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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Problem Statement 

South Dakota has successfully used a cable guardrail to W-beam transition for many years . 

The design permits installation of a minimum amount of W-beam near the object to be protected, 

and allows use of three-cable guardrail further away from the obstacle. Because the three-cable 

system traps much less snow than W-beam guardrail systems, overall safety as well as economy is 

much improved. The cable guardrail to W-beam transition has not been crash tested and evaluated 

according to the guidelines provided in the National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 

No. 350, Recommended Procedures for the Safety Performance Evaluation of Highway Features (l), 

therefore, the cable guardrail to W-beam transition must be crash tested and shown to meet current 

impact safety standards in order for its use to be continued on federal-aid highways . 

1.2 Objective 

. The objective of this research study was to evaluate the safety performance of the South 

Dakota Department of Transportation's (SDDOT' s) cable guardrail to W-beam transition according 

to the Test Level 3 (TL-3) evaluation criteria provided in NCHRP Report No. 350 . 

1.3 Scope 

The proposed research was to begin by performing a limited, BARRIER VII computer 

analysis of the existing guardrail system to determine the critical impact point (CIP) for the proposed 

crash tests. The computer analysis would also be used to identify any structural weaknesses that may 

exist in the system. Following this analysis, if serious questions arose over the potential performance 

of the system. South Dakota representatives were to be contacted for further design considerations 

as well as contract modifications for any additional design effort. If these initial simulation efforts 



predicted a reasonable probability of success. three full-scale crash tests were to be performed. 
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2BACKGROUND 

In 1987, the cable guardrail to W-beam transition was successfully crash tested at Southwest 

Research Institute (SwRI) according to the criteria provided by the National Cooperative Highway 

Research Program Report No. 230, Recommended Procedures for the Safety Pe,formance 

Evaluation of Highway Appurtenances (2.). Crash testing was successfully performed with large 

passenger sedans on the transition system for impacts both upstream of the W-beam breakaway cable 

terminal (BCT) and directly at the terminal end (3-5). The maximum dynamic rail deflections for 

the large sedan crash tests was 1.8 m (6 ft) . 

In 1989, three additional crash tests were performed by SwRI on three-strand cable guardrail 

supported by 6.0-kg/m ( 4-lb/ft) Franklin steel posts with attached soil plates according to the 

NCHRP 230 safety standards (6-8). The test results revealed that a three-strand cable guardrail 

system constructed on a 6: 1 front slope could safely redirect large passenger sedans as well as small 

cars. The maximum dynamic rail deflections for the large sedan and small car crash tests were 3 .0 

m (9.8 ft) and 1.9 m (6.2 ft), respectively . 

More recently, the standard G 1 three-strand cable guardrail system was successfully crash 

tested by the Texas Transportation Institute according to the TL-3 conditions ofNCHRP 350 (2) . 

The ¾-ton pickup truck, with a gross static mass of2,075 kg (4,575 lbs), impacted the guardrail at 

a speed of95.1 km/hr(59.l mph) and an angle of26.7 degrees, resulting in a maximum dynamic rail 

deflection of 2.4 m (7.8 ft) . 

.., 

.) 



3 TEST REQUIREMENTS AND EVALUATION CRITERIA 

3.1 Test Requirements 

Longitudinal barriers, such as approach guardrail transitions, must satisfy the requirements 

provided in NCHRP Report 350 to be accepted for use on new construction projects or as a 

replacement for existing transition designs not meeting current safety standards. According to Test 

Level 3 (TL-3) ofNCHRP Report 350, approach guardrail transitions must be subjected to two full­

scale vehicle crash tests: (1) a 2,000-kg (4,409-lb) pickup truck impacting at a speed of 100.0 km/hr 

(62.1 mph) and at an angle of 25 degrees; and (2) an 820-kg (1,808-lb) small car impacting at a 

speed of 100.0 km/hr (62.1 mph) and at an angle of 20 degrees. 

Although only two crash tests are generally required for evaluating approach guardrail 

transitions, it was believed that three full-scale vehicle crash tests would be needed to evaluate the 

safety performance of the cable guardrail to W-beam transition. Two tests - one using an 820-kg 

(1 ,808-lb) small car and one with a 2,000-kg (4,409-lb) pickup truck- were believed necessary to 

evaluate the potential for vehicle snagging in the region where the cable guardrail transitions into 

the W-beam guardrail. One additional pickup truck crash test was anticipated to evaluate the 

potential for snagging and pocketing when the pickup impacts the cable guardrail upstream of the 

BCT terminal and deflects the cable guardrail such that the pickup contacts the BCT terminal in a 

critical manner. 

