avenue, or Road) or the 

section of the city (such as NW) on the D3-1 and D3-1a signs may be in smaller lettering, composed of 

initial upper-case letters at least 3 inches in height and lower-case letters at least 2.25 inches in height. 

Conventional abbreviations (see Section 1A.15) may be used except for the street name itself. 

10 A pictograph (see definition in Section 1A.13) may be used on a D3-1 sign. 

Standard: 

11 Pictographs shall not be displayed on D3-1a or Advance Street Name (D3-2) signs (see Section 

2D.44). 

12 If a pictograph is used on a D3-1 sign, the height and width of the pictograph shall not exceed 

the upper-case letter height of the principal legend of the sign. 

Guidance: 

13 The pictograph should be positioned to the left of the street name. 

Standard: 

14 The Street Name sign shall be retroreflective or illuminated to show the same shape and 

similar color both day and night. The color of the legend (and border, if used) shall contrast with 

the background color of the sign. 

Option: 

15 The border may be omitted from a Street Name sign. 

16 An alternative background color other than the normal guide sign color of green may be used for 

Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs where the highway agency determines this is necessary to assist 

road users in determining jurisdictional authority for roads. 

Standard: 

17 Alternative background colors shall not be used for Advance Street Name (D3-2) signs (see 

Section 2D.44). 

18 The only acceptable alternative background colors for Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs 

shall be blue, brown, or white. Regardless of whether green, blue, or brown is used as the 

background color for Street Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs, the legend (and border, if used) shall be 

white. For Street Name signs that use a white background, the legend (and border, if used) shall 

be black. 

Guidance: 

19 An alternative background color for Street Name signs, if used, should be applied to the Street 

Name (D3-1 or D3-1a) signs on all roadways under the jurisdiction of a particular highway agency. 
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20 In business or commercial areas and on principal arterials, Street Name signs should be placed at 

least on diagonally opposite corners. In residential areas, at least one Street Name sign should be 

mounted at each intersection. Signs naming both streets should be installed at each intersection.  

Standard: 
They should shall be mounted with their faces parallel to the streets they name. 

Option: 

21 To optimize visibility, Street Name signs may be mounted overhead. Street Name signs may also be 

placed above a regulatory or STOP or YIELD sign with no required vertical separation. 

Guidance: 

22 In urban or suburban areas, especially where Advance Street Name signs for signalized and other 

major intersections are not used, the use of overhead Street Name signs should be strongly considered. 

Option: 

23 At intersection crossroads where the same road has two different street names for each direction of 

travel, both street names may be displayed on the same sign along with directional arrows. 

24 On lower speed roadways, historic street name signs within locally identified historic districts that 

are consistent with the criteria contained in 36 CFR 60.4 for such structures and districts may be used 

without complying with the provisions of Paragraphs 3, 4, 6, 9, 12 through 14, and 18 through 20 of this 

section. 

Support: 

24 25 Information regarding the use of street names on supplemental plaques for use with intersection-

related warning signs is contained in Section 2C.58. 

Standard: 

25 26 Street Name signs shall be placed, clearly visible to traffic approaching from all directions, at all 

signalized intersections. Refer to CVC 21366. 

Option: 

26 27 If structurally adequate luminaire poles are available, the street name signs may be mounted on them at a 

height of approximately 15 feet. Refer to Department of Transportation’s Standard Plans publication. See Section 

1A.11 for information regarding this publication. 
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12-22 Amendment to Sections 2B.04 and 4D.34 to make both Sections consistent 

 
Recommendations:  Revision of existing policy to make consistent between sections with similar 
policy language contained in Parts 2 and 4, in the CA MUTCD 2012 edition.  Caltrans request to the 
Committee to make recommendations as shown under proposal to make Section 2B.04 Right-of-Way at 
Intersections consistent with Section 4D.34 Use of Signs at Signalized Locations 
 
Agency Making Request:   Caltrans 
 
Sponsor:  Janice Benton – Voting Member,  Caltrans 
 
Background: Currently shown in CA MUTCD 2012 as “Standard” paragraphs 10 and 10a in Section 
2B.04; and, “Standard” paragraphs 07 and 08 in Section 4D.34: 
 

Section 2B.04 Right-of-Way at Intersections  

 

Standard:  

 

10 Because the potential for conflicting 

commands could create driver confusion, 

YIELD or STOP signs shall not be used in 

conjunction with any traffic control signal 

operation, except in the following cases: 

A. If the signal indication for an approach is a 

flashing red at all times; 

B. If a minor street or driveway is located within 

or adjacent to the area controlled by the traffic 

control signal, but does not require separate 

traffic signal control because an extremely low 

potential for conflict exists; or 

C.  If a channelized turn lane is separated from 

the adjacent travel lanes by an island and the 

channelized turn lane is not controlled by a 

traffic control signal. 

