To:
Patrick L McDaniel/SC/MODOT@MODOT

cc:
Daniel M Tschirgi/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Diane M Heckemeyer/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Mark E Shelton/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Kirsten A Munck/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Stephanie L Green/SC/MODOT@MODOT 

Subject:
Re: Sec 725  

I agree with the rationale.  The tighter tolerance gives MoDOT a better "insurance policy" on the performance of the product and quality of installation.  

Kirsten - Add Brett's comments and explanation below to the comment summary for 725, if they haven't been covered previously.

To:
Daniel M Tschirgi/SC/MODOT@MODOT

cc:
Diane M Heckemeyer/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Robert B Green/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Mark E Shelton/SC/MODOT@MODOT 

Subject:
Re: Sec 725  

That is similar to what I told him.  For those included in this correspondence that do not know the rationale for the 5%, it is as follows:

MoDOT personnel on the team felt that flexible pipes, metal and plastic, should be treated similarly.  

Flexible pipes are more dependent on proper installation than concrete pipe to perform as designed.  Requiring a maximum deflection is a workmanship issue, not so much as a material issue for metal pipe.  The purpose of the workmanhip specifications is to maximize the performance of the pipe, or in other words, to minimize the possibility of premature failure.  Installation of a metal pipe with deflections greater than 5% is an indicator of poor workmanship, and we felt warrants replacement by the contractor.  It reflects nothing upon the pipe manufacture, but enforces our standard plans, which are based on good installation practices and installation standards supported by the metal pipe industry.

To:
Patrick L McDaniel/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Mark E Shelton/SC/MODOT@MODOT

cc:
Diane M Heckemeyer/SC/MODOT@MODOT, Robert B Green/SC/MODOT@MODOT 

Subject:
Sec 725

FYI - Brett Odgers (Contech Construction Products) called to comment on Section 725 being submitted to the EPSC.  I assume he called you also.  He wants us to go back to 15% maximum deflection for CMP in the inspection section.  He faxed the latest AASHTO (26.5.7) inspection requirement.  I explained our rationale is for keeping the deflection at 5%.  He asked what else he could do, and I suggested he could write a letter to Diane Heckemeyer as chair of the ESC, and that the EPSC could be informed of an outstanding issue by the industry.