3.2 Evaluation Criteria 

Evaluation criteria for full-scale vehicle crash testing are based on three appraisal areas: (1) 

structural adequacy; (2) occupant risk; and (3) vehicle trajectory after collision. Criteria for structural 

adequacy are intended to evaluate the ability of the barrier to contain, redirect, or allow controlled 
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vehicle penetration in a predictable manner. Occupant risk evaluates the degree of hazard to 

occupants in the impacting vehicle. Vehicle trajectory after collision is a measure of the potential 

for the post-impact trajectory of the vehicle to cause subsequent multi-vehicle accidents, thereby 

subjecting occupants of other vehicles to undue hazard or to subject the occupants of the impacting 

vehicle to secondary collisions with other fixed objects. These three evaluation criteria are defined 

in Table 1. The full-scale vehicle crash tests were conducted and reported in accordance with the 

procedures provided in NCHRP Report No. 350 . 

5 



Table 1. NCHRP Report 350 Evaluation Criteria for 820C and 2000P Crash Tests. 

Test Designation 
Evaluation 

Evaluation Criteria 
Factors 

2000P 820C 

A. Test article should contain and redirect the vehicle; the vehicle X X 
Structural should not penetrate, underride, or override the installation 

Adequacy although controlled lateral deflection of the test article is 
acceptable. 

D. Detached elements, fragments or other debris from the X X 
test article should not penetrate or show potential for 
penetrating the occupant compartment, or present an 
undue hazard to other traffic, pedestrians, or personnel 
in a work zone. Deformations of, or intrusions into, the 
occupant compartment that could cause serious injuries 
should not be permitted. 

F. The vehicle should remain upright during and after collision X X 
Occupant although moderate roll, pitching, and yawing are acceptable. 

Risk 
H. Longitudinal and lateral occupant impact velocities (m/s) should X 

satisfy the following: 
Preferred Maximum 

9 12 

I. Longitudinal and lateral occupant ridedown accelerations (G's) X 
should satisfy the following: 

Preferred Maximum 
15 20 

K. After collision it is preferable that the vehicle's trajectory not X X 
intrude into adjacent traffic lanes. 

L. The occupant impact velocity in the longitudinal direction should X X 
Vehicle not exceed 12 mis and the occupant ridedown acceleration in the 

Trajectory longitudinal direction should not exceed 20 G's. 

M. The exit angle from the test article preferably should be less than X X 
60 percent of test impact angle, measured at time of vehicle loss of 
contact with test device. 
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4 CABLE GUARDRAIL TOW-BEAM TRANSITION 

The overall layout of the cable guardrail to W-beam transition system is shown in Figures 

I through 3. Photographs of the transition system are shown in Figures 4 through 8. Additional 

design details are provided in Figures A-1 through A-14 of Appendix A. The cable guardrail to W­

beam transition consisted of three major systems: (1) a cable guardrail system; (2) a breakaway cable 

terminal with W-beam guardrail; and (3) a simulated bridge railing for anchorage of the W-beam 

guardrail at the downstream end . 

The 88.32-m (289-ft 9-in.) long cable guardrail system was constructed using three 19.0-mm 

(¾-in.) diameter steel cables with the center of the top, middle, and bottom cables mounted to a 

height above the ground of 686 mm (27 in.), 610 mm (24-in.), and 533 mm (21 in.), respectively . 

The three-strand cable guardrail system was supported by thirty-two S76x8.5 (S3x5.7) steel posts -

twenty-three placed in soil and nine placed in the existing concrete tarmac. Post nos. 1 C through 23C 

were configured with soil plates measuring 6.4-mm (¼-in.) thick by 203-mm (8-in.) wide by 610-

mm (24-in.) long. The center-to-center spacings for post nos. 1 C through 16C, 16C through 28C, 

and 28C through 32C were 1,219 mm (4 ft), 4,877 mm (16 ft), and 1,829 mm (6 ft), respectively . 

The soil embedment depth for post nos. 1 C through 23C was 838 mm (33 in.). The steel posts were 

placed in a compacted coarse, crushed limestone material that met Grading B of AASHTO M 14 7-65 

(1990) as found in NCHRP Report 350. Two concrete anchor assemblies were used in the cable 

system - a steel turnbuckle cable end assembly at the upstream end and a spring cable end assembly 

at the downstream end. Two steel transition cable brackets were located downstream from post no . 