10a STOP signs shall not be erected at any entrance 
to an intersection controlled by traffic signals.  Refer 
to CVC 21355(a) 
 

4D.34 Use of Signs at Signalized Locations 
 
Standard:  
 

07 STOP signs shall not be used in conjunction 

with any traffic control signal operation., except 

in either of the following cases: 

A. If the signal indication for an approach is a 

flashing red at all times, or 

B. If a minor street or driveway is located within 

or adjacent to the area controlled by the traffic 

control signal, but does not require separate 

traffic signal control because an extremely low 

potential for conflict exists. 

 

08 STOP signs shall not be erected at any entrance to 
an intersection controlled by traffic signals. Refer to 
CVC 21355(a). 
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Proposal:  Proposed edits to make Part 2 consistent with Part 4 (deleting subparagraphs A & B) and 
make subparagraph C in Section 2B.04 a new option (to become paragraph 10b, that modifies the above 
Standard) by deleting subparagraph C in para 10 to become Option paragraph 10b in Section 2B.04).  
Also, the edit will introduce a new option paragraph 09 in Section 4D.34: 

 

Section 2B.04 Right-of-Way at Intersections  

 

Standard:  

10 Because the potential for conflicting 

commands could create driver confusion, 

YIELD or STOP signs shall not be used in 

conjunction with any traffic control signal 

operation., except in the following cases: 

A. If the signal indication for an approach is a 

flashing red at all times; 

B. If a minor street or driveway is located within 

or adjacent to the area controlled by the traffic 

control signal, but does not require separate 

traffic signal control because an extremely low 

potential for conflict exists; or 

C.  If  a channelized turn lane is separated from 

the adjacent travel lanes by an island and the 

channelized turn lane is not controlled by a 

traffic control signal. 

10a STOP signs shall not be erected at any entrance 
to an intersection controlled by traffic signals.  Refer 
to CVC 21355(a) 
Option: 
10b YIELD or STOP signs may be used at a channelized 
turn lane if it is separated from the adjacent travel lanes 
by an island and the channelized turn lane is not 
controlled by a traffic control signal. 
 

4D.34 Use of Signs at Signalized Locations 
 
Standard:  

07 Because the potential for conflicting  
commands could create driver confusion,  
YIELD or STOP signs shall not be used in 

conjunction with any traffic control signal 

operation., except in either of the following 

cases: 

A. If the signal indication for an approach is a 

flashing red at all times, or 

B. If a minor street or driveway is located within 

or adjacent to the area controlled by the traffic 

control signal, but does not require separate 

traffic signal control because an extremely low 

potential for conflict exists. 

 

 

 

08 STOP signs shall not be erected at any entrance to 
an intersection controlled by traffic signals. Refer to 
CVC 21355(a). 
Option: 
09 YIELD or STOP signs may be used at a channelized 
turn lane if it is separated from the adjacent travel lanes 
by an island and the channelized turn lane is not 
controlled by a traffic control signal. 

 
These recommended edits will make these paragraphs parallel, without ambiguity. 
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12-23 Electric Vehicle Charging Station Signs and Pavement Marking  

 

Recommendations: Caltrans requests the Committee to make recommendations to adopt four new 

signs, one new header plaque, a new optional pavement marking, delete 2 existing signs; and, amend 

content in various sections, figures and tables of the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 

Devices, 2012 edition (CA MUTCD) for Electric Vehicle Charging Station locations, per Governor 

Brown's Executive Order B-16-2012. 

 

1.) Agency Making Request:  The Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, in cooperation 

with the California Department of Transportation, Sonoma County General Services Department, and, the 

California Plug-In Electric Vehicle Collaborative 

 

2.) Sponsor:  Janice Benton, Voting Member, Caltrans 

 

3.) Background:  Governor Brown's Executive Order B-16-2012, dated March 23, 2012:  

http://gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=17463  Per Governor Brown's 3/23/2012 Executive Order, the California 

Department of Transportation, Sonoma County, and, the California Plug-In Collaborative seek to consult 

with California cities and counties to establish new sign and pavement marking policy standards, 

guidance, options and support for Caltrans to include in the CA MUTCD, 2012 edition. 

http://gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=17463
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Proposal, outlined in summary, specifies for each subsection in table and digest to follow: 

4a.) Per CVC 21511, the following sign is required for Off-Street Parking/Charging        

