
Column Explanation
A Num.  Comment number.
B O/C. When submitting your proposed revision, each revision in each row is designated "O" for "Open. "C" means 

"Closed", and reflects action taken by the Actuated Signal Controller Working Group (ASC WG), when the ASC WG 
addresses the proposed revision.

C CoOrg/ Indiv Inits. Use this column to identify: Co/org submitting the proposed revision. Initials of submitter from 
that Co/Org, or an internal designator (within the Co/Org), such as "A01", meaning "submitted with A group of 
revisions, this was proposed rev #1."

D Edit/ Subst. Please designate your comments as "E", meaning editorial; or "S" meaning substantive. If you are 
proposing a clarification to language (without a significant revision in intent), then the proposed revision is "E". If you 
are proposing a revision from "should" to "shall", or "shall" to "should", or inserting a "shall", or changing values on 
characteristic (as examples), then the proposed revision is probably "S."

E DocID ver#. This entry is the version of a draft document against which you are providing the proposed revision. As 
we move through the project, sometimes section numbers change, and page numbers often change. This helps to 
locate the proposed revision cite.

F Sec. Enter the specific Section number of draft document to which your proposed revision applies. Helps to locate 
cite within draft (particularly on conference call). If it is in Section 1, then enter "1". If it is in Sec. 5.9.3.5.6.4, then 
enter 5.3.3.5.6.4. Note: If you are proposing a change in term (for example) throughout the draft, enter GEN (for 
General). 

G Para Table Fig. In a longer Section, it is helpful to know that the proposed revision is in paragraph 8, for example 
(enter P8). After entering Sec. number; if it is Figure 2, then enter "F2"; or if it is Table 3, then enter "T3". 

H Existing Text. Copy and past Existing Text from draft. Use ellipses (…), to shorten. 
I Proposed Text. What text are you proposing? How would you like this section to read? This is also known as 

"suggested alternative language", meaning that the ASC WG will consider this proposal, but may amend in 
response. It is helpful to see the proposed revision that would satisfy your input, so the ASC WG doesn't have to 
guess, or (itself) craft language.  Comments with no Proposed Text will NOT be considered by the ASC WG.

J Reason/ Explanation. What is the purpose of this proposed revision? Examples might be: Clarity. Typo. Include 
cross-reference. Add functionality. Revise conformance parameters to reflect current industry practice, and 
accommodate new functionality. This is your opportunity to be persuasive and argue your technical case (briefly).

K Response. This column is left blank when you submit your proposed rev. When the ASC WG considers a proposed 
rev, the result of that consideration (and the disposition of the proposed rev) is recorded here. Examples include: 
10/02 Accepted. Done. Item closed.; Accepted as amended to reflect EN 62543 revision. Not accepted, because the 
ASC WG elected to defer inclusion of functionality to next rev. The purpose is to capture the disposition, and, if not 
accepted, some rationale.

Other 
notes

1. Be brief, you only get 500 words per cell. It may be necessary to split your comment into several rows. Always 
spilt a comment that applies to different sections, paragraphs, tables, or figures. It is easier for me to consolidate 
and sequence.
2. If you are proposing an extensive revision, for example, adding a whole new section, or revising an extensive 
existing portion of the draft document, or revising a figure or table, contact SDO staff, who will provide  the "native" 
text, or figure, or table, to make it easier. Also provide the proposed revision in Excel, with a Proposed Text entry 
such as "See attached abc NEW Sec 4 FYA.doc .
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DocID ver# Sec Para Table Fig Existing Text Proposed Text Reason/ Explanation Response Co-Chairs Feedback Needed for June 
2026 release ?

Comments from 
03/03 meeting

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json DevicePriorityQueueResponse (3.3.5.1.2.5.1)

"DevicePriorityQueueResponse": {
            "type": "object",
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.2.5.2",
            "properties": {
                "type": "object",
                "properties": {
                    "deviceType": {
                        "type": "string",
                        "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.2.5.2.1.a",
                        "enum": [
                            "cctv camera",
                            "dynamic message sign",
                            "gate",
                            "ramp meter",
                            "signal controller",
                            "signal section"
                        ]
                    },
                    "deviceId": {
                        "type": "string"
                    },
                    "currentPriority": {
                        "type": "number"
                    },
                    "controlRequests": {
                        "type": "array",
                        "items": {
                            "type": "object"

        "DevicePriorityQueueResponse": {
            "type": "object",
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.2.5.2",
            "properties": {
                "deviceType": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.2.5.2.1.a",
                    "enum": [
                        "cctv camera",
                        "dynamic message sign",
                        "gate",
                        "ramp meter",
                        "signal controller",
                        "signal section"
                    ]
                },
                "deviceId": {
                    "type": "string"
                },
                "currentPriority": {
                    "type": "number"
                },
                "controlRequests": {
                    "type": "array",
                    "items": {
                        "type": "object",
                        "properties": {
                            "requestingOrganization": {

DevicePriorityQueueResponse has an extra "type" and "properties" key that need to be removed 
and the "required" key needs to be moved outside of the "properties" object

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - looks good to me

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json EvaluationCycle (3.3.3.8.5.3)

"linkState": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.5.3.2.1",
                    "description": "Include link state 
information in the evaluation cycle content sent 
from an owner center to an external center",
                    "$ref": "#/$defs/LinkStatusResponse"
                }

"linkState": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.5.3.2.1",
                    "description": "Include link state information 
in the evaluation cycle content sent from an owner 
center to an external center",
                    "$ref": "#/LinkStatusResponse"
                }

EvaluationCycle property "linkState" has an invalid "$ref" ("#/$defs/LinkStatusResponse"). 
Changed to "#/LinkStatusResponse"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - looks good to me

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json ResponsePlanDetails (3.3.3.8.5.4)

"dmsControlActions": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.5.4.2.4",
                    "description": "Send a list of DMS 
control actions within the response plan to the 
external center",
                    "type": "array",
                    "items": {
                        "$ref": 
"#/$defs/DMSControlCommand"
                    }
                }

"dmsControlActions": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.5.4.2.4",
                    "description": "Send a list of DMS control 
actions within the response plan to the external 
center",
                    "type": "array",
                    "items": {
                        "$ref": "#/DMSControlCommandResponse"
                    }
                }

"ResponsePlanDetails" property "dmsControlActions" has an invalid "$ref" 
("#/$defs/DMSControlCommand")  Changed to "#/DMSControlCommandResponse"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - looks good to me

