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DVDR#: Revision #: 
Project# / PPN#: Date Submitted: 
Project Name: Date Received: 
Requestor / Title: Date Returned: 
TPC Firm Name: Response Due: 
Discipline(s): Status: 

Description of Design Variance being requested: 

A. Deviating Form:

B. Describe the existing policy/value that is not being met:

C. Explain the reasons for not attaining standards(s):

D. Summarize the proposed alternate design(s):

E. What other alternatives were considered?

F. Design deviation impact and mitigation strategies:
a. Describe the impacts of the design

deviation on safety and any
applicable mitigation strategies:

b. Describe the impacts of the design
deviation on cost and any applicable
mitigation strategies:
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F. Design deviation impact and mitigation strategies:
c. Describe the impacts of the design

deviation on schedule and any
applicable mitigation strategies:

d. Describe the impacts of the design
deviation on future construction and
any applicable mitigation strategies:

Supporting Documents 

Attach and list all supporting documents: 

General Notes 

Input any additional relevant information:  

Reviewer Response   

☐ Approved as submitted ☐ Approved with Changes ☐ Request Denied

Comments:  

Reviewer’s Name 

Reviewer’s Title / Firm Name 

Reviewer’s Signature 

Date 
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	Revision: 0
	1:  1
	2: K12345 / 12345
	3: 2nd Street Track Construction 
	4: Jane Doe, PM
	5: XYZ Consultants
	6: Track Geometry - Horizontal Design
	Date Submitted 1: 1/4/2024
	Description of Design Variance being requestedRow1: Design Variance Track Geometery
	A Deviating FormRow1: Metra Design Manual (version 1) - Section 4.6.1.1 - Tangent lengths between points of switches of turnouts shall be a minimum of 100 feet.
	C Explain the reasons for not attaining standardssRow1: Existing conditions do not allow for 100 feet of tangent between curves.  Extensive track realignment and reconstruction would be required to meet the design value. 
	D Summarize the proposed alternate designsRow1: A tangent length of 80 feet can be attained at the points of switches.  This will allow the alignment to be maintained in its current footprint and would not require realignment north and/or south of the switches
	E What other alternatives were consideredRow1: Alternatives that were considered include realignment of the proposed track which could result in the extension of the project limits and encroachment outside of existing right-of-way.  Shorter horizontal curves were considered, which would also result in a design variance.  The introduction of a shorter tangent would have less negative impact on construction costs and track operations than the above alternatives.
	a Describe the impacts of the design deviation on safety and any applicable mitigation strategies: The 20 feet of reduction in the tangent would introduce less of a transition between curves at the switches.  However, the track speed is reduced through this area and therefore will not create a safety issue between curves.
	b Describe the impacts of the design deviation on cost and any applicable mitigation strategies: The design deviation will result in cost savings as the project limits and right-of-way will not be altered.
	c Describe the impacts of the design deviation on schedule and any applicable mitigation strategies: The design deviation will not negatively impact the construction schedule. 
	d Describe the impacts of the design deviation on future construction and any applicable mitigation strategies: The design deviation will not have an impact on future construction.  
	Attach and list all supporting documents: Attached documents include design standards, field condition photos, horizontal alignment design calculations, proposed plan and profile sheets, and existing right-of-way sheets.
	Input any additional relevant information: 
	Comments: This design deviation has been approved due to the right-of-way constraints.
	Reviewers Name: John Smith
	Reviewers Title  Firm Name: Civil Engineer / Metra
	Date: 2/9/2024
	Status: [Approved]
	DateReturned_af_date: 1/22/2024
	ResponseDue_af_date: 2/7/2024
	DateReceived: 1/5/2024
	Check Box9: Yes
	Check Box10: Off
	Check Box11: Off
	B Describe the existing policyvalue that is not being metRow1: Tangent length of 100 feet is not met. 