IC - one at 8,611 mm (28 ft - 3 in.) and one at 189 mm (15 ft - 9 in.) . 

A 11.43-m (37-ft 6-in.) long breakaway cable terminal (BCT) and a 7.62-m (25-ft) long 
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strong-post W-bearn guardrail were constructed behind the cable guardrail system using 2.66-mm 

(12-gauge) W-bearn guardrail mounted at 686 mm (27 in.), as measured from the ground to the top 

of the W-beam. The W-beam guardrail and BCT terminal were supported by eleven posts spaced 

on 1,905-mm (6-ft 3-in.) on centers. Post nos. 1 W through 2W were 140-mm (5½-in.) wide by 190-

mm (7½-in.) deep by 1,080-mm (3-ft 6½-in.) long and were placed in steel foundation tubes. Post 

nos. 3W throughl 1 W were152-mm (6-in.) wide by 203-mm (8-in.) deep by 1,829-mm (6-ft) long 

with a soil embedment depth of approximately 1,118 mm ( 44 in.). Timber spacers, measuring 152-

mm (6-in.) wide by 203-mm (8-in.) deep by 356-mm (14-in.) long were used to block the V/-beam 

away from the face of the post nos. 3W through 11 W. The timber posts were placed in a compacted 

coarse, crushed limestone material that met Grading B of AASHTO M 14 7-65 ( 1990) as found in 

NCHRP Report 350. Lap-splice connections between the W-beam rail sections were configured to 

reduce vehicle snagging at the splice during the crash tests. 

A simulated thrie beam bridge railing system was located at the downstream end of the W­

beam guardrail system in order to replicate actual field conditions and provide a mechanism for 

developing the tensile capacity of the W-beam guardrail. The thrie beam bridge railing was attached 

to the W-beam guardrail using an 1,905-mm (6-ft 3-in.) long W-beam to thrie beam transition 

section. 
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Figure 7. Upstream Cable Anchorage . 
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5 TEST CONDITIONS 

5.1 Test Facility 

The testing facility is located at the Lincoln Air-Park on the NW end of the Lincoln 

Municipal Airport and is approximately 8.0 km (5 mi .) NW of the University of Nebraska-Lincoln . 

The site is protected by an 2.44-m (8-ft) high chain-link security fence . 

5.2 Vehicle Tow and Guidance System 

A reverse cable tow system ·with a 1 :2 mechanical advantage was used to propel the test 

vehicles. The distance traveled and the speed of the tow vehicle were one-half that of the test vehicle . 

The test vehicle was released from the tow cable before impact with the guardrail system. A digital 

speedometer. located on the tow vehicle. was used to increase the accuracy of the test vehicle impact 

speed . 

A vehicle guidance system developed by Hinch (lQ) was used to steer the test vehicle. A 

guide-flag, attached to the front-left wheel and the guide cable, was sheared off before impact. The 

9.5-mm diameter guide cable was tensioned to approximately 13.3 kN (3,000 lbs). and supported 

by hinged stanchions in the lateral and vertical directions and spaced at 30.48 m (100 ft) initially and 

at 15.24 m (50 ft) toward the end of the guidance system. The hinged stanchions stood upright while 

holding up the guide cable, but as the vehicle was towed down the line, the guide-flag struck and 

knocked each stanchion to the ground . 

5.3 Test Vehicles 

For test SDC-1 , a 1993 GMC 2500 (¾-ton) pickup truck was used as the test vehicle. The 

test inertial and gross static weights were 2.013 kg (4,438 lbs). The test vehicle is shm,vn in Figure 

9, and vehicle dimensions are shown in Figure 10 . 
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For test SDC-2, a 1994 GMC 2500 (¾-ton) pickup truck was used as the test vehicle. The 

test inertial and gross static weights were 2,023 kg (4,459 lbs). The test vehicle is shown in Figure 

9, and vehicle dimensions are shown in Figure 11. 

For test SDC-3 , a 1991 Geo Metro was used as the test vehicle. The test inertial and gross 

static weights were 802 kg (1,769 lbs) and 878 kg (1 ,935 lbs), respectively. The test vehicle is shown 

in Figure 9, and vehicle dimensions are shown in Figure 12. 

