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Appendix 14: Examples of Inspection Forms Used by Different Agencies

Inspection form established by Dallas Area Road Construction Work Zone Task Force
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Inspection form used by Olympic region of Washington State DOT

	OLYMPIC REGION

	WORK ZONE TRAFFIC CONTROL PROJECT REVIEW

	SR
	 
	 
	 
	CONTRACT
	 
	 
	 
	 

	DATE/TIME
	 
	 
	 
	PEO OR MAINTENANCE AREA
	 
	 
	 

	REVIEWER
	 
	 
	 
	FIELD ENGINEER / SUPERVISOR
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	PROJECT NAME
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	CONTRACT PLAN DESIGN
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Correct application
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Fits site conditions
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Plan compliance
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	CONSTRUCTION SIGNS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Condition
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	PAVEMENT MARKINGS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Permanent and temporary)
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Condition
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES
	
	
	
	

	(drums, cones, barricades, etc.)
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Condition
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	FLAGGING OPERATIONS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Protection
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility(coveralls, light plant)
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness(needed?)
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	TEMPORARY SIGNAL & ILLUMINATION
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Condition
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	PORTABLE CHANGEABLE MESSAGE SIGNS
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Proper message
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	DETOUR ROUTE / LANE SHIFTS
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Alignment & Channelization
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Temporary roadway features
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	TRAFFIC IMPACTS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Driver expectancy
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Delay & queue length
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Work hour restrictions
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Accidents (is the report available?)
	
	yes
	no
	 
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	BARRIERS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Adequate work area protection
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Attenuation & flare rate
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	TRUCK MOUNTED IMPACT ATTENUATORS
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Placement & use
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Arrow board or vms message
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	During set up & removal of devices
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	WORK AREA & INSPECTOR SAFETY
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Ingress & egress
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Exposure to traffic
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Proper work methods
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Appropriate tcp used
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Workarea & traffic separation(buffer)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	PERMANENT SIGNS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(maintaining existing signs)
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Location
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Conflicting messages?
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Pedestrians & bicycles
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Oversize loads
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	WSP
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	SEQUENTIAL ARROW BOARDS
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	ACCEPTABLE
	CHANGES
	RECOMMEND
	NOT
	

	
	
	
	
	 
	REQUIRED
	REVISIONS
	APPLICABLE
	

	Placement
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Night Visibility (dimmed at night?)
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	General effectiveness
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	GENERAL WORKZONE COMMENTS:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Regulatory concerns - any legal or liability concerns?
	 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Safety code violations?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Were any complaints addressed as part of this review?
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Could safety or mobility be improved with tcp revisions?
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Have deficiencies from prior reviews been corrected?
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. If any previously listed items were marked "not applicable", should any of these items be made available
	

	    for use?
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Appropriate traffic control plan use, or modified contractor proposal?
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Additional comments on workzone safety or the project?
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	 
	
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	

	 
	   Reviewer signature
	 
	 
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Project Engineer or Maintenance Supervisor comments (optional)
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TRAFFIC CONTROL "ACTION LIST"

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	CONTRACT NO:
	 
	 
	 
	DATE:
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	CONTRACTOR:
	 
	 
	 
	TCS:
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Listed items require action by the Contractor as described. Status of items shall be noted in the daily TCS
	 

	report. (refer to "WORKZONE TRAFFIC CONTROL PROJECT REVIEW" report for additional information)
	 

	Item:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Location:
	 
	 
	

	Required Action:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Notes:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Item:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Location:
	 
	 
	

	Required Action:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Notes:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Item:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Location:
	 
	 
	

	Required Action:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Notes:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Item:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Location:
	 
	 
	

	Required Action:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Notes:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Item:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Location:
	 
	 
	

	Required Action:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Notes:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Item:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Location:
	 
	 
	

	Required Action:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Notes:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


Inspection Form Used by New York State Department of Transportation

Project No. D 


   PIN 

  Region 
  Date 
             
   Fed Aid? 

