SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Preliminary)

U120 LUIB JUNCTION TO TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT

| n87

Staft__Chainage a0
17450/05 o :
End Chainage. CR1
Gradient 5-10% {G1L) 0.45
PRIORITY 1 1390422

Additional [ufor'l-h.-.... -.

Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents  [Survey date | Surface Surface Psv Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) (3 years) Type age {(AADF)
0.39 -0.06 2 2 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 0.89 0

4 Is the site category correct?

Is the Investigatory Level set correctly for the site
category?

1 | Has the site been treated since the survey date?

Is the site included in the current work
2 | programme?

Pavement and S

Does the SCRIM data appear o represent the
T site?

section of road?

Are the SCRIM values significantly different to the
2 previous survey?
Accldent aitaf_ o U Comments
1 Are the accidents likely to be related to skid ?
resistance?
2 Have there been any complaints regarding the o

ion Recommendations

require a secondary investigation

Site pianned for freatment - consider priority and need
for interim warning sians

Secondary investigation involving a site visit -

Accidents not skid related - no further action

Site Treated - no further action

SCRIM data does not appear to represent the site -
monitor

01/02/2017

“ U Signature




SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Preliminary)

: U120 LUIB JUNCTION TO TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT
| Roadcode | g7
Start Section.
e 17450105 4,990 100
. 5,090 CR1
St single Non-Event (CM) 0.40
/|: Site Category
- Name [ Code _
. Priority " Site ID from defici
o DA 390
. Rating" PRIORITY 1 i ~listing 1390429
o ditional Information from PM:
~Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents [Survey date | Surface Surface PSY Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) (3 years) Type age (AADF)
0.37 -0.03 1 1 12/06/2016 STMA 7 55 0.73 0

review (using video if applicable) | Yes | A

. Comments

1 Is the site category correct? *
9 Is the Investigatory Level set correctly for the site o
category?
‘  Comments

: _Y:eS: NO

1 | Has the site been treated since the survey date?

ts the site included in the current work
2 | programme?

A87 Head of Loch Ainort (2019/20)

Tves|

Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the
1 site?

Are the SCRIM values significantly different to the
previous survey?

_ "Co_ml_nénts'.-

~ Ac

Are the accidents likely to be related to skid
resistance?

Mave there been any complaints regarding the
section of road?

-~ Preliminary. Invesi_i'gat:ib_n Reco)

Correct the site category and sef the default IL. May still Site planned for treatment - consider priority and need

require a secondary investigation for interim warning sians s
Secondary investigation invoiving a site visit Accidents not skid related - no further action
Site Treated - no further action SCRIM data does not appear to represent the site -
monitor

‘Additional Comments

A87 Head of Loch Ainort (2019/20)

Pate | grim2r2017




. SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Preliminary)

2N
TN
' (Site | TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOLL JUNCTION
Road Name Detalls d C AS7
Start Chainage :
17450060 haimage. 1,080 70
End Chaina_ CL4
Single <500m (S2M) 0.50
e 390455
Site deficiency details PRIORITY 1 13904
Site details. :
Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date| Surface Surface P3SV Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) (3 years} Type age {(AADF)
0.44 0.06 1 1 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 1.06 0

Site review (using video if applicab

No

1 Is the site category correct? e
2 Is the Investigatory Level set correctly for the site *
category?
_ Programmed works - | Yes | Mo

1 | Has the site been treated since the survey date?

Is the site included in the current work work planned 2019/20

2 | programme?

: 1_-'Pavement and Surface ]

Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the
T 1 site?

Are the SCRIM values significantly different to the ?
previous survey? Sahin

Acctdent Data _

Are the accidents likely to be related to skid
resistance?

Have there been any complaints regarding the
section of road?

Correct the e category and set the defauEt IL May stlll Site p!anned for treatment - consider prlonty and need

require a secondary investigation for interim warnina sians
Secondary investigation involving a site visit - Accidents not skid related - no further action

SCRIM data does not appear to represent the site -
monitor

Site Treated - no further action

Secondary investigation to determine if skid resistance risk may exist.

2210212017




SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Preliminary)

: TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOLL JUNCTION
| Road Coda. [ Ag7
ﬁ-'Stéft.Se'ctioﬁT.
o .| Gradient 5-10% (G1L) 0.45
Site Category.
'Name / Code
1 Priority
R . 2
" Rating PRIORITY 1 139046
Wet Total
MSSC/ICSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date| Surface Surface Psv Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) (3 years) Type age {AADF)
0.38 -0.07 1 4 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 0.98 0

| Yes | No

1 Is the site category correct? +
Is the Investigatory Level set correctly for the site -
2 category?

Yes | N

1 Has the site been treated since the survey date?

Is the site included in the clrrent work
2 { programme?

