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munities.
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Study Process

etings over 2-year period
ch differed from earlier TRB, DOT studies

uantitative estimates of impacts

ast TS&W studies (TRB, DOT); past

regulatory process, organizational issues

olicited from governments,
groups

emies conducted peer review of



size and weight regulations: a complex
f federal & state rules

ns and exceptions from nominal limits
erous

nt is iImperfect



Context (continued)

ISSuUes:

public costs: traffic, pollution
y Impacts: freight costs, competition
pavement and bridge costs

r federal involvement:

deral investment in Interstates
terstate commerce

fety



Context (continued)

ral regulatory milestones:

first federal weight limit on Interstates
eight limit raised

ates required to accept 80k Ib trucks,
-ft trailers

V freeze



Present Status of Regulations

Present regulatory system is unsatisfactory:
torical accident

jcal features & loopholes

ocedures for monitoring performance
cedure for response to regulatory

xemption demands
es: NAFTA, containers
ologies: e.g., ITS



resent Status of Regulations (continued)

olicy deadlock has blocked reform:

ederal regulatory overhaul in 20 years.

es of deadlock: public antipathy;
IC Interests: state financial fears; diverse
VIEWS



resent Status of Regulations (continued)

ormation deficiencies have been one major
cle to progress; I.e., legitimate uncertainty
pacts

nt potential benefits from regulatory
O¢ of every dollar spent on freight
Is for trucking.

W policy studies (DOT, TRB): predict
m liberalization; little policy impact



emises
lying committee's recommendations

Ighway management policies: maximize
nefits from the highway system.

ormation Is possible and essential,
s and for credibility.

k policy impasse, but will help.



remises (continued)

tion should be dynamic:
Ve room for innovation

mmodate changing circumstances:
gy, trade, highway conditions

seek improvements:
uation--> implementation-->
-->refinement.



onclusions

ortunities exist for improving efficiency of
ay system through reform of federal
regulations, which may entail allowing

te objectives for federal TS&W



onclusions (continued)

greatest benefit, coordinate changes in
with changes In:

cture design & management
S

user safety and traffic regulations



onclusions (continued)

t studies’ methods do not provide good
ates of bridge costs.

e outcomes can’t be predicted
ly, monitoring Is vital.

y research and monitoring are not
e.



ecommendations

mmercial Traffic Effects Institute

I Studies
ges in Federal Regulations: Permit

Combination Vehicles
here Federal Standards Should



Recommendation 1. |
ommercial Traffic Effects Institute

ss should create an independent public
[zation to observe comm. vehicle
ance and effects of TS&W regulation.

board; public funding; private cost

-a resource to regulators.



Rec. 1. Institute(continued)

sional statement of goals would be vital
pilot studies (Recommendation 2)

tate permitting program
ndation 3)

rch on impacts of truck traffic
nitoring, evaluation of federal TS&W

tions (federal and state)

ederal regulatory changes to
Secretary



ec. 1. Institute (continued)

1zational Models:

oad Transport Commission (Australia)
Ights and Dimensions Study (Canada)
cts Institute (US)



Recommendation 2. |
valuation of the Consequences of Changes in

W Regulations Through Pilot Studies

s should authorize Secretary to approve
udies:

d experiments to measure effects of
In vehicles, practices

porary exemptions from federal
ulations

agree to participate in evaluation
under actual operating conditions



ec. 2 Pilots (continued)

{th state approval

ry, states, or federal government could
e pilots

Its tied to regulatory change

creens proposals; oversees pilots;
ds regulatory changes



Recommendation 3 |
mediate Changes in Federal Regulations

law should allow any state to participate
ally supervised permit program for
of vehicles heavier than present federal

be authorized to certify, on advice of
a state meets requirements of

nsible for monitoring performance



Rec. 3 Permit Program (continued)

nd Weight Provisions
should be allowed to issue permits for:
tractor-semitrailers up to 90,000 Ib

allers up to 33 ft each trailer within
la

Im limits would be subject to review

lon, grandfather trucks subject to



ec. 3. Permit Program (continued)

entation Provisions

nagement



ec. 3. Permit Program (continued)

eral/state relationship in size & weight
for innovation in public interest

or multistate cooperation



ecommendation 4 |
ger Combination Vehicles

| law should allow LCVs within provisions
permit program (Recommendation 3) and
s (Recommendation 2).



Recommendation 5 |
outes and Roads to Which Federal
dards Should Apply

ommittee does not see present
ication for revision of federal rules
ding the roads where federal
tions apply.



Impacts of changes in truck characteristics
truck performance to crash involvement
bridge costs

portation market research

d car and truck traffic arising from
stress

ture development and truck-only