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json ResponsePlanDetails (3.3.3.8.5.4)

"lcsScheduleChanges": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.5.4.2.7",
                    "description": "Send a list of LCS 
schedule cancellations in the response plan to 
the external center",
                    "type": "array",
                    "items": {
                        "$ref": 
"#/$defs/LCSScheduleResponse"
                    }
                }

"lcsScheduleChanges": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.5.4.2.7",
                    "description": "Send a list of LCS schedule 
cancellations in the response plan to the external 
center",
                    "type": "array",
                    "items": {
                        "$ref": "#/LCSScheduleResponse"
                    }
                }

"ResponsePlanDetails" property "lcsScheduleChanges" has an invalid "$ref" 
("#/$defs/LCSScheduleResponse")  Changed to  "#/LCSScheduleResponse"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - looks good to me

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json GateStatusRequest (3.3.5.6.2.4)
"deviceInformationType": {
                                "const": "status"

"deviceInformationType": {
                                "const": "device status"

"GateStatusRequest" property "deviceInformationType" const value ("status") is an invalid 
enumeration  Changed to "device status"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - looks good to me

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json SectionTimingPatternScheduleRequest (3.3.5.9.13.4)
"deviceType": {
                                "const": "section status"

"deviceType": {
                                "const": "signal section"

"SectionTimingPatternScheduleRequest" property "deviceType" const value ("section status") is 
an invalid enumeration  Changed to "signal section"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - looks good to me

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json DeviceStatus (3.3.5.1.1.3.1.b)

"deviceType": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.1.3.1.b",
                    "enum": [
                        "detector",
                        "detector station",
                        "cctv camera",
                        "dynamic message sign",
                        "environmental sensor station",
                        "gate",
                        "lane control signal",
                        "ramp meter",
                        "signal controller",
                        "signal section",
                        "roadside unit"
                    ]
                }

"deviceType": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.1.3.1.b",
                    "$ref": "#/$defs/DeviceTypes"
                }

"DeviceStatus" property "deviceType" should be a "$ref" of "DeviceTypes". The two enums do not 
have the same values so added "detector station" to "DeviceTypes"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - makes sense

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json DeviceTypes (3.4.30)

"DeviceTypes": {
            "type": "string",
            "enum": [
                "detector",
                "cctv camera",
                "dynamic message sign",
                "environmental sensor station",
                "gate",
                "lane control signal",
                "ramp meter",
                "signal controller",
                "signal section",
                "roadside unit"
            ]
        }

"DeviceTypes": {
            "type": "string",
            "enum": [
                "detector",
                "detector station",
                "cctv camera",
                "dynamic message sign",
                "environmental sensor station",
                "gate",
                "lane control signal",
                "ramp meter",
                "signal controller",
                "signal section",
                "roadside unit"
            ]
        } Related to previous comment

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [Shane] - makes sense

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json DeviceInformationTypes (3.4.21)

"DeviceInformationTypes": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.1.1.1.c",
            "description": "Types of device 
information including inventory, status, 
schedule, plan, maintenance history, data, 
metadata, message appearance, font table, and 
graphic table.",
            "type": "string",
            "enum": [
                "device inventory",
                "device status",
                "device schedule",
                "device plan",
                "device maintenance history",
                "device data",
                "device metadata",
                "message appearance",
                "device font table",
                "device graphic table"
            ]
        }

"DeviceInformationTypes": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.1.1.1.c",
            "description": "Types of device information 
including inventory, status, schedule, plan, 
maintenance history, data, metadata, message 
appearance, font table, and graphic table.",
            "type": "string",
            "enum": [
                "device inventory",
                "device status",
                "device schedule",
                "device plan",
                "device maintenance history",
                "device data",
                "device metadata",
                "message appearance",
                "device font table",
                "device graphic table",
                "image link"
            ]
        }

"DeviceInformationTypes" is missing the "image link" value its enum (found in the 
CCTVImageLinkRequest)

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD) [shane] - looks good to me

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json Link (3.4.61)

"linkType": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.1.5.1.d",
                    "enum": [
                        "freeway",
                        "arterial",
                        "collector",
                        "local",
                        "service road",
                        "tunnel",
                        "detour",
                        "dedicated link",
                        "military road",
                        "railroad link",
                        "air link",
                        "ferry",
                        "on ramp",
                        "off ramp",
                        "dedicated HOV lane",
                        "toll road",
                        "unknown",
                        "other"
                    ]
                }

"linkType": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.1.5.1.d",
                    "$ref": "#/$defs/LinkTypes"
                }

"Link" had its own definition for "linkType" enums. Change to reference "LinkTypes" in the 
"$defs" section

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD)

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json Link (3.4.61)

"medianType": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.1.5.2.18",
                    "enum": [
                        "curbed",
                        "concrete barrier",
                        "concrete barrier with visibility 
screen",
                        "guard rail",
                        "open grass",
                        "open sand",
                        "painted median no access",
                        "separated roadways",
                        "unprotected"
                    ]
                }

"medianType": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.1.5.2.18",
                    "$ref": "#/$defs/MedianTypes"
                }

"Link" had its own definition for "medianType" enums. Change to reference "MedianTypes" in the 
"$defs" section

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD)

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json

IntersectionStatusRequest 
(3.3.5.9.3.4)
SectionStatusInformationRequest 
(3.3.5.9.9.4)
SectionTimingPatternInformationRe
quest ( 3.3.5.9.16.4)
SectionTimingPatternScheduleRequ
est (3.3.5.9.13.4)
SignalSectionInventoryRequest 
(3.3.5.9.2.4)
SignalTimingPatternRequest 
(3.3.5.9.8.4) "properties": {

            "deviceInformationRequestHeader": {
"properties": {
            "deviceInformationRequest": {

Change "deviceInformationRequestHeader" to "deviceInformationRequest" for multiple items for 
consistent naming on items with type "#/$defs/DeviceInformationRequest"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD)

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json

Root element of the schema. At the 
top of the document before the 
"$defs" section

The change can't fit in an excel cell. I attached a sample 
JSON Schema will all of my proposed changes with my 
comments

Added properties, required, and additionalProperties fields to the root element. Without defined 
properties, any valid JSON object would validate against the schema. The only property allowed in 
the root element is "message" which is defined as one of the messages defined outside of the 
"$defs" section  for example "CCTVChangeRequest"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: The current 
schema (ngTMDD_2025-05-12.json) is a 
collection of individual message 
definitions and is not intended to define 
a unified root structure for API payloads. 
It acts more like a dictionary or library of 
individual message schemas rather than 
defining a single, consistent payload 
structure for all API requests/responses.