The Suspension Method (11) was used to determine the vertical component of the center of 

gravity for the test vehicles. This method is based on the principle that the center of gravity of any 

freely suspeoded body is in the vertical plane through the point of suspension. The vehicle was 

suspended successively in three positions, and the respective planes containing the center of gravity 

were established. The intersection of these planes pinpointed the location of the center of gravity. 

The longitudinal component of the center of gravity was determined using the measured axle 

weights. The location of the final centers of gravity are shown in Figures 10 through 12. 

Square, black and white-checkered targets were placed on each vehicle to aid in the analysis 

of the high-speed film, as shown in Figures 9 and 13 through 15. One target was placed on the center 

of gravity on the driver's side door, the passenger's side door, and on the roof of the vehicle. The 

remaining targets were located for reference so that they could be viewed from the high-speed 

cameras for film analysis. 

The front wheels of the test vehicle were aligned for camber, caster, and toe-in values of zero 

so that the vehicles would track properly along the guide cable. Two 5B flash bulbs were mounted 

on both the hood and roof of the vehicles to pinpoint the time of impact with the bridge railing on 

the high-speed film. The flash bulbs were fired by a pressure tape switch mounted on the front face 
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of the bumper. A remote controlled brake system was installed in the test vehicle so the vehicle 

could be brought safely to a stop after the test. 

5.4 Data Acquisition Systems 

5.4.1 Accelerometers 

One triaxial piezoresistive accelerometer system with a range of ±200 G's was used to 

measure the acceleration in the longitudinal. lateral, and vertical directions at a sample rate of 10.000 

Hz. The environmental shock and vibration sensor/recorder system, Model EDR-4M6. was 

developed by Instrumented Sensor Technology (1ST) of Okemos, Michigan and includes three 

differential channels as well as three single-ended channels. The EDR-4 was configured with 6 Mb 

of RAM memory and a 1.500 Hz lowpass filter. Computer software, "DynaMax 1 (DM-1 )" and 

''D.ADiSP" were used to digitize. analyze, and plot the accelerometer data . 

A backup triaxial piezoresistive accelerometer system with a range of ::::200 G's was also used 

to measure the acceleration in the longitudinal, lateral. and vertical directions at a sample rate of 

3,200 Hz. The environmental shock and vibration sensor/recorder system. Model EDR-3. was 

developed by Instrumented Sensor Technology (IST) of Okemos, Michigan. The EDR-3 was 

configured with 256 Kb of RAM memory and a 1,120 Hz lowpass filter. Computer software, 

"DynaMax 1 (DM-1 )" and "DADiSP" were used to digitize, analyze, and plot the accelerometer data . 

5.4.2 Rate Transducer 

A Humphrey 3-axis rate transducer with a range of250 deg/sec in each of the three directions 

(pitch, roll. and yaw) was used to measure the rates of motion of the test vehicle. The rate transducer 

was rigidly attached to the vehicles near the center of gravity of the test vehicle. Rate transducer 

signals, excited by a 28 volt DC power source, were received through the three single-ended 
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channels located externally on the EDR-4M6 and stored in the internal memory. The raw data 

measurements were then downloaded for analysis and plotted. Computer software, "DynaMax 1 

(DM-1 )" and "DADiSP" were used to digitize, analyze, and plot the rate transducer data. 

5.4.3 High-Speed Photography 

For test SDC-1 , five high-speed 16-mm Red Lake Locam cameras, with operating speeds of 

approximately 500 frames/sec. were used to film the crash test. A Locam with a wide-angle 12.5-mm 

lens was placed above the test installation to provide a field of view perpendicular to the ground. A 

Locam with a zoom lens was placed downstream from the impact point and had a field of view 

parallel to the barrier. A Locam with a zoom lens was placed on the traffic side of the barrier and had 

a field of view perpendicular to the barrier. Two Locam cameras were placed downstream and 

behind the barrier. A schematic of all five camera locations for test SDC-1 is shO\.\'Il in Figure 16. 

For test SDC-2, five high-speed 16-mm Red Lake Locam cameras, with operating speeds of 

approximately 500 frames/sec, were used to film the crash test. A Locam with a wide-angle 12.5-mm 

lens was placed above the test installation to provide a field of view perpendicular to the ground. A 

Locam with a zoom lens was placed downstream from the impact point and had a field of view 

parallel to the barrier. A Locam with a zoom lens was placed on the traffic side of the barrier and had 

a field of view perpendicular to the barrier. Two Locam cameras were placed downstream and 

behind the barrier. A schematic of all five camera locations for test SDC-2 is shown in Figure 17. 

