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1. Introduction 


A. Circulate Attendance Sign-Up Sheet

Joel Marcuson (Joel) started the meeting with a circulation attendance sign-up sheet and roundtable self-introduction. The following is the attendance at meeting:

	Member
	Agency
	E-mail
	Phone

	Joel Marcuson
	Jocobs Engineering
	Joel.marcuson@jacobs.com
	480-763-8600

	Clara Fang
	University of Hartford
	fang@hartford.edu
	860-768-4845

	Lily Elefteriadou
	University of Florida
	elefter@ce.ufl.edu
	352-392-9537 x 1452

	Bill Cisco
	Dowling Associates
	bcisco@dowlinginc.com
	570-839-1743 x 102

	Lee Rodegerdts
	Kittelson & Associates, Inc.
	lrodegerdts@kittelson.com
	503-228-5230

	Matt Kittelson
	Fehr & Peers
	m.kittelson@fehrandpeers.com
	916-773-1900

	Khang Nguyen
	KAT
	knguyen@kittelson.com
	520-544-4067

	Bob Bryson
	City of Milwaukee
	Robert.bryson@milwaukee.gov
	414-286-3244

	Pete Terry
	Benchmark Civil Engineering Services, Inc.
	Peter.terry@bencivil.com
	610-776-6700

	Miranda Blogg
	Kittelson & Associates, Inc.
	Mblogg@kittelson.com
	01161733696355

	Grant Zammit
	FHWA
	grant.zammit@fhwa.dot.gov
	404-562-3575

	Ken Courage
	University of Florida
	kcourage@ufl.edu
	386-314-1906

	Janice Daniel
	New Jersey Institute Tech.
	Daniel@njit.edu
	973-642-4794

	John Karachepone
	Jacobs Engineering
	John.karachepone@jacobs.com
	702-938-5508

	Noel V. Casil*
	URS Corp.
	noel_casil@urscorp.com
	714-433-7662

	Chalap Sadam*
	Albert Grover & Assoc.
	chalap@albertgrover.com
	714-992-2990


* Noel Casil and Chalap Sadam expressed interest in joining the Subcommittee activities.  Rick Dowling is in the process of preparing a policy identifying a more formal methodology of interested professionals joining the Subcommittees as Friends and/or Subcommittee Members.


B. The Motion Discussion 

Joel opened the discussion of a possible motion suggested by Bob Bryson (Bob) to the full Committee for an endorsement of the NCHRP 3-60 (3-60) research results used in the HCM 2010. Joel talked about three years ago the 3-60 panels and the entire Committee have agreed on adopting the 3-60 research reports published in a Transportation Research Circular.  Lily Elefteriadou (Lily) stated that there is nothing renewed since the Committee has agreed on that (3-60), and currently the research team is conducting data collection for the methodology validation and adding the consideration of adjacent intersections and roundabouts (3-60 Extension). Therefore, it is unnecessary to bring it back to the Committee for an endorsement. Bob indicated that there is no official full Committee endorsement on the research results into the publication of HCM 2010. In case the research results were rejected by the full Committee (although the Subcommittee doesn’t see this happening), the evaluation of interchanges would apply to the current methodology in the HCM 2000 and Chapter 16. Lily suggested that research team is looking for an endorsement to move in the direction of HCM 2010. Bob indicated that the endorsement could wait until the Committee’s January 2009 meeting. Jim Bonneson (Jim) talked about HCM 2010 production schedule and suggested having it approved firstly and then adding any new material. Lily said the methodology and overall procedure would not be changed, but there might be some additional components. 

After these discussions, the Subcommittee reached the conclusion that there will be no action taken at this point. Bob presented the motion to adopt the research results of the NCHRP 3-60 in the HCM 2010 with recognition of the extension of the research project and also acknowledge that there will be additional components and the extension of the project will be completed by January 2009. The motion will be brought to the full Committee for an approval in January. The Subcommittee unanimously agreed it on this motion. (Bob Bryson subsequently asked the full Committee for approval of the 3-60 findings to be included in the 2010 HCM on Wednesday, 31 July 2008 – the HCM Committee unanimously approved that motion).

2. 3-60 Extension Progress

Joel firstly summarized the 3-60 research project. Lily then made a progression report on 3-60A – validation and enhancement of the HCM’s interchange ramp terminal methodology. 