If the implementors feel that this can 
lead to ambiguity in API implementation, 
then I agree with your assessment. The 
introduction of a unified root structure 
with properties: {"message": {...}}, 
required: ["message"], and 
additionalProperties: false is indeed a 
valuable improvement.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This will be 
fixed in phase-II or next iteration

[shane] agree that this is not 
something we need for 
phase I deployment
[Alan} agree with Shane

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners

NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json

Each message defined outside of 
the "$defs" section in the root 
element

The change can't fit in an excel cell. I attached a sample 
JSON Schema will all of my proposed changes with my 
comments

Added a required "messageType" field to all of the messages defined outside of the "$defs" 
section. The message type is a const string value that is equal to the name of the message. For 
example "CCTVChangeRequest" has a messageType of "CCTVChangeRequest". This allows the 
message type to easily be determined and avoids ambiguous messages that have the same or 
similar required fields, especially since the schema allows for additional fields in each of the 
messages. For example the message
{
 "message":
 {
  "ownerOrganizationId": "org_id",
  "externalOrganizationId": "ext_org_id",
  "requestId": "request_id"
 }
}
is a valid message of the following types:
ActivityLogRequest ("required": ["ownerOrganizationId","externalOrganizationId","requestId"]), 
CenterConnectionRequest ("required": ["externalOrganizationId"]), 
ResponsePlanStatusRequest ("required": 
["ownerOrganizationId","externalOrganizationId","requestId"]), 
SubscriptionInformationRequest ("required": ["externalOrganizationId"]).
With a messageType the same message would look lie:
{
 "message":
 {
  "messageType": "ActivityLogRequest",
  "ownerOrganizationId": "org_id",
  "externalOrganizationId": "ext_org_id",
  "requestId": "request id"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: Though the 
original schema wouldn't validate 
literally any JSON object (e.g., a simple 
string or a boolean). It would validate a 
JSON object if that object's top-level key 
matched one of the defined message 
names (e.g., 
{"CenterConnectionResponse": {...}}).

As the desire is to introduce a root 
message,then it should have 
messageType which would be an enum 
of all the types that are supported by 
ngTMDD. This is similar to other data 
dictionary standards such as J2735 (DSRC 
message frames having messageId and 
value at the root-level).

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This will be 
fixed in phase-II or next iteration

[shane] see above
[Alan] Agree

Gurus Infotech Inc

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document

Move out the 3 RSU sections 
3.3.5.9.18, 3.3.5.9.19, and 3.3.5.9.20, 
to 3 3 5 10 in the TOC

Move out the 3 RSU sections 3.3.5.9.18, 3.3.5.9.19, and 
3 3 5 9 20  to 3 3 5 10 in the TOC

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD)

Gurus Infotech Inc

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

Update EventDescription with ITIS 
groups  phrases and codes

Update EventDescription with ITIS groups, phrases and 
codes as follows:

{
    "description": "Include event description 
information in the event details sent from owner 
center to external center",
    "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.3",
    "type": "object",
    "properties": {
        "eventITISGroup": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.3.a",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/EventITISGroup"
        },
        "eventITISPhrases": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.3.b",
            "description": "An array of applicable ITIS 
phrases for the given ITIS Group selected",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/EventITISPhrases"
        },
        "eventITISCodes": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.3.c",
            "description": "An array of applicable ITIS codes 
for the given ITIS Group selected",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/EventITISCodes"
        },
        "locationReference": {
            "$reqId"  "3 3 3 5 1 3 3 d"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: This is a 
low effort item that can be addressed 
quickly (1-2 days). But we need to 
validate if there're other places with 
similar pattern.

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This is 
fixed in v0 22 (UCD)



Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema ITIS groups  phases  and codes

Remove all ITIS groups, phases, and codes enumerator 
section starting with 3.4.1 
AccidentsAndIncidentsCodes, and add a reference to 
the J2540 ITIS standard in 3 4 56 EventDescription

The Road Weather, Incident, and Planned Special Event Specification Committee is currently 
recommending changes to the ITIS enumerators, which would make the entry in the ngTMDD 
obsolete.  The TIM Advice message in the J2735 standard does not list the enumerators, but 
references the J2540 ITIS standard

We will need to speak with the co-chairs 
to have a better understanding of the 
scope of this change[Review in 01/20/26 
meeting]

[shane] I believe we hashed 
this out on our first call
[Alan] Agree Y (complete)

Glenn: 
Recommended to 
add which specific 
version of standard 
is being referenced 
in the ngTMDD.
Clay Packard: Here 
is a link reference 
to the current J2540 
standard whose 
version has the date 
encoded in the 
version label: 
J2540/2_202012 : 
ITIS Phrase Lists 
(International 
Traveler 
Information 
Systems) - SAE 
International 
(https://www.sae.o
rg/standards/j25402
_202012-itis-phrase-
lists-international-
traveler-
information-
systems)
Robert: Is J2540 

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3 3 5 10 2 5   RSUStatusResponse

        "statusMessage": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.10.2.5.2.1",
            "description": "The status of the 
enrollment certificates for an RSU.",
            "type": "string",
            "enum": [
                "unknown",
                "not enrolled",
                "enrolled",
                "other"
            ]
        }

        "rsuStatusMessage": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.10.2.5.2.1",
            "description": "The current overall status of the 
RSU.",
            "type": "string",
            "enum": [
                "other",
                "okay",
                "warning",
                "critical",
                "unknown"
            ]
        }
        "rsuModeStatusMessage": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.10.2.5.2.2",
            "description": "The current mode of operation of 
the RSU.",
            "type": "string",
            "enum": [
                "other",
                "standby",
                "operate",
                "fault"
            ]
        }
        "rsuSecEnrollCertStatusMessage": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.10.2.5.2.3",
            "description": "The status of the enrollment 

These three status messages are drawn directly from NTCIP 1218 and are the critical messages 
required  I suggest leaving the "rsu" so it matches 1218 messages

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II

[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I updated 
with 3.3.5.10.2.5.1 to support NTCIP 1218 
status requirements. "Standby" removed 
form generic devices 3 3 5 1 1 3 1  

[2026-02-27]: AJ to include 
rsuSecEnrollCertStatusMessa
ge in Vol-I Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