Yes | No |

Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the

T | site? *
Are the SCRIM values significantly different to the o |7
2 previous survey? L
Yes | No
;| Ave the accidents likely to be related to skid G
resistance? :
2 Have there been any complaints regarding the - ?
section of road?
L S ety .'_._i_."‘:‘__i"a."y Investigation Rec‘-?:':’:‘_:ﬁ"?ﬁ:_' tions :
Correct the sile category and sef the default IL. May stil Site planned for treatment - consider priority and need
require a secondary investigation for interim warning sians
Secondary investigation involving a site visit - Accidents not skid refated - no further action
Site Treated - no further action SCRIM data does not appear to represent the site -
monitor

ional Comments

Secondary Investigation to determine if skid resistance risk may exist

221022017

e —




SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Preliminary)

TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOL.L JUNGTION
Road.Cc AB7
~Start Chainage
1745000 | 100
: [End Chainage . CL1
o single <500m (S2M) 0.50
5 | Site Category
| Name/.Code
~ Pronty
| Prioity m.deficie 1390469
. Rating - PRIORITY 1 Tisting

~ ‘Additional Information from PM

Wet | ol

MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents | Survey date | Surface Surface PSV Texture Traffic
bifference {3 years) (3 years) Type age {AADF})
0.36 -0.14 1 1 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 0.86 0

lves|No| . Gomments

consider sile cat review, CM

Is the site category correct?

Is the Investigatory Levet set correctly for the site onsider site cat review, CM

category?

Comments =

1 | Has the site been treated since the survey date?

Is the site included in the current work work planned 2019/20

2 | programme?

| ves i No

Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the
T 1 site?

Are the SCRIM values significantly different to the
2 previous survey?

Yes| No |-
’ Are the accidents likely to be related to skid ?
resistance?
5 Have there been any complaints regarding the : e !
section of road? :
Chimaian :':_'_'i__rj'a:l_"y:_I__nﬁ)e:sti_ga'tit)n Recommendations i _ _
Correct the site category and set the default IL. May still Site planned for treatment - consider priority and need
require a secondary investigation for interim warnina sians
Secondary invesﬁgaﬁon involv;ng a site visit L Accidents not skid related - no further aclion

SCRIM data does not appear to represent the site -

Site Treated - no further action ;
monifor

‘Additional Gamments

Secondary Investigation to determine if skid resistance risk may exist

2200212017

Signature

B




% SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Preliminary)

DN
S'te - TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOLL JUNCTION
: Road Name Details . %] 'RoadCode | A87
S w0 ] Start Section Start Chainage - 20
" LocationDetails: . | Code = 17450/60 i
e L End Chainage : CRA
Coo s s e T ] Single <500m (S2M) 0.50
i :S__CRIM Site .Ca_teg_qry;.tjetai_ls- : _Site_Categery:_
e '-"3Prio'l"ity.
o Lo oy 1390496
.. :Bite deficiency details =z.Rating: PRIORITY 1
.. Sitedetails | - Additional Information fro
Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date| Surface Surface PSV Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) {3 years} Type age (AADF)
0.39 0.1 1 1 12/06/2016 ? 41 o 0.71 0
v{using video if applicable}  |Yes[No| = . . Comments
1 |18 the site category correct? | consider site cat review, G1L.
5 Is the Investigatory Level set correctly for the site “|cansider site cat review, G1L
category?
Yes[No| . Comments
?
1 Has the site been treated since the survey date?
Is the site included in the current work [?
2 | programme?
ind-§ ':'"f_'_ace Condltlon Date oo |YesiNo| o Comments
Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the o | -
11 site? .
Are the SCRIM values significantly different to the = ?
2 previous strvey?
Ne[We]  Commems
)| Are the accidents likely to be refated to skid .
resistance?
9 Have there been any complaints regarding the e < ?
section of road? o

'_'ellmmary lnvestigatlon Recommendatlons

Correct he it category and set the ciefault IL. May still Site planned for treatment consnder priarity and nesd
require a secondary Investigation for interim warnina sians
Secondary investigation involving a site visit L Accidents not skid related - no further action:

SCRIM data does not appear to represent the site -
monitor

Site Treated - no further action

Secondary Investigation to determine if skid resistance risk may exist.