For test SDC-3, five high-speed 16-mm Red Lake Locam cameras with operating speeds of 

approximately 500 frames/sec, were used to film the crash test. A Locam with a wide-angle 12.5-mm 

lens was placed above the test installation to provide a field of view perpendicular to the ground. A 

Locam with a zoom lens was placed downstream from the impact point and had a field of view 
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parallel to the barrier. A Locam with a zoom lens was placed on the traffic side of the barrier and had 

a field of view perpendicular to the barrier. A Locam with a zoom lens was placed upstream and 

behind the barrier. A Locam with a zoom lens was placed downstream and behind the barrier. A 

schematic of all five camera locations for test SDC-3 is shown in Figure 18 . 

The film was analyzed using the Vanguard Motion Analyzer. Actual camera speed and 

camera divergence factors were considered in the analysis of the high-speed film . 

5.4.4 Pressure Tape Switches 

For all three crash tests, five pressure-activated tape switches, spaced at 2-m (6.56 ft) 

intervals, were used to determine the speed of the vehicle before impact. Each tape switch fired a 

strobe light which sent an electronic timing signal to the data acquisition system as the left front tire 

of the test vehicle passed over it. Test vehicle speeds were determined from electronic timing mark 

data recorded on "Test Point" software. Strobe lights and high-speed film analysis are used only as 

a backup in the event that vehicle speeds cannot be determined from the electronic data . 
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Dote: _ __,8,,_,/'--'---1 -'--.1 ,_/9"'"'8""--­

Moke: ---=G-'-'-M_,__,C"----­

Test Number: 

Vehicle 1.0.#: 

SDC- 1 Model: __ __,2...,5""'0"'-0"'-----

1G0GC24K4PE506033 

Tire Size: LT245/75R 16 Year: __ _,_1 _,,,_9_,,,_9..,,.3'---_ Odomet er: __ _,_1...,_7-"'3~7-""3-"'6'---

*(All Measurements Refer to Impacting Side) 

T 
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Curb 

1218 

954 
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i...> 
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i 
M 

: : 
J_ 
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j 
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1170 

843 

20 13 

a 

Vehicle Geometry - mm 

o. 1886 

C 5537 

e ---""3.,.._3...._2..:....7_ 

g_....:..7=3=-8-

445 

k _....:.:5...,_9.,_7 _ 

ri 1600 

0 1067 

q _....,:7....:,5,:..:,6,____ 

s __ 4'--'7....,,0,____ 

b 1842 

d 1302 

f _ _,8"""8"""9,____ 

h --'--1,.,_39::...4...,___ 

j _....,,6....,6"-'7 __ 

800 

n 1626 

P 95 

r __ 4:,_4,_,.5,:___ 

t 1849 

Wheel Center Height Front 

Wheel Center Height Rear 

Wheel Well Clearance (FR) 

Wheel Well Clearance (RR) 

368 

38 1 

895 

965 

Engine Type V-6 gasoline 

Engine Size 5. 7 Liter 

Transmission Type: 

(Automatic) or Manual 

FWD or (RWO) or 4WD 

Note any damage prior to test: Minor windshield cracking and dent in left rear panel . 

Figure 10. Vehicle Dimensions, Test SDC-1. 



Dote: _ __,8"-1-/'-1.,_,8"'-"/'""'9"'"'8""-_ Test Number: SDC-2 Model: __ __.2..,5~0"'-'0.,__ __ 

Make: ___ G.,,._,_,_M,_,,C'---- Vehicle I.D.#: 1GDGC24K9RE550015 

Tire Size: 245/75R16 Year: --~19=9-'-4 __ Odometer: __ ...:..1 .,,.8 .... 5c.:.., 6=6_,_7 __ 

*(All Measurements Refer to Impacting Side) 

T I 
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Weights 
- kg Curb Test Inertial Gross Static 

'w'tront 11 81 1180 1180 

'w'rear 864 843 843 
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400 
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b 1 8,35 

d _ _,._1.,.,_3~2_,._1 _ 
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h _ _,_1.,.,_3""'-8.,_7_ 

J ---'6""-'5"'-1.,___ 

775 

n 1626 

p 64 

r 445 
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368 

889 

949 

Engine Type V- 6 gasol ine 

Engine Size 5.7 Liter 

Transmission Type: 

(Automatic) or Manual 

FWD or (RWD) or 4WD 

Dent in center, front bumper and righ t - rear 
Note any damage prior to test: box panel and right - side door. 