3.4.57 
EventDescriptionConfidenceLevels

This message is only used once in the standard, so move this message to the 3.4.58 
EventElementDetails message

Gurus IT: This can be reused if other 
messages need it in the future. But will 
review with Alan on 01/20/26 meeting 
for confirmation

[shane] I'm fine either way 
on this resolution. I can't see 
this being reused right now 
but I do suppose it might 
be....
[Alan] Make the change for 
future use Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.54  EventAccessLevels

3.4.54 EventAccessLevels
{ "description": "Include event access level 
information in event element details sent to an 
external center", 
"type": "string", 
"enum": [ "public domain",
"all agencies", "selected agencies", "originating 
agency"  "originating users only" ] }

3.4.54 informationAccessRestrictions
  "$reqId": "?",
{ "description": "Owner center may place restrictions 
on information dissemination to external centers", 
"type": "string", 
"enum": [ "publicDomain",
"allAgencies", 
"selectedAgencies", 
"originatingAgency", 
"originatingUsersOnly" ] } A clearer message description   Missing requirement ID

Gurus IT: I reviewed and the reqId is 
present, please find below: 
"eventAccessLevel": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.8",
                    "$ref": 
"#/$defs/EventAccessLevels"
                },

[2026-01-30]: To keep it consistent, make 
sure to use refId in the data frames 
instead of at enumerations or resuable 
object definitions. 

[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I removes 
Event Access Level and replaces it with 
Information Acccess Restriction - 
Response Message Content

[Alan] Updated proposed 
text to camelcase.

[2026-02-27]: In 
EventElementDetails, 
remove attribute: 
eventHazardousMaterialCod
e
Also bring it up in the 
Tuesday's review meeting Y (review with chairs)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.134 Restrictions InformationRestrictions will replace this message  so delete it

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II

[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.133 RestrictionTypes InformationRestrictions will replace this message  so delete it

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3 3 1 1 5 CenterConnectionResponse restrictions

        "restrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.1.1.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to 
external centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/Restrictions"

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.1.1.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description  

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.3.5 EventInformationResponse restrictions

        "restrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.6.1",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/Restrictions"

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.6.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description  Missing description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.3.9.5 ActivityLogResponse restrictions

        "restrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.9.5.2.1",
            "description": "Provide restrictions on the 
dissemination of information in the activity log",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/RestrictionTypes"
        }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.9.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

3.3.4.2.1.5 
NodeInventoryInformationRespons
e restrictions

        "restrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.9.5.2.1",
            "description": "Provide restrictions on the 
dissemination of information in the activity log",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/RestrictionTypes"
        }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.9.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.4.2.2.5 NodeStatusResponse restrictions

restrictions: { "$reqId": "3.3.4.2.2.5.2.1", 
"description": "Requirements for owner center 
restrictions on information dissemination in 
node status"  "type": "string" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.4.2.2.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.4.3.1.5 LinkInventoryResponse restrictions

restrictions: { "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.1.5.2.1", 
"description": "Owner center restrictions on 
information dissemination in link inventory", 
"type": "string" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.1.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.4.3.2.5 LinkStatusResponse restrictions

restrictions: { "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.2.5.2.1", 
"description": "Requirements for the owner 
center to restrict information dissemination in 
link status"  "type": "string" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.4.3.2.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.4.4.1.5 RouteInventoryResponse restrictions

restrictions: { "$reqId": "3.3.4.4.1.5.2.1", 
"description": "Owner center restrictions on 
route inventory information dissemination", 
"type": "string" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.4.4.1.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.4.4.2.5 RouteStatusResponse restrictions

restrictions: { "$reqId": "3.3.4.4.2.5.2.1", 
"description": "Owner center restrictions on 
route status information dissemination", "type": 
"string" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.4.4.2.5.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

3.3.6.1.1.3 
TrafficMonitoringDataInventoryResp
onse restrictions

restrictionsTrafficMonitoringData: { "$reqId": 
"3.3.6.1.1.3.2.1", "description": "Requirements 
for placing restrictions on dissemination of 
traffic monitoring data", "$ref": 
"#/$defs/Restrictions" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.6.1.1.3.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

3.3.6.2.3 
ProcessingDocMetaDataInfoRespons
e restrictions

restrictionsArchiveMetadata: { "$reqId": 
"3.3.6.2.3.2.1", "description": "Requirements for 
owner center restrictions on information 
dissemination in processing documentation 
metadata"  "$ref": "#/$defs/Restrictions" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.6.2.3.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.52 ErrorReport restrictions

}, "restrictions": { "$reqId": "3.3.1.7.1.2.1", 
"description": "Provide restrictions on 
dissemination of information in error report to 
external center"  "$ref": "#/$defs/Restrictions" }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.1.7.1.2.1",
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/informationRestriction" A clearer message description

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema   Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.58 EventElementDetails eventAccessLevel:

        "eventAccessLevel": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.8",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/EventAccessLevels"
        }

        "informationAccessRestrictions": {
            "description": "Owner center may place 
restrictions on information dissemination to external 
centers.",
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.8",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/InformationAccessLevels"
        } A clearer message description  

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I removes 
Event Access Level and replaces it with 
Information Acccess Restriction - 
Response Message Content Y (review with chairs)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3 4 54 EventAccessLevels Is there supposed to be a message?

If we need to include message, we need 
the details such as attribute name and 
data type. Both Vol-I and Vol-II needs to 
be updated.
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I removes 
Event Access Level and replaces it with 
Information Acccess Restriction - 
Response Message Content Y (review with chairs)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix

3.3.1.1.5.2.1 - Data Concept 
Name restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix

3.3.1.7.1.2.1 - Data Concept 
Name restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 1 1 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 1 7 1 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 1 9 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 3 6 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 3 9 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 2 1 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 2 2 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 3 1 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 2 2 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 3 1 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 3 2 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 4 1 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3 3 4 4 2 5 2 1 restirctions informationAccessRestrictions

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I changes 
Restrictions to Information Access 
Restrictions Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3 4 126 ResponsePlanApprovalDecisi decision

        "decision": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.7.5.2.1.b",
            "description": "Outcome of the decision-
making process",
            "type": "string"

        "decision": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.7.5.2.1.b",
            "description": "Outcome of the decision-making 
process",
            "type": "string"
            "enum": [
                 "approved",
                 "rejected",
                 "decisionNotReceived"
            ] This comment was previously submitted but was not updated