_ Name _ Date | oopopp7 | Signature




SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

i
v
U120 LUIB JUNCTION TO TRACK TO KINLOGH AINORT
SeTon ] AF
‘Start Chainage 3,200 - Length 100.00
17450005 e o
£nd Chainage 3,300 . XsP CL1
Single <500m (S2M) Investigatory 0.50
< Level s
ORITY 1 Site ID from deficiency
PRIORITY lethe 1390329

Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents {Survey date| Surface Surface P&V Texture Traffic
Difference {3 years) (3 years) Type age (AADF)
0.36 -0.14 1 i 12/06/2016 STMA 9 55 1.00 0
. Comments

Is there clear vfsibiiity from all approaches to the
1 | site? o

Is the speed limit appropriate for the site?

Is the site category appropriate for the site?

Consider review

3

Is the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?
4

Are there multiple events?
5

|s there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged barriers and road furniture?

_Road Layout .

Does a visual assessment indicate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?

Is there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verge?

‘1 Yes | No | ' ‘Comments
g Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?
R
16 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?
e

_Visual Assessment of Pavement and Surface JNe

Are low texture and SCRIM values in locations
11 | where vehicles have a specific need to manoesuvre
or decelerate?

12 | Is there evidence of contamination? '_:_5 A g




g SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

7
1EERE
Are there ruts or longitudinal profile problems that o
13 | may cause water fo pond? S g
Are there high levels of longitudinal profile / rutting
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling?
Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 | handiing?
16 | Is the site adequately drained?
17 Is the site likely to have a high percentage of .heavy
goods vehicles?
18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous?
19 Is the site likely to have vulherable road users, e.g.

pedesirians, cyclists efc?

~ Comments

Are traffic signals, signs and markings appropriate in
all conditions?

21 Are traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible
to all road users? *

22 | Do approaches (including side roads) have adequate
e

sight distances?

‘- Additional Information / Observations

New vmps and centre line

stigator's Recommendation

Correct the site category and set the approp'riate iL. for the site

*

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, etc.

Routine mainienance

No further action - please provide reasons

westigator's Recommendation

Rec1: Consider site category review// Rec2:Consider retexturing// Rec3:

=[] Comments

Are "Slippery” road signs required? g

U Name“of lhvestigator ' S e Date

_ Description of Approved Otitcome from Seconc




%‘ SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

. Name of Authorised Signatory iEipate

{0 signature




% SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

AN
TENERE

_ Site 1120 LUIB JUNCTION TO TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT
~Road Name Details ' | Road Code [ A87
e Start Section Start Chainage 100.00
- Location Details " Code .| 17450/05 -
S TR : s End Chainage . CL1
:SiieZCatégdry Single <500m (52M) 0.50
Name  Code
Priority .
e PRIORITY 2 1390332

Wet | ol
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date{ Surface Surface PsV Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) {3 years) Type age {AADF)
0.28 -0.22 0 o 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 0.75 0

Is theve clear visibility from all approaches to the
1 | site?

Is the speed limit appropriate for the site?

2
Is the site category appropriate for the site?
3
Is the Investigatary Level appropriale for the site?
4
Are there multiple events?
5

Is there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged harriers and road furniture?

Tyre tracks in verge and car parts south of site on crt

- T ~ Comments
Does a visual assessment indicate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?
ls there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verge?
Comments

Pavement:

9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?

10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?

On bend
11 | where vehicles have a specific need to manoeuvre
or decslerate?

12 | Is there evidence of contamination?




< SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

Are there ruts or longitudinal profile problems that Some evidence of light rutting and fretting

13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high levels of longitudinal profile / rutting i
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling? S e

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 | handling?

16 | Is the site adequately drained?

Is the site likely to have a high percentage of héavy

goods vehicles? -
18 is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous? -
19 Is the site likely to have vulnerable road users, e.g. e .

pedestrians, cyclists etc?

“ Comments::

Are traffic signals, signs and markings appropriate in
al] conditions?

21 Are traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible
to all road users?

22 | Do appreaches (including side roads) have adequate
sight distances?

New vmps and centre line

or's Recommendation ..

Correct the site category and set the appropr.iate. IL fof the site

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, etc.