  Station:  Electric Vehicles (red on white regulatory header symbol and word message   

  sign, 24" x 24") Tow-away symbol with “UNAUTHORIZED VEHICLES NOT  

  CONNECTED FOR ELECTRIC CHARGING PURPOSES WILL BE TOWED 

  AWAY AT THE OWNER’S EXPENSE . . ." (Rxxx(CA)) sign 

 

     
 

 Rxxx(CA)  Ryyy(CA) Rzzz(CA) 
4b.)   No Parking [symbol] EXCEPT FOR ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING (Ryyy(CA)) sign (red 

on white prohibitive regulatory symbol and word message sign, 12" x 18")   

4c.)   Permissive "Electric Vehicle __ HOUR CHARGING - __AM TO __PM" (Rzzz(CA)) sign 

(green on white permissive regulatory sign, 12" x 18") 

4d.)  The Electric Vehicle Charging Station (Alternate Symbol),  FWHA CODE  

D9-11b(Alternate), for California policy, sign code:  G66-21B(CA) for symbol sign, will be added to the 
existing G66-21(CA) word message sign for white on blue general service signs, sizes may be 30" x 

30" for freeway or major arterial highway application, 24" x 24" for local streets; and, 18” x 

18” off-street parking application, to replace and delete the existing Electric Vehicle Charging 

D9-11b (with fuel nozzle) symbol sign, and the D9-11bP  word message plaque. 

                 
G66-21B(CA)                                                                  G66-21(CA) 

           Electric Vehicle Charging Station                     ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATIO   
Symbol Sign (new)                                                Word Message Sign (existing) 
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4e.)   FAST Electric Vehicle Charging Station (G66-21C(CA)) header plaque (white on blue 

general service plaque, sizes 24" x 6"; and, 30" x 8") to identify "Fast" Electric Vehicle 

charging station locations where EV charging is at least 20 kWh in a 30 minute period, 

and could include direct current (DC) fast charging and battery switching. 

 
The above changes will require deletion of two existing national MUTCD signs, shown in Figure 2I-1, on 

Page 580, and in Table 2I-1, on Page 588.  Currently there is no existing policy language for these two 
signs.  
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4f.)   Optional white "EV CHARGING ONLY" pavement marking (detail for off-street 

Electric Vehicle Charging Station stalls, or places) to supplement signs and plaque, as 

shown in items 4a thru 4e, above. 

 

 

 

4g.)  Amend subpart 13 of Paragraph 41, in Section 2I.03 to increase the distance for 

hydrogen fuel locations within 3 miles of a State highway, consistent with other 

alternative fuel signs allowed by the CA MUTCD 2012 edition. 
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The following Signs & Text will be incorporated in to the CA MUTCD 2012: 
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12-24 Updates and Corrections for Accessible Parking Space markings (Section 3B.20 Pavement 

Word, Symbol, and Arrow Markings, Page 695 of CA MUTCD) 

Recommendation:  Caltrans requests the Committee to make recommendation to amend Section 

3B.20 and Figure 3B-22(CA) to make optional use of the International Symbol of Accessibility (ISA) for 

the on-street accessible parkings.  

 

Agency Making Request:  Caltrans 

 

Sponsor:  Janice Benton, Voting member, Caltrans 

 

Background: 

David Cordova, Caltrans, Design Division, has pointed out that the figures illustrating markings for 

accessible parking spaces need revisions and clarification.  One of the issues is requiring the ISA marking 

in all accessible parking spaces.  The ISA is not required for on-street parking.  There is no codified 

Federal standard for accessible on-street parking spaces. 

The California Building Code requires that off-street parking spaces be marked with the ISA symbol. 

Other edits shown on Figure 3B-22(CA) are shown to correct a duplicated figure and clarify use of notes. 

 

Proposal: 

Standard: 
17 The yield-ahead triangle symbol or YIELD AHEAD word pavement marking shall not be used unless a 

YIELD sign (see Section 2B.08) is in place at the intersection. The yield-ahead symbol marking shall be as 
shown in Figure 3B-26. 
 
Guidance: 

18 The International Symbol of Accessibility parking space marking (see Figure 3B-22 3B-22(CA)) 
should shall be placed in each parking space designated for use by persons with disabilities. 

 

Standard: 
18 The International Symbol of Accessibility (ISA) parking space marking shall be placed in each off-

street parking space (see Figure 3B.22(CA)). 
 

