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	Attachment

Number
	Commenter and Company Name
	Comment
	Action Taken
	If No Action Taken, Explain Why

	1
	Brad Barondeau

3M
	2 page comments, no individual spec sections addressed in this submittal, just general comments on the specification as a whole.  Comments in general would like us to specify more individual types of sheeting, or else just call out strictly ASTM D4956.
	None
	If we were to go to strictly ASTM D4956 material, it would give too many choices to the designers, and could create confusion.  With the specification the way it is now for our Type 7, There is encouragement for competitive pricing from all of our vendors.

	2
	3M Technical Services
	1042.2.7…orientation of sheeting. 3M desires the addition of the words…”for testing”
	None
	Certain sheeting manufacturers have datum marks on the surface of their prismatic sheeting.  Differences can be seen with the naked eye when letters of copy are not all oriented the same.  Previous testing has shown that these sheetings can fail to meet the specification requirements if tested at an orientation angle other than 0°.

	2
	3M Technical Services
	1042.2.7.3  Type 5 Sheeting.  Suggest calling out D4956 Type VII, spec is just about the same.  
	None
	If D4956 Type VII was identical to our Type 5 spec, we would call out ASTM, but it’s not, therefore, we are keeping our own specification, to allow competition between sheeting manufacturers.

	2
	3M Technical Services
	1042.2.7.4  3M suggests allowing D4956 Type VIII or IX
	None
	We have our own spec so as to avoid confusion for the designers, and also to promote competitive pricing for our legend material.

	2
	3M Technical Services
	1042.2.8  Fluorescent sheeting.  3M suggests raising the minimum values for coefficient of retroreflection.
	None
	Raising these values could eliminate some of our vendors from supplying material.  Keeping the values where they are promotes competitive pricing. 

	2
	3M Technical Services
	1042.2.8 Fluorescent sheeting.  3M suggests removing the color specification limit table.
	None
	The FHWA rule is quite controversial.  For some of the measurements required under the new rule, there are no instruments on the market to measure the specified properties.  Therefore, we are keeping our table, since we have instruments readily available to measure compliance.

	2
	3M Technical Services
	1042.2.9 NTPEP exposure times. 3M requests to extend the exposure time to 36 months.
	None
	This is a planned future action.  We do not want to disqualify any suppliers that have met the 2 year exposure requirement, but have not met the 36 month yet.

	3
	Kirsten Munck

MoDOT
	1042.2.12  methyl methacrylate
	None
	No other acceptable compounds.  Section on reflectors will be removed in the near future.

	3
	Kirsten Munck

MoDOT
	1042.3.1.4 proposed new wording for first two sentences.
	First two sentences revised slightly for clarification.
	Proposed wording changed the intent and meaning of the first two sentences.  We only want one vertical overlap splice on signs where the smallest greater than 4 feet. Proposed wording would have allowed multiple splices.

	3
	Kirsten Munck

MoDOT
	All remaining comments were editorial in nature.
	Titles added or removed, editorial changes made.
	---