Rottine maintenance

No further action - please provide reasons

Recommendation

Rec1: Does not appear to be skid resistance risk// Rec2:Consider retexturing/resurfacing// Rec3:

“Siippery When Wet' Signs

i Comments

23 Are "Slippery" road signs required? g

Name of Investigator : Date

" Description of Approved Outcome from Secondary Investigation (if it to above)




< SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

= ‘Name of Authorised Signatory = bate: | i Il Signature!

- 18/09/2017




SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

U120 LUIB JUNCTION TO TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT

| ‘Road Code: | A87

| start Section Start Chainage 160.00
. Code. 17450/05 ,
Code : End:Chainage:: CL
Sl Gradient 5-10% (G1L 0.45
| site Category radient 5-10% {G1L)
1 Name/.Code *
PRIORITY 1 1390345
Additional Information from PMS
Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date{ Surface Surface PSSV Texture Traffic
Difference {3 years} (3 years) Type age (AADF)
0.36 2 2 12/06/2016 7 41 0 0.86 0
Comments

Is there clear visibility from alt approaches to the

1 | site?

Is the speed limit appropriate for the site?
2

Is the site category appropriate for the site?
3

Is the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?
4

Are there multiple events?
5

Is there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged harriers and road furniture?

Does a visual assessment indicate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?
Is there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre

8 tracks on the verge?

- Pavement and Surface Co ~ Comments
9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?
e
10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?
e
| Assessment of Pavement and Surface o

Comments

11

Are low texture and SCRIM values in locations
where vehicles have a specific need to manoeuvre

or decelerate?

12

Is there evidence of contamination?




54 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

Are there ruts or longitudinal profile problems that
13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high fevels of longitudinal profile / rutting
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling?

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 i handling?

16 | Is the site adequately drained?

_Comments .

Roaci User .

17 Is the S|te likely to have a high percentage of heavy
goods vehicles?

18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous?
19 Is the site likely to have vulnerable road users, e.g.

pedestrians, cyclists etc?

VISlbIIIty : Comments

20 Are trafﬂc mgnals signs and markmgs appropriate in
all conditions?

21 Avre traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible
to all road users?

22 } Do approaches {including side roads) have adequate
sight distances?

- Additional Information / Observations

lnvestlgator s Recommendatlon

Correct the S|te category and set the approprlate iL for the site

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, efc.

Routine maintenance

No further action - please provide reasons

. Description of Investigator's Recommendation -

Rec1: within extents of pinned maintenance scheme A87 Nth of Druim Nan Cleochd 17/18// Rec2:// Rec3:

s Nof o 0 Comments

23 Are "Slippery"” road signs required?

Name of Investigator- 5

_ 14/09/2017




% SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

{%a5EAY

1 'Name of Authorised Signatory = =

S DatelliiE

. Signature

18/09/2017




SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

RN
o oosite 10120 LUIB JUNCTION TO TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT
" RoadNameDetalls | RoadCode | A8/

e 5 art Section 2 870 Leng'th__-j_;:*_. 4 100.00
LocationDetails .| . Code | 17450/05 - e
s 2,970 X8P [ cCR1

B e e R e Investigatory..
.. BCRIM Site Category details | :Site Category :: Single <500m (S2M) Level . - 50
S - e . __Na'me_[.'CQ'de-.r _ ol
i oo o o4 Priority BRIO “Site D from deficiency .
| Sitedeficlencydetalls |  Rating R | e
... Shedetails v | information from PMS
Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Surveydate{ Surface Surface PSSV Texture Traffic
Difference {3 years) (3 years) Type age {AADF)
0.48 -0.02 1 1 12/06/2016 STMA 9 85 0.95 0

No

Is there ctear visibility from all approaches to the
1 ] site?

ke

Is the speed limit appropriate for the site?
2 -

Is the site category appropriate for the site? |consider review
3

Is the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?
4

Are there multiple events?
5

Is there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged barriers and road furniture?

: Yesﬂ"'

Does a visual assessment indicate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?

Is there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verga?

ondition Data

“Yes | No_

9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?

10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?

al Assessment of Pavenent and Surface ..

 Comments

Are low texture and SCRIM values in locations
1% | where vehicles have a spacific need to manoeuvre
or decelerate?

12 | Is there evidence of contamination?




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM {Secondary)

Are there rufs or longitudinal profile problems that
13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high levels of longitudinal profile / rutting
14  taht could affect vehicle handling?