Location  
                            


               




Weather/Lighting Conditions 



 Project Type: 




CONSTRUCTION SIGNING/ADVANCE WARNING

Quantity of Signs:
Good 


Sign Condition:



Too many






Good

Fair

Poor



Missing sign series


  Rigid sign


 






Missing specific sign


  Flexible sign








Credibility of Text: 
Good


  Reflectivity









Misleading sign text


Arrowboard Use:








Unneeded signs visible


  Placement









Countdown but no work

  Performance








Sign Placement:

Good


Non-standard signs:



Too low





Text




Not readily visible




Color




Poor sign spacing




Shape


Overall Advance Warning: Excellent  

  Adequate 

  Inadequate 


Comments:

CHANNELIZATION
  Devices Used/Condition:





Good
    Fair
    Poor



Barricades

     
    

Unsafe ballasting



Drums


     
    

Unsafe battery mount



Cones


     
     

Inadequate spacing




Vertical panels

     
     

Inadequate taper length


Tubular markers
     
     

More devices needed




Warning lights

     
     

Non-standard device


Overall Channelization: Excellent  

  Adequate 

  Inadequate 


  Comments:

PAVEMENT MARKINGS


No markings 

   Confusing markings  



Condition:

Good

Obscured
Faded
Damaged/Dislodged


  Paint or Tape











  Raised Markers










Overall Markings: Excellent 

     Adequate 

      Inadequate 



Comments:

Exhibit F5-1: Contd.
FLAGGING


Number/Effectiveness of Flaggers:



Effective




Flagger Signs:
Good




Ineffective




    
Too close




Poor coordination




Too far





Not enough flaggers




No flagger











No sign



Flagging Technique





Signal Device:



Good






Flags





Fair






Paddles




Poor





Flagger Attire:



No hard hat





No vest





Overall Flagging:  Excellent


Adequate  

Inadequate  


Comments:

ROADSIDE SAFETY
  Type of Barrier:       Concrete

    Timber Curb
   Guiderail 

Other


  Barrier Condition:   Good 

   Fair


Poor


  Flared end treatment needed      


Impact attenuator needed 

  Barrier Delineation:


Lights:  
Good   

   Fair  

    Not working  



Reflectors:
Good   

   Fair  

    Poor  
   Too small  



Inadequate drop-off delineation  


  Inadequate clear zone  


  Overall roadside safety: 
Excellent  

Adequate  

Inadequate  

  Comments:

MISCELLANEOUS  TRAFFIC CONTROL

Unprotected operations or equipment in roadway



Poor temporary traffic signal operation/installation



Original signs/delineation in poor condition




Speed limit: 

  mph
    Too low  

   Appropriate



Pedestrian Safety:



Inadequate travel path

  Inadequate protection from hazards



Access Control:   Good  

   Fair  

   Poor  


Overall Misc. Traffic Control: Excellent  
   Adequate  

   Inadequate  



Comments:

OVERALL RATING  



NYSDOT has also developed a rating system to define the traffic control effectiveness at the time of inspection.  The six point rating scale is given below (Bryden and Andrew, 2001):

5
Excellent design and implementation of M&PT.  Controls provide adequate driver guidance for virtually all situations.  No significant deficiencies encountered, and comments were limited to fine-tuning or other minor adjustment.  All TCDs are in good condition, appropriate for the actual situation, and properly placed.

4
Good design and implementation of M&PT.  Controls provide adequate driver input for most situations likely to be encountered.  Some minor deficiencies may be present, such as less than optimum choice, condition or placement of individual device.

3
Design and implementation of M&PT is generally acceptable.  There may be a number of specific points that can be improved or refined, and occasional points that may be only marginally effective.

2
Design and implementation of M&PT is only marginally effective.  Many specific points need refinement or adjustment, or a number of individual points are marginally effective.  Although drivers familiar with the work zone can be expected to traverse it safely, unfamiliar drivers may experience difficulty, especially during adverse conditions, such as heavy traffic, rain, or darkness.

1
Although some traffic controls have been provided, they are not adequate to provide guidance through the work zone.  Drivers familiar with the site may not experience difficulty during favorable conditions, but unfamiliar drivers will probably have problems in traversing the site during all conditions, and even familiar drivers during adverse conditions.

0 Other than occasional signs or other devices which are not coordinated or effective, no traffic control is provided, and motorists are left on their own to traverse the work zone.  Guidance provided to drivers may be misleading such that drivers are directed to make inappropriate or dangerous responses.

Reference

Bryden, J.E. and Andrew, L.B. (2001), “Quality assurance program for work-zone traffic control,” Transportation Research Record 1745, pp. 1-9.
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