It's currently in the Vol-I as follows: 
"approved, not approved, decision not 
received". Please let us know if the Vol-I 
should be update with the new values. 
Vol-II needs to updated accordingly.
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I updated

[Alan] Yes, Vol 1 needs to be 
updated with the new 
values Y (complete)



Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema General Contact information should be a group and not a person

This is already addressed, please find 
below:         
"OrganizationContactInformation": {
            "type": "object",
            "description": "Provide default 
contact person information for the 
organization",
            "properties": {
                "contactGroupId": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.2.5.2.3.1",
                    "description": "Provide the 
unique identifier of the default contact 
person as part of the organization contact 
information",
                    "type": "string"
                },
                "contactGroupName": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.2.5.2.3.2.1",
                    "description": "Provide the 
name of the contact person for the 
organization in the information sent to 
the receiving center",
                    "type": "string"
                },
                "contactGroupRole": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.2.5.2.3.2.2",
                    "description": "Provide a 
description of the contact person's job or [Alan] Change looks good Completed

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.108 OrganizationInformation OrganizationContactInformation

"$reqId": ?
"description": "Provide default contact person 
information for the organization" Missing requirement ID and description

Need to be updated in Vol-II with the 
reqId:                 
"OrganizationContactInformation": {
                    "$ref": 
"#/$defs/OrganizationContactInformatio
n"
                }

[Alan] Was a description 
added?

Alan Benson
NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.108 OrganizationInformation OrganizationCenter

"$reqId": ?
"description": "Provide information about centers 
owned or operated by the organization in the 
organization information sent to a receiving center " Missing requirement ID and description

Need to be updated in Vol-II with the 
reqId:                 "OrganizationCenter": {
                    "$ref": 
"#/$defs/OrganizationCenter"
                }

[Alan] Was a description 
added?

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema General "description": "  " Description is missing on several messages

Can you please cofirm if this needs to 
addressed in this release or next 
iteration

[Alan] Descriptions will help 
clarify the message's intent. 
If you look at NTCIP, J2734, or 
J2540, they all include a 
description for each 
message

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema General

For the message description, decide on ending with a period?  Some descriptions have periods 
and some don't

Can you please cofirm if this needs to 
addressed in this release or next 
iteration

[alan] The question you 
should ask is whether we 
want to release a standard 
with poor grammar.  I don't 
think we do, so yes, correct 
the grammar in this version

Alan Benson
NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.56 EventDescription eventITISGroup description: "The ITIS Group in the J2540 standard " Missing description

In general we are not defining 
description filed for attribute, but we can 
add the proposed text for the provided

[shane] Please add proposed 
text
[alan] Agree

Alan Benson
NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.56 EventDescription locationReference

description: "An unstructured text string representing 
a location consistent with the ITIS Groups, Phases, and 
Codes " Missing description

In general we are not defining 
description filed for attribute, but we can 
add the proposed text for the provided

[shane] Please add proposed 
text
[alan] Agree

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.59 EventHazardousMaterialCode eventHazmatCode

Provide identification of observed hazardous 
material using CFR Title 49 codes for accidents 
and incidents

Provide identification of observed hazardous material 
using CFR Title 49 codes for incidents The word "Accident" is no longer used in traffic incident management

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I replaces 
all instances of accident with incident. 
Event HazMat Code is removed. Event 
Description ITIS Code should be used 
instead Y (review with chairs)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.59 EventHazardousMaterialCode eventHazmatPlacardCode

Provide identification of observed hazardous 
material using placard codes for accidents and 
incidents

Provide identification of observed hazardous material 
using placard codes for incidents The word "Accident" is no longer used in traffic incident management

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I replaces 
all instances of accident with incident. 
Event HazMat Placard Code is removed. 
Event Description ITIS Code should be 
used instead Y (review with chairs)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.64 EventLane Missing requirement ID

I reviewed it and it's present:                 
"eventLane": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.6",
                    "description": "Provide lane 
number for the event",
                    "type": "array",
                    "items": {
                        "$ref": "#/$defs/EventLane"
                    } 

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.64 EventLane eventLaneInformation Missing requirement ID and description

I check and update why it's missing:                 
"eventLane": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.6",
                    "description": "Provide lane 
number for the event",
                    "type": "array",
                    "items": {
                        "$ref": "#/$defs/EventLane"
                    }

Alan Benson
NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.5.8  Ramp Meter 3.3.5.8 Ramp Meter 3.3.5.8 Ramp Meters To be consistent  all device section headings are plural  so add an "s"

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II [ConSysTec - 3-Feb-
2026]: Vol I updated Y (fix RTM and TOC)

Alan Benson
NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.5.3  CCTV 3.3.5.3 CCTV 3.3.5.3 CCTVs To be consistent  all device section headings are plural  so add an "s"

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II [ConSysTec - 3-Feb-
2026]: Vol I updated Y (fix RTM)

Alan Benson NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.5.10.2.4 RSUStatusRequest

description: "Generic device information 
request for CCTV camera with device status"

description: "Generic device information request for 
Roadside Unit with device status" Need to replace CCTV with Roadside Unit Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.5.10.2.5 RSUStatusResponse statusMessage

Move statusMessage (deviceEnrollmentCertificates) from 3.3.5.10.2.5 RSUStatusResponse to 
3 4 33 DeviceInformationTypes   See row 51 for more details

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II. Need more 
clarification on why this change is 
needed.
[ConSysTec] - Volume I 3.3.5.1.1.1.1 
needs to be fixed to add image link

[2026-01-30]: Alan to provide more 
information later, so this can be parked 
for later release.
[ConSysTec - 3-Feb-2026]: Vol I updated 
fixed to add image link

[shane] I think we need 
Alan's input on this request N

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.33 DeviceInformationTypes

{ "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.1.1.1.c", 
"description": "Types of device information 
including inventory, status, schedule, plan, 
maintenance history, data, metadata, message 
appearance, font table, and graphic table.", 
"type": "string", 
"enum": [ 
"device inventory", 
"device status", 
"device schedule", 
"device plan", 
"device maintenance history", 
"device data", 
"device metadata", 
"message appearance", 
"device font table", 
"device graphic table", 
"image link"
]

{ "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.1.1.1.c", 
"description": "Types of device information including 
inventory, status, schedule, plan, maintenance history, 
data, metadata, message appearance, font table, 
graphic table, and enrollment certificates.", 
"type": "string", 
"enum": [ 
"deviceInventory", 
"deviceStatus", 
"deviceSchedule", 
"devicePlan", 
"deviceMaintenanceHistory", 
"deviceData", 
"deviceMetadata", 
"messageAppearance", 
"deviceFontTable", 
"deviceGraphicTable", 
"imageLink",
"deviceEnrollmentCertificates"
]