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 | handling®?

16 | Is the site adequately drained?

. RoadUser . Yes | No

Is the site likely to have'a high percentage of heévy
goods vehicles?

18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous? il
18 Is the site likely to have vulnerabie road users, e.g.

pedestrians, cyclists etc?

V[Slbllity - Comments T

Are traffic signals, signs and markings appropriate in
alf conditions?

21 Are traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible

to all road users?

22 | Do approaches (including side roads) have adequate

sight distances?

‘Additional information / Observations "

. Investigator's Recommendation

Corréct the'site cafegory and sét the appropriate IL for the site

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, etc.

Routine maintenance

No further action - please provide reasons

‘Dascription of Investigator's Recommendation

Rec1: Consider site category review// Rec2:// Rec3:

23 Are "Slippery" road signs required?

Name of Investigator =0

Description of Approved Outcome fro




Al

SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

i

Z:;I.I.-_:_I.D-ate : 3 : i & . R Signature :.5:

- 18/09/2017




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

| U120 LUIB JUNCTION TO TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT
. Road Code. | A87
Start Section StartChamae 4,410 90.00
i Co i 17450/05 el
4,500 CR1
Gradient 5-10% (G1L) 0.45
PRIGRITY 1 1D from deflclency :
 listing 1390422
s | 'Aqqitional.!h’f.d'rm.ation..fr‘o‘nfw.fPM.s" o
Wet Total
MSSCICSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date | Surface Surface PSV Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) (3 years) Type age (AADF)
0.39 -0.06 2 2 12/06/20186 ? 41 0 0.89 0

- gite Locatlon . Nes|Nof. = . Comments . .

Is there ciear visibility from ail approaches to the
1 site?

Is the speed limit appropriate for the site?

2
Is the site category appropriate for the site?
3
Is the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?
4
Avre there multiple events?
5

is there evidence of crashes, i.e, Broken glass,
6 | damaged barriers and road furniture?

: Road Layout Comments’

Does a wsuai assessment indicate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?

ts there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verge?

vement and Surface ConditionData = = | Yes| No | . - . Comments

9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?

10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?

Visual Assessment of Pavement and Surface

Are low texture and SCRIM values in locations
11 [ where vehicles have a specific need to manoeuvre
of decalerate?

12 | Is there evidence of contamination?




SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

Are there ruts or longitudinal profile problems that
13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high levels of longitudinal profile / rutting
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling?

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 | handling?

16 | Is the site adequately drained?

- Comments

17 Is the site likely to have a high percentage of heavy
goods vehicles?
18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous?
19 Is the site likely to have vulnerable road users, e.g.
pedestrians, cyclists etc?

O Visbiy ~ Comments

Are traffic signals, signs and markings appropriate in
all conditions?
21 Are traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible
to all road users?
22 | Do approaches (including side roads) have adequate
sight distances?

Correct the site ca'tego'ry and set the appropriate IL fér the site.

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, stc.

Routine maintenance

Mo further action - please provide reasons *

ecommieridation::

Rec1: within extents of plnned maintenance scheme A87 Nth of Druim Nan Cleochd 17/18// Rec2:/f Rec3:

23 Are "Slippery" road signs required? s

[ Name of [nvestigator caf Date P e Signature T

Description of Approved Qutcome from Secondary Investigation (if differentto above): = = =




a SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

" Name of Alithorised Signatory =i - i ipate

] 18/09/2017




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

IR

TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOLL JUNCTION
AB7
irt Chainage 70.00
17450/60 e '
j:.Chainage CL1
Single <500m (S2M) 0.50
PRIORITY 1 1390455

ddi ttonal Informatlon from PMS L

"~ Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date| Surface Surface PSV Texture Traffic
Difference {3 years} (3 years) Type age {AADF}
0.44 -0.06 1 1 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 1.06 0

“Site Location - Comments < -

Is there clear visibility from all approaches to the
1 | site?

Is the speed lImit appropriate for the site?

2
Is the site category appropriate for the site?
3
ts the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?
4
Are there multiple events?
5

Is there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged barriers and road furniture?

Road Layout

Does a wsual assessment md:cate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?

Is there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verge?

Pavement and Surface ConditionData | Yes | No

9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?

10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?