Figure 11. Vehicle Dimensions, Test SDC-2. 
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Date: 8/.31/98 Test Number: SDC-.3 Model: --------"M'-'-'e""t"-'--r=o __ _ 

Make: GEO Vehicle 1.D.#: 2C 1MR246XR67 39458 

Tire Size: P 155/80R 12 Year: 1991 Odometer: 93 969 

Vehicle Geometry - mm 

---·-
~~~ I I 

~ L-.----1 
Cl 1499 lo 1 .334 

5- ct. n t 
vehicle C 3683 d 673 

r-·--: ~~ 1 , e 2261 f 749 

g 546 h 933 

222 j 508 

k 254 533 

r, 1349 n 1346 
0 j 

0 67.3 p 95 

f' e cl q 533 r 330 
'w'front C s 305 t 1448 

height of wheel 254 
center 

Engine Type 4 C;>il. gasoline 

Engine size 1 .0 Liter 
Weight - kg Curb Test Gross 

Transmission Type: Inertial Static 

(Automatic) or Manual 

'w'front 463 471 506 
(FWD) or RWD or 4WD 

'wreor 291 .331 372 

'w'tota l 754 802 878 

Damage prior to test: Missing passenger side mirror. 

Figure 12. Vehicle Dimensions, Test SDC-3 . 
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Figure 13. Vehicle Target Locations, Test SDC-1. 
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Figure 14. Vehicle Target Locations, Test SDC-2 . 
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Figure 15. Vehicle Target Locations, Test SDC-3. 
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6 COMPUTER SIMULATION 

Computer simulation modeling with BARRIER VII (.12.) was performed to determine the 

critical impact point (CIP) for a pickup truck impacting the cable guardrail upstream of the BCT. 

This CIP was based on the impact condition which produced the greatest potential for the pickup 

truck to pocket behind the BCT while also impacting the terminal on the front end of the vehicle. 

The researchers believed that this impact condition had the greatest potential for causing the cables 

to rupture, thus allowing the vehicle to pass behind the barrier system. The simulations were 

conducted modeling a 2000-kg ( 4,409-lb) pickup truck impacting at a speed of 100.0 km/hr (62. 14 

mph) and at an angle of 25 degrees. 

The CIP's for the remaining two crash tests were chosen to evaluate the following: (1) the 

potential for a 2000-kg (4,409-lb) pickup truck, impacting slightly downstream from the end of the 

BCT, to climb and vault over the cable and W-beam rails as the steel posts deformed and leaned on 

the W-beam rail; and (2) the potential for a 820-kg ( 1,808-lb) small car, impacting in the region 

where the cables transition downward, to snag or wedge between the cables or at the connection 

between the two systems. 
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7 CRASH TEST NO. 1 

7.1 Test SDC-1 

The 2,013-kg (4,438-lb) pickup truck impacted the cable guardrail to W-beam transition at 

a speed of 101.9 km/hr (63.3 mph) and an angle of 27.6 degrees. A summary of the test results and 

the sequential photographs are shown in Figure 19. Additional sequential photographs are shov.'Il 

in Figure 20. Documentary photographs of the crash test are shown in Figures 21 through 23 . 

7.2 Test Description 

Initial impact occurred at438-mm (17¼-in.) upstream from post no. 14C, as shown in Figure 

24. At 0.014 sec after impact. the right-front corner of the vehicle impacted post no. 14C, and 

subsequently was driven over by the right-front tire at 0.034 sec. The vehicle' s right-front bumper 

contacted post nos. l 3C, 12C, and 11 C at 0.045 sec, 0.085 sec, and 0.115 sec after impact, 

respectively. It is noted that the top two cables were removed from post nos. 12C and 11 C prior to 

the vehicle contacting them, thereby causing the posts to deform. At 0 .154 sec, the right-front corner 

of the vehicle had moved to the same lateral offset at post no. 1 W. Subsequently, post no. 1 0C was 

deformed at 0.169 sec after initial impact. At 0.241 sec, the vehicle began to redirect away from the 

initial impact angle. The cable guardrails contacted the head of the BCT terminal at 0.285 sec while 

the front end of the vehicle contacted the terminal at 0.335 sec, thus resulting in the fracturing post 

no. 1 W at 0.365 sec after impact. At 0.321 sec. the maximum lateral dynamic cable deflection was 

observed to be 2.4 m (7.9 ft). At 0.399 sec, the head of the deformed BCT terminal struck the 