Move deviceEnrollmentCertificates from 3 3 5 10 2 5 RSUStatusResponse to this message

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II. Need more 
clarification on why this change is 
needed.
[ConSysTec] - Vol I 3.3.5.1.1.1.1 fixed to 
add image link. Vol I does NOT add 
"deviceEnrollmentCertificates", instead 
device enrollment certificates are part of 
"deviceData"

[2026-02-27]: Add 
deviceEnrollmentCertificates 
as mentioned in the 
proposed Text column Y (review with chairs

Alan Benson NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix Repeat the header in the RTM table. This comment was previously submitted but was not updated

I tried a few options, but I couldn't add it 
in every page  I'll try again Parking lot

Alan Benson NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema General

Make the data frames/elements linkable/clickable, making it easier to navigate the messages.  
Other standards do this

I tried a few options, but I couldn't add it 
in every page  I'll try again Parking lot

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema General Enumerators

 Update all enumerators to the camel case name 
convention

Previously, the committee agreed to update all enumerators to the camel case name convention.  
See row 50 for an update on the enumerators

[2026-01-30]: For Vol-II Programmatically 
convert all the enum values to camel 
case. For this example: "environmental 
on/off" refer the NTCIP standards. No 
changes needed for Vol-I

[2026-02-27]: In the design 
section (3.x), mention that 
all the enums will be in 
camelcase format.

Section-8 Syntax rules and 
recommendations to 
mention about the format - 
J2540 Y

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.35 DeviceOperationalModes

{
    "description": "Requested operational mode 
for device (dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, holdMeter, 
holdnonMeter, holdRestInGreen).",
    "type": "string",
    "enum": [
        "dark",
        "restInGreen",
        "fixedRate",
        "trafficResponsive",
        "emergencyGreen",
        "holdMeter",
        "holdnonMeter",
        "holdRestInGreen"
    ]
}

{
    "description": "Requested operational mode for 
device (dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, 
holdRestInGreen).",
    "type": "string",
    "enum": [
        "dark",
        "restInGreen",
        "fixedRate",
        "trafficResponsive",
        "emergencyGreen",
        "holdRestInGreen"
    ]
}

To align with NTCIP 1207, the Ramp Metering modes of operation remove enumerators holdMeter 
and holdonMeter

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II. Need more 
clarification on why this change is 
needed. AJ to review NTCIP-1207 and 
share the details.
[ConSysTec 2-3-2026] - Vol I updated Y (complete

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

3.3.5.8.3.2 
RampMeterChangeRequest

operationalModeRequeste
d

description: "Operational mode requested 
options including dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, holdMeter, 
holdnonMeter  holdRestInGreen "

description: "Operational mode requested options 
including dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, 
holdRestInGreen "

To align with NTCIP 1207, the Ramp Metering modes of operation remove enumerators holdMeter 
and holdonMeter

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II. Need more 
clarification on why this change is 
needed. AJ to review NTCIP-1207 and 
share the details.
[ConSysTec 2-3-2026] - Vol I updated [shane] - looks good to me Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

3.3.5.8.8.3 
RampMeterPriorityQueueResponse

operationalModeRequeste
d

description: "Operational mode requested 
options including dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, holdMeter, 
holdnonMeter  holdRestInGreen "

description: "Operational mode requested options 
including dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, 
holdRestInGreen "

To align with NTCIP 1207, the Ramp Metering modes of operation remove enumerators holdMeter 
and holdonMeter

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II. Need more 
clarification on why this change is 
needed. AJ to review NTCIP-1207 and 
share the details
[ConSysTec - 2-3-2026] - Vol I updated Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema

3.3.5.8.9.2 
RampMeterControlCommandReque
st

operationalModeRequeste
d

description: "Operational mode requested 
options including dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, holdMeter, 
holdnonMeter  holdRestInGreen "

description: "Operational mode requested options 
including dark, restInGreen, fixedRate, 
trafficResponsive, emergencyGreen, 
holdRestInGreen "

To align with NTCIP 1207, the Ramp Metering modes of operation remove enumerators holdMeter 
and holdonMeter

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Based on 
our conversation we would be updating 
both Vol-I & Vol-II. Need more 
clarification on why this change is 
needed. AJ to review NTCIP-1207 and 
share the details.
[ConSysTec - 2-3-2026] - Vol I updated Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.4.137 Route routeType:

        "routeType": {
            "type": "string",
            "$reqId": "3.3.4.4.1.5.1.e",
            "enum": [
                "ravel",
                "transit",
                "detour",
                "alternate",
                "evacuation",
                "snow",
                "emergency vehicles",
                "managed lanes",
                "flood",
                "scenic",
                "hazmat",
                "truck",
                "bicycle",
                "walking"
            ]
        },

        "routeType": {
            "type": "string",
            "$reqId": "3.3.4.4.1.5.1.e",
            "enum": [
                "travel",
                "transit",
                "detour",
                "alternate",
                "evacuation",
                "snow",
                "emergencyVehicles",
                "managedLanes",
                "flood",
                "scenic",
                "hazmat",
                "truck",
                "bicycle",
                "walking"
            ]
        }, Missing "t" in travel

Duplicate. [SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: 
Based on our conversation we would be 
updating both Vol-I & Vol-II. Need more 
clarification on why this change is 
needed. AJ said the provided values are 
road type than the route type. AJ will 
reach out Bruce. [ConSysTec] - Reviewed 
TMDD 3. Would like co-chairs to provide 
FHWA document to reference

[shane] - I'm confused what 
FHWA document you are 
asking about. This seems like 
a straight forward tweak to 
fix a spelling mistake.
[Alan] The previous 
proposed text was based on 
the FHWA road types, which 
didn't make sense, so I 
modified it last week to just 
fix the spelling mistake Y (complete)

Alan Benson

NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema General

Add Glossary with NTCIP enum definitions

This comment was previously submitted but was not updated

[SME Meeting - 12-Jan-2026]: Need 
details on all the list of NTCIP 1207 (For 
example: REFERENCE "NTCIP 1207 
rmcManualAction" )

[2026-01-30]: Potentially added for 
NGTMDD implementation guide. Explore 
how to add inline comments for each of 
the enumerated values in JSON schema. 
For example in ASN.1 :