~ Visual Assessm s No- i

t_and Surface Comments

Are low texture and SCRIM values in locatsons =
11 | where vehicles have a specific need to manoesuvre ]
or decelerate? -

12 | Is there evidence of contamination? | <




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM {Secondary)

TeevERE

Are there ruts or longitudinal profile problems that
13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high levels of longitudinal profile / ruiting
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling?

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 | handling?

16 | Is the site adequately drained?

. Comments

Is the site likely to héve a high percantage of heavy
goods vehicles?

18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous?

19 Is the site likely to have vuinerable road users, e.g.
pedestiians, cyclists elc?

- Comments

20 1 Are traffié signa[é, signs and markings appropriate in
all conditions?

21 Avre traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible
to all road users?

22 | Do approaches (including side roads}) have adequate
sight distances?

Observations

tigator's Recomm

Correct the site category and set the appropriate IL for the site

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, etc.

Routine maintenance

No further action - please provide reasons

ecommendation’

Rec1; Does not appear to be skid risk// Recz:/f Rec3:

- "Slippery When Wet" Signs* = 1

23 Are "Slippery" road signs required? %

Name of nvestigator: Date = = = i | Signature:

proved Outcome from Secondary Investigation (if different to above




v
eV

SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary}

L pate

. signature

18/09/2017




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary})

{25

| TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOLL JUNCTION
ection. ‘Start Chainage 1,700 100.00
17450/60  fl —
-End.Chainage 1,800 CL1
Gradient 5-10% (G1L) 0.45
~ - Site IDfrom deficien
PRIORITY 1 S e 1390462

. Aaditional Information fromPMS- . -

Wet 'Tota I'

MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date | Surface Surface pSv Texture Traffic
Difference (3 years) {3 years) Type age {AADF)
0.38 -0.07 1 1 12/06/2016 ? 41 1] 0.96 0

- - Sitetocation |Yes| No | - .Comments
is there clear visibility from all approaches {o the
1 | site? *
Is the speed fimit appropriate for the site?
2 *
Is the site category appropriate for the site?
3 <
Is the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?
4 de
Are there multiple events?
5
|s there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged barriers and road furniture?
. Roadlayout : . Comments. =
Does a visual assessment indicate that the
7 geametry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?
1s there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verge?
avement and Surface Condition Data- . Comments
9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?
ol
10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?
Are low texture and SCRIM values in locations
11 | where vehicles have a specific need to manosuvre
or decelerate?
12 | Is there evidence of contamination’?




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM {Secondary)

JEHERS

Are there ruts or longitudinat profile problems that
13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high levels of longitudinal profile / rutting
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling?

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicie
15 | handling?

Fretiing of surface, rutting and patching

16 | Is the site adequately drained? e

. RoadlUser . Yes | No

1 7 Is the site likely to .have a high percentage of heavy
goods vehicles?

18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous?
19 Is the site likely to have vuinerable road users, e.g.

pedestrians, cyclists etc?

Are traffic signals, signs and markings appropriate in
all conditions?

21 Are traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible

{0 alf road users?

22 | Do approaches (including side roads) have adequate

sight distances?

.m0 Additional Information / Observations

RM - INCIDENTAL

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, etc.

Routine maintenance

No further action - please provide reasons

jator's. Recommendation

Rec1: Consider patch repairs to cl1 nswp// Rec2:// Rec3:

““Comments

23 Avre "Slippery" road signs required?

" Signatue

- Namie of Investigator e Date

I 14/09/2017

. Pescription of Approved Outcorne from Secoridary




< SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM {Secondary)

ST

Name of Authorised Signatory. = |- " 'Date

- 18/09/2017




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

freonn
: “Site. - [TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOLL JUNCTION
~ RoadName Detalls .7 | RoadCode | A87
S . | Start Section_ - Start Chamage; 2.180 <:Length 100.00
LocationDetalls -~ ° | Code: [ 17450/60 - e
- s Sl Eﬂd Chainage - 2,280 CLt
- T : S e . Investlgatory
SCRIM Site Catagory details_ |- Site Category | S"9'® <500m (S21) Level 080
| Namescode
. Site deflclency details PRIORITY 1 1390469

Wet Total

MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date | Surface Surface PSSV Texture Traffic
Difference {3 years} (3 years) Type age {(AADF}
0.36 -0.14 1 1 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 0.86 o

Is there clear visibility from all approaches to the
1 1 site? e

is the speed limit appropriate for the site?

Is the site category appropriate for the site?

Is the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?

Are there multiple events?

