






Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Text Box
General note, all layouts:  There are a lot of existing signs, especially on the SB approach.  How do the temporary signs fit in with the existing (maintain proper spacing).  TTC layout should show all existing signs in relation to temporary signs.  Drives and intersections should also be shown in relation to sign placement.  NB approach signs could be affected by multiple drives and intersections.




Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Callout
I am guessing that 350 spacing was chosen to put these signs between the post mounted RWA/RW500 signs.  MUTCD calls for 500 ft spacing between signs.

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Callout
How about adding an advisory speed plaque to the RW500 sign instead (what speed is recommended?  This is a 40 zone, maybe advise 30?)

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Callout
VC-004 is a rectangular supplemental plaque.  It would typically be installed beneath the pavement ends sign, not redesigned as a free-standing warning sign.

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Oval



Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Callout
distance not needed on sign

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Oval

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Callout
where are these in relation to the private roads and drives at each end of the bridge, and how are they being accommodated?

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Callout
If avoidable, best to put flaggers in non-guardrail area where they can escape errant vehicles.  In no case should a flagger be stationed on the bridge itself (OSHA)  This may affect choice of flagger station location and signs.  



Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Oval




approach DETOUR


AHEAD sign and


adjust existing route


markers to DETOUR


NORTH VT 207


The Basis of Payment for Item 900.645


Special Provision (Traffic Control - All


Inclusive) does not specifically include


payment for message signs.


Please add Item 641.15 to the Contact


quantities.


why not locate a single PCMS on VT 78 just


west of the SNTH 207 intersection (at mp


3.105 on 2010 visidata), instead of one each


on VT 78 and SNTH 207?


--


Detour ahead sign should be placed west of


existing JCT 207 assembly, before the SL 35


(mp 2.950).


--


Add new "DETOUR" and straight arrow


plaques to existing approach route marker


assembly (mp 2.885).


--


Keep "4" as a confirmation route marker


assembly as shown, just beyond the


intersection.


include LEGEND


add "X MI AHD"


and eliminate


second phase. 3


phase messages


should be avoided.
Include "Detour Ahead" sign/


message (?)


add "1" to existing


assembly across


from VT 78 (US 7


SB mp 5.790). Add


"1" assembly with


up/left advance


arrow at JCT US 7


assembly (VT 78


wb mp 6.800). Add


confirmation route


marker "2" after the


turn.


add DETOUR


NORTH VT 207


with up/right


advance arrow at


existing JCT 78


assembly (Swanton


mp 5.680). Install


"3" on left side 100


feet before existing


route marker


assembly (mp


5.755). Add


confirmation route


marker "2" after the


turn.


Yes, add sign


before first detour


route marker


assembly in each


direction.


what about Exit 20 traffic?


Ideally you'd adjust all of the


NORTH VT 207 route marker


assemblies (on the ramps and


facing ramps on US 7) with


DETOUR plaques and flipped over


arrow plaques (to make left arrows


point right and vice-versa) You'd


also add DETOUR NORTH VT 207


right arrow assembly at VT 207/US


7 intersection next to existing route


marker assembly for detoured ramp


traffic.


--


You'd also include some version of


the LOCAL TRAFFIC ONLY sign


(Maybe replace ROAD CLOSED


with "VT 207 NORTH CLOSED")


on the ramps.


"SOUTH"


add a ROAD CLOSED XX


MILES AHEAD/LOCAL TRAFFIC


ONLY sign just past this


intersection but within view, such


as next to existing VT 207 route


marker (Swanton mp 3.840)


"NORTH"


include summary table ?


consider adding


confirmation route


marker "2" to


existing route


marker assemblies


on approaches to


interstate ramps


Note, all


milepoints in


my comments


are based on


2010 visidata.


--


basically, signs


are needed in


advance of all


turns and


confirmation


should be given


after all turns.


Include approach signing.


these should have


the appropriate


cardinal direction.


You could simply


show one and put the


other in parenthesis


in a text callout. I'm


relatively confident


that the contractor


could figure out


which goes where.


consider adding


confirmation route


marker "2" to VT


78 WB after this


turn, at existing


confirmation route


marker (Highgate


mp 2.28)





Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
File Attachment
10C218_Pre-Contract TCP comments.pdf

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Group
in addition to the attached comments, we are also now recommending NO THRU TRAFFIC instead of LOCAL TRAFFIC ONLY

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Callout
The contractor would have benefited from my pre-contract plan comments.

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Oval

Amy Gamble (amy.gamble@state.vt.us)
Text Box
A layout for the actual on-site road closure should also be included, with details on relation to existing drives and roads.