ground. The vehicle 's front end was positioned between post nos. 1 W and 2W with the BCT 

terminal and post no. 1 Wunder the vehicle at 0.417 sec. At 0.443 sec, the right-front tire rode over 

the BCT end as the W-beam rail was sloping downward under the front bumper, subsequently 
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striking post no. 2W at 0.455 sec. 

At 0.486 sec after impact, the vehicle became parallel to the barrier with a velocity of 58.7 

km/hr (36.5 mph) and with the entire vehicle positioned laterally behind the original longitudinal 

location of the rail. At 0.499 sec, the right-front tire was positioned above the ground and with the 

W-beam sloped downward as the front of the vehicle passed over it. Subsequently, the left-front tire 

rode over post no. 9C at 0.578 sec, causing the tire to become airborne. At 0.597 sec, the middle 

cable lost its tensile capacity when it pulled out at the anchorage located on the upstream end. A kink 

formed in the W-beam rail at post no. 2W at 0.608 sec after impact, and at 0.639 sec, post no. 3W 

fractured as the vehicle's undercarriage passed over it. At 0.813 sec, the right-front corner of the 

vehicle moved downward and rolled clockwise slightly, thus allowing the right-front bumper to 

contact and fracture post no. 4 W. The right-front tire contacted the ground near the back of the wood 

posts at 0.860 sec. At 1.000 sec, the vehicle's roll angles was nearly O degrees but with the front tires 

above the ground, the vehicle positioned on top of the rail, and the upper cable hooked over the 

right-front bumper. At 1.080 sec, the front of the vehicle is positioned at post no. SW with the 

vehicle beginning to roll counter-clockwise away from the rail. At 1.122 sec, the vehicle continued 

to travel along the barrier with the upper cable hooked over the right-front bumper and the lower 

cable wrapped around the left-front tire. Subsequently, the left-front tire contacted the ground at 

1.225 sec. The front of the vehicle was positioned at post nos. 6W, 7W, and 8W at 1.330 sec, 1.674 

sec, and 2. 186 sec, respectively. 

At 1.588 sec, the vehicle reached its maximum roll angle of 32.4 degrees and counter­

clockwise away from the rail. The vehicle's post-impact trajectory is shown in Figures 19 and 25. 

The vehicle came to rest with the right side of the vehicle positioned above the rail and the right-
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front tire located 22.3-m (73-ft 2-in.) downstream from impact and 0.55 m ( 1 ft - 9½ in.) behind the 

traffic-side face of the barrier . 

7.3 Barrier Damage 

Damage to the barrier was extensive. as shown in Figures 25 through 28. Barrier damage 

consisted mostly of deformed steel posts and W-beam, fractured wood posts, ruptured or stretched 

cables. and deformations to the steel anchorage hardware. Steel post nos. 1 C through 14C were 

deformed above the ground line, while post nos. 15C through 17C were rotated in the soil. Wood 

post nos. 1 W through 4 W were fractured. while post nos. 5W through 11 W were all displaced, as 

determined either visually or by measurements taken at the ground line. The BCT head was 

collapsed at the nose section, and the W-beam buck.led and deformed at post nos. 2W and 3W, 

respectively. The upper and lower cables remained intact while the middle cable was no longer 

anchored at the upstream end due to the failure of the threads on the connecting rod. The steel 

transition brackets located at post nos. 7W and 9W were deformed and only contained the lower 

cable following the crash test. The maximum lateral dynamic cable deflection was 2.4 m (7.9 ft), as 

determined from the high-speed film analysis . 

7.4 Vehicle Damage 

Exterior vehicle damage was moderate and occurred at several body locations, as shovvn in 

Figure 29. The vehicle' s front end was crushed inward due to contact with the BCT terminal and W­

beam guardrail, the right-front quarter panel was crushed, and the right-side front bumper was bent 

back toward the engine compartment. The engine compartment was also moved backward, and the 

undercarriage near the front end was deformed. Very minor deformations were found on the 

