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Process UndertakenProcess Undertaken

2001 2001 –– ResearchResearch
Hired Resource InternationalHired Resource International
Surveyed regional citiesSurveyed regional cities
Assessed existing policiesAssessed existing policies
Assessed pavement performanceAssessed pavement performance
Proposed engineering modelProposed engineering model
Stakeholder participationStakeholder participation
RCC testing programRCC testing program
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Process UndertakenProcess Undertaken

2002 2002 -- CreationCreation
Advisory committeeAdvisory committee
Traffic sensitivityTraffic sensitivity
““BaseBase”” assumptionsassumptions
Stabilize vs. ModifyStabilize vs. Modify
Policy established June 28, 2002Policy established June 28, 2002
Supplemental specificationsSupplemental specifications



02/07/2006                  Street Design Standards for Local Government - A Case Study 8

Process UndertakenProcess Undertaken

2003 2003 -- RefinementRefinement
““Thin is inThin is in””
New policy New policy -- February 28, 2003February 28, 2003
RCC gets updatedRCC gets updated
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Process UndertakenProcess Undertaken

2004 2004 -- ExperienceExperience
““One is the loneliest numberOne is the loneliest number””
Test sectionsTest sections
Stakeholder involvementStakeholder involvement
Double checkingDouble checking
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Process UndertakenProcess Undertaken

2005 2005 -- UpdateUpdate
““It takes twoIt takes two””
New policy New policy -- June 8, 2005June 8, 2005
Updated supplemental Updated supplemental 
specificationsspecifications
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ResultsResults

Improving performanceImproving performance
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Looking BackLooking Back

Research is essentialResearch is essential

Use engineering methodsUse engineering methods

No substitute for experienceNo substitute for experience

Involve, include and engage Involve, include and engage 
stakeholdersstakeholders
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Looking BackLooking Back

Set a vision for the futureSet a vision for the future

Understand where you are todayUnderstand where you are today

Chart a course to achieve goalsChart a course to achieve goals

Be prepared to learn along the wayBe prepared to learn along the way

DonDon’’t be surprised if the future turns t be surprised if the future turns 
out differently than you expectedout differently than you expected
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Looking AheadLooking Ahead

Policy updates in 2006Policy updates in 2006

New technology & techniquesNew technology & techniques

Ongoing verificationOngoing verification

Coordination with othersCoordination with others
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QuestionsQuestions
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www.columbus.gov

Randall J. Bowman, PE
City Engineer/Assistant Administrator

Transportation Division
109 North Front Street 3rd Floor

City of Columbus, Ohio 43215
(614)645-7302

rjbowman@columbus.gov