Is there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged barriers and road furniture?

Does a visual assessment indicate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?

Is there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verge?

ondition Data

9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?

10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?

ssment of Pavement and Surface “Comments

Are !ow texture and SCRIM values in focations :
11 | where vehicles have a specific need to manoeuvre ] e
of decelerate? o

12 | is there evidence of contamination? -




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

IRaRERE

Are there ruts or lengitudinal profile problems that
13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high levels of longitudinal profile / rutting
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling?

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 | handling?

16 | Is the site adequately drained?

RoadUser =~ .. = Yes{No [ = . Comments - .

17 Is the site likely to have a high percentage of heavy
goods vehicles?

18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambiguous?

19 Is the site likely to have vulnerable road users, e.g.
pedestrians, cyclists etc?

Visibility Sl Yes|Nof .~ v = Comments

20 | Are traffic signals, signs and markings appropriate in
all conditicns?

21 Are traffic signals, signs and markings clearly visible
to all road users?

22 | Do approaches (inciuding side roads) have adequate
sight distances?

Additional Information / Observations

Investigator's Recommendation

Correct the site category and set the appropriate IL for the site —

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, etc.

Routine maintenance

No further action - please provide reasons “*

Description of Investigator's Recommendation = =

Rec1: Site recently resurfaced// Rec2:// Rec3:

23 Are "Slippery” road signs required?

‘Narme of nvestigator




i SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

JEHEN

_ NameofAuthorisedSignatory |~ pate - [ " 77 Signatare ¢

e 18/08/2017




% SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

FEASEOR)
IEOTEAR;

TRACK TO KINLOCH AINORT TO U100 THE MOLL JUNCTION
Road Code | AS7
| Start Section 20,00

| code | 1745080 |

e ._qd'_e_ i “End Ch; CR1
' sito Category | Sindle <500 (S2M) 0.50
“Name 'Code :
| - Priority

 Rating PRIORITY 1 1390496

 Site details _ MS
Wet Total
MSSC/CSC SCRIM Accidents Accidents |Survey date| Surface Surface PSV Texture Traffic
Difference {3 years} (3 years) Type age (AADE)
6.39 -0.11 1 1 12/06/2016 ? 41 0 0.71 0

. Site'Location

Is there clear visibility from ail approaches to the
i site’? ket

is the speed limit appropriate for the site?

is the site category appropriate for the site?

Is the Investigatory Level appropriate for the site?

Are there multiple events?

Is there evidence of crashes, i.e. Broken glass,
6 | damaged barriers and road furniture?

Does a visual assessment indicate that the
7 geometry of the site includes relaxations /
departures from standard?

Is there any evidence of insufficient space, e.g. Tyre
8 tracks on the verge?

Pavement and Surface T Conmens

9 Does the SCRIM data appear to represent the site?

10 Is the macrotexture adequate for the site?

ssement of Pavement and Surface

Are low texture and SCRIM values in locations
11 | where vehicles have a specific need to manosuvre
or decelerate?

12 | Is there evidence of contamination?




4 SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)

IEER

Are there ruts or longitudinal profile problems that
13 | may cause water to pond?

Are there high levels of fongitudinal profile / rutting
14 | taht could affect vehicle handling?

Are there any other defects that could affect vehicle
15 | handling?

16 | Is the site adequately drained?

RoadUser

Is the site likely to have a high percentage of heavy

goods vehicles?

18 Is access to and from the site clear and
unambigugus? .

19 Is the site likely to have vulnerable road users, e.g.

pedestrians, cyclists efc?

Visibility

Are traffic signals, signs and markings appropriate in
ail conditions?

21 Avre traffic signals, sighs and markings clearly visible

to all road users?

22 | Do approaches (including side roads) have adequate

sight distances?

_ Additional Infa

Corrédt the élte categc.:.ry and set the appropriate IL fof thé site .

Treatment to improve the skid resistance

Safety treatment other than improving the skid resistance, e.g. Signs, markings, etc.

Routine maintenance

No further action - please provide reasons %

Rect: Does not appear to be skid risk/ Rec2:// Rec3:

“Slippery When Wet" Signs i Comments

23 Are "Slippery" road signs required? *

“Name of Investigator. .0 e 7 Date

e 14/0912017

scription of Appro




=S SCRIM INVESTIGATORY FORM (Secondary)
TEoyaws

" Name of Authorised Signatory _ . signature.

e 18/09/2017