Guidance: 
 18a The ISA parking space marking (3B-22(CA)) should be placed in each on-street parking space designated 
for use by persons with disabilities 
 
Option:  
 
Standard: 

19  A blue background with white border may shall supplement the wheelchair symbol as shown in 
Figure 3B-22 3B-22(CA). 

19a  If used, new construction of accessible off-street parking spaces, and, loading and unloading areas 
shall include pavement marking details shown on Figure 3B-22 (CA), or as shown on the Department’s 
Revised Standard Plan A90A. The loading and unloading area shall be marked by a border and hatched lines. 
The border shall be painted blue and the hatched lines shall be painted a suitable contrasting color to the 
parking space (blue or white paint is preferred). 

19b  If used, new construction of accessible on-street parking shall include a blue painted curb, as 
shown on the Department’s Revised Standard Plan A90B. If on-street parking designated and designed for 
persons with disabilities includes a loading and unloading area, it shall be marked by a border and hatched 
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lines. The border shall be painted blue and the hatched lines shall be painted a suitable contrasting color to 
the parking space (blue or white paint is preferred). 

19c Loading and unloading areas shall include the words “NO PARKING” within the blue border and 
shall be painted in white letters no less than 12 inch high (See detail in Figure 3B-22 (CA)). Refer to California 
Code of Regulations Title 24, Section 1129B.4. 
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Note: On pages 40 & 41, current Figures shows corrections marked in red color and revised 

Figures are shown on pages 42 & 43: 
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6. Requests for Experimentations 

 

12-25 Requests for Permission to Experiment with Various Bicycle Treatments 

 

Recommendation:  The City of Santa Monica requests authorization from the Committee to conduct 

experiment with Various Bicycle Treatments. 

Agency Making Request: City of Santa Monica 

Sponsor:  John Ciccarelli – Non-motorized Voting Member, Caltrans 
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7. Information Items: 

12-17 Adopt an Interim Approval (IA-15) issued by the FHWA for the Optional Use of an 

Alternative Design for the U.S. Bicycle Route (M1-9) Sign 

 

The State of California has received blanket Interim Approval dated September 27, 2012 from 

FHWA for the use of an Alternative Design for the U.S. Bicycle Route (M1-9) Sign, below is approval 

letter: 
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12-26 Draft Intersection Control Evaluation Policy 
 

Project Title:   Policy Update on Use of Intersection Control Strategies   

                       (Via Traffic Operations Policy Directive or TOPD) 

 

 

The Department (Caltrans) is leading a statewide effort to update and consolidate the individual traffic 

engineering policies that govern the use of signal, stop and yield “control” at major access points into a 

holistic decision-making framework that is: 

 driven by system performance outcomes;  especially safety and operational impacts and 

benefits  

 influenced by life-cycle cost analysis  

 

Rather than replace the existing policies & procedures, the Department will issue guidance in early 2013 

to update the approach to the selection of intersection traffic control strategies for major state highway 

access points by identifying the best “control” alternatives and a two-step evaluation process.  The 

updated approach / process will emphasize:  

 

 the consideration of yield-control with circular intersection geometry (i.e. the modern 

roundabout) as a standard design practice and highly effective form of intersection control;  in 

fact, there are now over 2,000 roundabouts in the U.S. and the Department recognizes them as a 

best practice or treatment for major intersections 

 context and the needs of essential and vulnerable highway system users (e.g. commercial 

trucks, emergency responders, farm equipment, pedestrians, bicyclists, etc) 

 the role of safety performance analysis for practical "control" alternatives in order to inform 

decision-makers on how their choice (signal, stop or yield control) is expected to affect collision 

frequency and severity   

 streamlined decision-making and documentation requirements for the use of yield-

controlled roundabouts  
 

The updated approach for the evaluation and selection of intersection control will be established via 

issuance of a policy directive in early 2013, and supported by a 6 month ―roll-out‖ campaign prior 

to a mid-year effective date (possibly July 1
st
). The directive and it’s updated decision-making process 

will likely be identified by the same title adopted by other state DOT’s:  “Intersection Control Evaluation” 

or ICE.    

 

ICE will be applied during the broader transportation planning and capital project development 

business processes that propose the construction of new intersections, or modification of existing 

intersections (including interchanges).  The policy & process will be monitored, evaluated and adjusted 

before it is proposed for inclusion in the CA MUTCD as early as the 2015 calendar year.   

 

 

NOTE:  This policy project has been formally endorsed by the California Strategic Highway Safety Plan 

Executive Committee, whose members include representatives from numerous transportation, public 

safety and health organizations across the state.   
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8.  Next Meeting:  Suggested dates are March 21, 28 or April 4, 2012. 

 

9.  Adjourn:  