The research objectives are data collection for validation of the methodology using field data, consideration of two-closely-spaced intersections, and extending it to consider roundabouts. The research tasks include Task 1: data collection plan, completed March; Task 2: meeting with panel, April 08 (has already completed pilot site data collection); Task 3: data collection – in progress; Task 4: data analysis – in progress (including closely spaced intersections); Task 5: analysis of roundabouts – September; Task 6: Revised Chapter in October; and Final draft: in January

Lily described the data collection of the pilot study of the diamond interchange with adjacent intersections at the I-75 and Archer Rd., Gainesville, FL. So far, the research team has identified and collected the video camera data on 4 diamond interchanges (2 AZ, 2 FL) and 1 Parclo interchange in Boston, MA. Joel commented that the Parco interchange is not a common type. Lily stated the research team would collect data in 2-3 more sites (at least a Parclo with closely-spaced intersections); possible additional sites can be located in Boston, Tampa, Minnesota, Salt Lake City and Atlanta. Lily sought the Subcommittee’s suggestions on the number of additional sites where the research team should collect data: Should the research team be focused on more types of interchanges or identify interchanges in more geographic locations? Due to the limitation of research funds, there is a trade-off between the types of interchange and geographic locations. Joel commented that it is more important to focus on variations of interchange types, since there is not much difference on interchange operational aspects among geographic locations. Lee Rodegerdts agreed that it is more important to collect data on various types of interchanges. A few comments from the floor also agreed that the research should be focused on getting more types of interchange.

The data collection is conducted through regular video cameras. Lily sought the Subcommittee’s suggestions on identifying more candidate sites where video taping of the entire interchange is possible. Grant Zammit stated that the NGSim program has high- resolution data on freeway and signalized arterial traffic operations, and will check on this.  John Karachepone also stated that the Las Vegas has plenty of videos on signalized intersections including interchanges. He can help and provide additional information. 

Lily talked about next steps of the research project: 1) Draft of revised chapter 26 to be developed for review by the panel and by the ICRT/HCQS next January 2009; 2) The computer engine for the Chapter 26 will be used with conjunction with HCS developed by McTrans, not intended to develop another computational engine. 

Someone asked how to cope with the changes on signalized chapter. Lily commented this is a good question, but the changes were just brought up at the signalized intersection subcommittee, and she would look into this and see how these changes can be incorporated into the Chapter 26. Someone commented there might involve a lot of work. Lily ensured that there would be no methodological change. 

Jim suggested taking a look at the Urban Streets Chapter which addresses queue spillback and closely-spaced intersections, and have a comparison to determine some boundaries. Lily agreed with the idea and would look into this. Bill Sampson suggested using the NCHRP 3-97 engine (urban chapter) to simulate interchanges by modeling two adjacent intersections. Jim followed the suggestion by adding that a comparison between interchanges and urban street closely-spaced intersection might facilitate both Chapters. Joel commented that the impact of closely-spaced adjacent intersection and delay for the whole system provide great an opportunity to integrate interchanges into arterials. Lily mentioned that the main concern of the project is to work with this very tight schedule.

Bob stated that service tables are not affecting this Subcommittee.  

3. HCM 2010

A. Current Chapter Comments

Lily stated that the research team has addressed the comments received about the 3-60 project while some will be addressed by the 3-92. Lily also talked about some issues will be clarified. For example, the term “overlap”, defined in the Chapter, is different from the one used in the traffic signal community. Nevertheless, there was no comment about methodology. Joel mentioned that there are a lot of good comments received and it is necessary to demonstrate to the practitioners how to use the Chapter.  

B. 3-60 Extension Comments

They have been discussed during the Lily’s progress report.

4. HCS+ Comments, McTrans

They have been discussed during the Lily’s progress report.

5. Other Comments

Clara Fang asked the progress on the research problem statements discussed in the past Subcommittee meetings. Joel commented that the new research directions beyond HCM 2010 are the integration of freeway, interchange, ramp, HOV and HOT lanes and ITS, the analysis of freeway-freeway interchange, geometric impacts of various interchange configurations, as well as operation and design aspects of 3-point diamond interchanges.

The sign-up sheet was finally circulated and the meeting was adjourned. 
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