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SUBJECT: Design Exceptions and-Pavem:dg-slopé :
On October 20, 1997, T met with John Waaswor;h na*“y Homﬁaon and
Debbie Barbour to discuss ravi=10n9 to. Tao}e 1 of the D=sign Exgeption policy.
Briefly, only notes 2 and 4 of Table 1 are affected by ,hls chanu-.

This *ev151oq is the result of the recent. renlac-m_“t of tﬂ: 26,000 mile
priority Tnterstate Systz‘m wi, th the requ;:eme*xt tha“ .all design exceptions to
tha 4.9 meter vertical clearanc= on tne.an£1 rurgl -Intaerstate Systam and ¢
single routing in urbani areas be coorclndfed with the Military Traific
Management Command Transpertation Engines ;ng Agency' Thig will of course
requirse ccordination. Therefors, since FA ‘Rasg ag:eed to (handle this
coordination for us, we;will send all d_sign exveptlchs rellative to the
vertical clsarance on t:h- Interstate systen as merticned alqove to them.

We also discussed anothez area of apparenplconfL31on in de51gn exceprions,

i.e. wken do you reau=st a design exceptica for des~gﬁ speed v OEL tcvlcal‘y we

|
r=guasted an sxception Ior design spﬂed. hﬂn the propsssd d951gn speed 1s less

than either the nost:ed spesd or ARSHTO' & "eqL.:.r-mcn.. for fun “ional

classification. : .
K4 ) i

This brings up several quest*ons' for exampl it fbu do récuest an excepticn

for design speed, do vou. then relate the.remalnlng deslgn élements to the
RRSHTO standard or the proposnd dPSlgn speed standarcs° :

We-discussed the need to, make it known to anyone :.ead_ng the plans that a
design exception was necessary for that progect Cre sugggsglon wvas to show
on the title gheet that. a design exceptlon was requvred aeéhaps an asterisk
by the desigyn speed and more specific informatmon in the blans at the
appropriate location.

Here are other thoughts/comments veoiced in the meeting: :

= Focus should be on iﬁd-iyidual design .e‘lléments.

= If multiple elementsiheed exception,.bhén perhaps .this signals a neesd to
revise the design speed. '

= Show design speed on plans i’lat:&d of k factor.
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The normal cxown pavement slope was also discussed. A recommendation of the
ﬂydroplanlng Committee was to incrsase the normal crown slope from 2.08% to
2.5%. BRAfter sevaral montha ef thinking abelt this and dlacu551ons with the
FEWA and a couple of pi ot projects, we are-ready to put th*s into general
D;ECC’CE at certain locations.

The steeper slope (2.5%)i$hou1d:be conaideréed on projects tﬁat are east of
Interstate 95 and have mainline grades less chan 0.5%. FHowever, tkis slope
should not be used on two-lana pavements .crowned in the center, including two
lanzs of a 4-lane div1d°d section. We ahould malntazn a ¢% maximum raliovex

in that case.

Please share this with your squad leaders. MWe want to discuss this at the
staff meeting cn November 17, 1997, '
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