ASN.1 Representation:
BasicVehicleRole ::= ENUMERATED {
-- Values used in the EU and in the US
basicVehicle (0), -- Light duty passenger 
vehicle type
publicTransport (1), -- Used in EU for 
Transit use
specialTransport (2), -- Used in EU (e.g., 
heavy load)
dangerousGoods (3), -- Used in EU for any 
HAZMAT
roadWork (4), -- Used in EU for State and 
Local DOT uses
roadRescue (5), -- Used in EU and in the 
US to include tow trucks.
emergency (6), -- Used in EU for Police, 
Fire and Ambulance units Parking lot

Alan Benson NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document 4. Requirements Traceability Matrix 3.3.1.8.2

Operator Identifier - Requests‚This operator 
identifier is sent if the user name and the 
identifier Need to correct the requirement title Need to be updated as specified by Alan Y (review)

Shane Zumpf
NGTMDD pUCD Vol-II design 
document and JSON schema 3.3.5.1.1.3.1.b 

3.4.40      DeviceStatus
{
    "type": "object",
    "properties": {
        "deviceType": {
            "$reqId": "3.3.5.1.1.3.1.b",
            "$ref": "#/$defs/DeviceType"
        },

def - DeviceStatus referencing #/$defs/DeviceType (should be DeviceTypes)

[2026-01-28 Internal SME meeting]: Need 
more information on why we need to 
change from deviceType to deviceTypes.

[2026-01-30 Co-chairs review meeting]: 
Fix the typo from deviceType to 
DeviceTypes as mentioned in the 
existing text column  

[shane] - Because the enum 
is named DeviceTypes - not 
deviceType. In the last 
document I received the 
Device Status has a property 
of deviceType that 
references DeviceType - that 
last one just needs to 
reference DeviceTypes as 
that's the proper enum. 
[Alan] Agree Y (complete)

Shane Zumpf 3.3.3.5.1.3.3.a def - EventDescription referencing #/defs/EventITISGroup (should be EventITISGroups) 

[2026-01-28 Internal SME meeting]: With 
the latest change to use ITISCode as per 
J2540, we no longer use ITISGroup, so this 
comment will become obsolete. Need 
confirmation from co-chairs?

[shane] - agreed this will go 
away
[Alan] Agree Y (complete)

Shane Zumpf
3.3.5.8.6.5.2.2, 
3 3 5 8 6 5 2 3 

            "meteredLaneActionControl": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.5.8.6.5.2.1",
                "description": "Indicate the action for a 
metered lane in the ramp meter schedule 
information",
                "type": "string",
                "enum": [
                    "dark",
                    "restInGreen",
                    "fixedRate",
                    "trafficResponsive",
                    "emergencyGreen",
                    "skip"
                ]
            }

missing def - MeteredLaneActionControl isn't defined as a reusable def, it's a property of 
RampMeterScheduleResponse 

[2026-01-28 Internal SME meeting]: This 
is just a Vol-II change that can be 
addressed in this release. Need 
confirmation from co-chairs to prioritize 
it?

[shane] - please prioritize
[Alan} Agree Y (complete)

Shane Zumpf 3.3.3.8.7.5.1.b 

            "responsePlanApprovalDecision": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.3.8.7.5.1.b",
                "description": "Approval decision for a 
response plan",
                "$ref": 
"#/$defs/ResponseApprovalDecision"
            }

def - ResponseApprovalDecision doesn't exist. Likely should be existing, def 
ResponsePlanApprovalDecision - 3 3 3 8 7 5 1 b 

[2026-01-28 Internal SME meeting]: This 
is just a Vol-II change that can be 
addressed in this release.

It seems to be missing in Vol-I as well
[shane] thank you
[Alan] Agree Y (need to fix)



Shane Zumpf
3.3.3.5.1.3.3.c,
 3 3 3 5 1 3 3 b

                "eventITISPhrases": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.3.b",
                    "description": "An array of applicable 
ITIS phrases for the given ITIS Group selected",
                    "$ref": "#/$defs/EventITISPhrases"
                },
                "eventITISCodes": {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.3.c",
                    "description": "An array of applicable 
ITIS codes for the given ITIS Group selected",
                    "$ref": "#/$defs/EventITISCodes"
                }

def type resolution - base type is set as array of string, but allOf logic resets type to a specific 
enum/string, and causes failure on schema validation tools I tried. Changing the type to just 
string. 3.3.3.5.1.3.3.c, 3.3.3.5.1.3.3.b allows for setting a single code and phrase, but goes against 
the definition of the fields and would cause undue bloat in the EventDescription sections  

[2026-01-28 Internal SME meeting]: This 
is just a Vol-II change that can be 
addressed in this release along with the 
newly proposed ITISCode changes

[shane] thank you
[Alan] Agree Y (complete)

Shane Zumpf

The description clearly states "An array of applicable ITIS codes for the given ITIS Group selected”. 
I believe the correct fix is to update the "then" logic to something closer to the following.  This 
should allow the eventITISPhrases types to match (keeping array in both locations) and forcing 
each item in the array to be contained in the enumeration. 
"then": { 
  "properties": { 
"eventITISPhrases": { 
  "type": "array", 
  "items": { "$ref": "#/$defs/AccidentsAndIncidentsPhrases" } 
}, 
"eventITISCodes": { 
  "type": "array", 
  "items": { "$ref": "#/$defs/AccidentsAndIncidentsCodes" } 
} 
  } 
}

[2026-01-28 Internal SME meeting]: This 
is just a Vol-II change that can be 
addressed in this release along with the 
newly proposed ITISCode changes

[shane] - thank you
[Alan} Agree Y (complete)

Shane Zumpf 3.3.3.5.1.3.4

                 {
                    "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.4",
                    "$ref": "#/$defs/EventLocation"
                },

        "EventLocation": {
            "description": "Include event location 
information in event element details; multiple 
instances may be sent.",
            "type": "array",
            "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.4",
            "items": {
                "type": "object",
                "properties": {
                    "areaLocation": {
                        "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.4.a",
                        "description": "Geographical area 
identification",
                        "$ref": "#/$defs/AreaLocation"
                    },
                    "linkLocation": {
                        "$reqId": "3.3.3.5.1.3.4.b",
                        "description": "Location of the link",
                        "$ref": "#/$defs/LinkLocation"
                    },
                    "landmarkLocation": {

Ryan is finding that we have our EventElementDetails object that has an EventLocation but then 
the EventLocation only has a single point. it's not defined as geojson or anything
actually, looks like EventLocation is an array, that may consist of GeoLocation objects (or others 
like landmark...) that represent lat/lon. but there's no way to determine if those should be a 
linestring, polygon, or otherwise

[    g]   
more information from co-chairs on 
what's exactly the change?

