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The only question would be why woul d you specify gal vani zed fasteners
for alum numguardrail. | would have to believe the dissimlar netals
woul d cause a gal vanic reaction and be detrinental to the | ongevity of
t he al um num guardr ai



"Joe Gimigliano"
<jpgimig@msn.com> To: <duane.brautigam@dot.state.fl.us>

cc:
10/24/2002 06:33 PM Subject: Comment on Proposed Spec change D9670001

Dear Mr. Brautigam:

I am a metallurgical consultant who has done field evaluation of
guardrail produced by the continuous method by Gregory Industries. Based
on these observations, I regard the product produced by this method at
least the equal of product 'batch' galvanized after forming.

Consequently I favor the minor modification of specification 967-1.
This position is supported by ample excellent field performance of rail
elements so galvanized, including the test installation in the Florida
Keys. Such rail will meet all the requirements of AASHTO spec 180 and
all the performance requirements of ASTM 123. Gregory Industries has
indicated that guardrail produced by this method is regularly supplied to
all other states east of the Rockies and to additional western states

where it has been marketed.

According to the "Specification Development" document issued by your office, item 4.5, one
can request a summary of responses to proposed changes. Please consider this communication
as my request to receive such responses or a summary thereof.

Thank you

Joseph P. Gimigliano

Metallurgical Consultant

1310 Irondale Circle

N. Canton, OH 44720

Ipgimig@msn.com

Tel. 330 497-9339

Get more from the Web. FREE MSN Explorer download : http://explorer.msn.com