[2026-01-30 Co-chairs review meeting]: 
Change in Vol-I: 3.3.5.1.1.2.1.C should be 
updated accordingly (please refer CWZ 
volume-I for wordings)
Change in Vol-II as below:
Current state:
{
    "type": "object",
    "properties": {
        "latitude": {
            "type": "number"
        },
        "longitude": {
            "type": "number"
        }
    },
    "required": [
        "latitude",
        "longitude"
    ]
}

[shane] - the change we are 
requesting is to move away 
from a single point in 
geoLoaction in favor of 
having geoLocation contain a 
geoJSON object (so we can 
define it as a line, polygon, 
etc)
[Alan] Agree Y (complete)

Aaron Cherney, Synesis 
Partners 
(aaron.cherney@synesis-
partners.com) NGTMDD pUCD ngtmdd.json

Each message defined outside of 
the "$defs" section in the root 
element

The change can't fit in an excel cell. I attached a sample 
JSON Schema will all of my proposed changes with my 
comments

Added a required "messageType" field to all of the messages defined outside of the "$defs" 
section. The message type is a const string value that is equal to the name of the message. For 
example "CCTVChangeRequest" has a messageType of "CCTVChangeRequest". This allows the 
message type to easily be determined and avoids ambiguous messages that have the same or 
similar required fields, especially since the schema allows for additional fields in each of the 
messages. For example the message
{
 "message":
 {
  "ownerOrganizationId": "org_id",
  "externalOrganizationId": "ext_org_id",
  "requestId": "request_id"
 }
}
is a valid message of the following types:
ActivityLogRequest ("required": ["ownerOrganizationId","externalOrganizationId","requestId"]),
CenterConnectionRequest ("required": ["externalOrganizationId"]),
ResponsePlanStatusRequest ("required": 
["ownerOrganizationId","externalOrganizationId","requestId"]),
SubscriptionInformationRequest ("required": ["externalOrganizationId"]).
With a messageType the same message would look lie:
{
 "message":
 {
  "messageType": "ActivityLogRequest",
  "ownerOrganizationId": "org_id",
  "externalOrganizationId": "ext_org_id",
  "requestId": "request id"

Gurus Infotech [03-Jun-2025]: Though the 
original schema wouldn't validate 
literally any JSON object (e.g., a simple 
string or a boolean). It would validate a 
JSON object if that object's top-level key 
matched one of the defined message 
names (e.g., 
{"CenterConnectionResponse": {...}}).

As the desire is to introduce a root 
message,then it should have 
messageType which would be an enum 
of all the types that are supported by 
ngTMDD. This is similar to other data 
dictionary standards such as J2735 (DSRC 
message frames having messageId and 
value at the root-level).

Gurus Infotech [12-Jun-2025]: This will be 
fixed in phase-II or next iteration.

[2026-01-30]: Doug to reach out to Aaron 
to get more details. AJ to remove it's 
reference from Vol-I

[ConSysTec - 2-3-2026] - Vol I removes all 
references to message type N

AJ Lahiri ngTMDD_2026-02-24.json

demandDetectorStatus": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.5.8.2.5.2.12",
                "description": "Indicate the status of the 
demand detector as part of the ramp meter 
status information for each metered lane",
                "type": "array",
                "items": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "enum": [
                        "recalled",
                        "working",
                        "otherError",
                        "erraticCount",
                        "maxPresence",
                        "noActivity",
                        "errorAtSensor"
                    ]

demandDetectorStatus": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.5.8.2.5.2.12",
                "description": "Indicate the status of the 
demand detector as part of the ramp meter status 
information for each metered lane",
                "type": "array",
                "items": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "enum": [
                        "recalled",
                        "working",
                        "otherError",
                        "erraticCount",
                        "maxPresence",
                        "noActivity",
                        "errorAtSensor",
                         "depNoActivity",
                        "depMaxPresence"
                    ] Updated to be consistent with NTCIP 1207 v02 Y

AJ Lahiri ngTMDD_2026-02-24.json

passageDetectorStatus": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.5.8.2.5.2.13",
                "description": "Indicate the status of the 
passage detector as part of ramp meter status 
information for each metered lane",
                "type": "array",
                "items": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "enum": [
                        "recalled",
                        "working",
                        "otherError",
                        "erraticCount",
                        "maxPresence",
                        "noActivity",
                        "errorAtSensor"
                    ]
                }

passageDetectorStatus": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.5.8.2.5.2.13",
                "description": "Indicate the status of the 
passage detector as part of ramp meter status 
information for each metered lane",
                "type": "array",
                "items": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "enum": [
                        "recalled",
                        "working",
                        "otherError",
                        "erraticCount",
                        "maxPresence",
                        "noActivity",
                        "errorAtSensor",
                        "depNoActivity"
                    ]
                } Updated to be consistent with NTCIP 1207 v02 Y

AJ Lahiri ngTMDD_2026-02-24.json

queueDetectorStatus": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.5.8.2.5.2.14",
                "description": "Indicate the status of the 
queue detector in ramp meter status 
information for each metered lane",
                "type": "array",
                "items": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "enum": [
                        "recalled",
                        "working",
                        "otherError",
                        "erraticCount",
                        "maxPresence",
                        "noActivity",
                        "errorAtSensor"
                    ]
                }

queueDetectorStatus": {
                "$reqId": "3.3.5.8.2.5.2.14",
                "description": "Indicate the status of the queue 
detector in ramp meter status information for each 
metered lane",
                "type": "array",
                "items": {
                    "type": "string",
                    "enum": [
                        "recalled",
                        "working",
                        "otherError",
                        "erraticCount",
                        "maxPresence",
                        "noActivity",
                        "errorAtSensor",
                         "noDepActivity",
                          "maxDepPresence"
                    ]
                } Updated to be consistent with NTCIP 1207 v02 Y

Serge Beaudry #### Vol-I

I sent this morning by email a few comments.  
one related to missing references.
PDF Vol1 Page 59, section 3.1,     two (2) 
references to section 3.2.3 and table 5.     That 
section 3.2.3 and table 5 are not existing in this 
vol 1 The referenced sections are missing in the document
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