floorboard of the occupant compartment. Evidence of vehicle-rail interlock was also found from the 
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front end to the midpoint of the truck box. 

7.5 Occupant Risk Values 

The normalized longitudinal and lateral occupant impact velocities were determined to be 

4.62 m/sec (15.17 ft/s) and 2.99 rn/sec (9.82 ft/s), respectively. The maximum 0.010-sec average 

occupant ridedown decelerations in the longitudinal and lateral directions were 12.21 g's and 7.36 

g's, respectively. It is noted that the occupant impact velocities (OIV) and occupant ridedown 

decelerations (ORD) were within the suggested limits provided in NCHRP Report 350. The results 

of the occupant risk, determined from accelerometer data, are summarized in Figure 19. Results are 

shown graphically in Appendix C. The results from the rate transducer are shO\.\'Il graphically in 

Appendix D. 

7 .6 Discussion 

The analysis of the test results for test SDC-1 showed that the barrier adequately contained 

and redirected the vehicle with controlled lateral displacement of the barrier. Detached elements, 

fragments, or other debris from the test article did not penetrate or show potential for penetrating the 

occupant compartment, or present undue hazard to other traffic. Minor deformations to the occupant 

compartment were evident but not considered excessive enough to cause serious injuries to the 

occupants. The vehicle remained upright both during and after the collision. Vehicle roll, pitch, and 

yaw angular displacements were noted, but they were deemed acceptable because they did not 

adversely influence occupant safety criteria or cause rollover. After collision, the vehicle' s trajectory 

did not intrude into adjacent traffic lanes. In addition, the vehicle's exit angle was less than 60 

percent of the impact angle as the vehicle was contained along the system. Therefore, test SDC-1 

conducted on the cable guardrail to W-beam transition system was determined to be acceptable 
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according to the NCHRP Report 350 criteria . 
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0.000 sec 0. 100 sec 0.211 I sec 0.;iJ5 sec 0.,11 7 sec 

27.6" 

.. IL 
""J 

0.55m 

- -------- 22.28m - ---- ------i 

• Test Number ... .. .. .. .. . ..... SOC- I • Vehicle Speed 
• Date ... .... . .... ..... ... .... 8/ 11 /98 Impact ... .. .. ... .. .. .... ... . IO 1.9 km/hr 

w 
oo • Appurtenance ................ Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Exit .... . .. . . ............ .. NA 

• Three-Strand Cable Guardrail 
Diameter .... . ..... ...... . 19.0 mm 
Specification ........... ... 3 x 7 Wire Rope 
Top Mounting Height . . .. . . . 686 mm (center of upper cable) 

• Steel Posts 
Post Nos. IC - 32C ... . ..... W76x8.5 

• W-Beam Guardrail 
Thickness .......... . ... .. 2.66 mm 
Top Mounting Height . .. .... 686 mm 

• Wood Posts 
Spacing .. .... .... ........ 1,905 mm 
Post Nos. I W - 2W ......... 140 mm x 190 mm x 1,080 mm 
Post Nos. 3W - 11 W ........ 152 mm x 203 mm x 1,829 mm 

• Wood Spacer Blocks 
Post Nos. 3W- I IW ........ 152 mm x 203 mm x 356 mm 

• Soil Type ... . .... ............ Grad ing 8 - AASHTO M 147-65 (1990) 
• Vehicle Model . . . ..... . ....... 1993 GMC 2500 (¾-ton) 2WD 

Curb . . .. . ...... .. .. ..... 2,173 kg 
Test Inertial . . .......... .. 2,013 kg 
Gross Static . . ........ . . .. 2,013 kg 

• Vehicle Angle 
Impact .. .. .. ............ .. .. 27.6 deg 
Exit ... .. ........ . ..... .. .. NA 

• Vehicle Snagging .. .. .. ......... .... . Minor tire and undercarriage 
snagging on posts 

• Vehicle Pocketing . . ...... . ...... . . ... Minor 
• Vehicle Stability ...... . ......... . ... . Moderate roll angle but stable 
• Occupant Ridedown Deceleration (IO msec avg.) 

Longitudinal .................. 12.21 G's< 20 G's 
Lateral (not required) .. . ... ... . . 7 .36 G's 

• Occupant Impact Velocity (Normalized) 
Longitudinal .................. 4.62 m/s < 12 m/s 
Lateral (not required) ........... 2.99 rn/s 

• Vehicle Damage ...... . ......... ..... Moderate 
TAD13 .......•.......... . .. .. I-RFQ-3, 12-FC-3 
SAE14 

.. . ......... • . . . .. .. • .. OIRFEW2, 12FCLN1 
• Vehicle Stopping Distance ..... . .... . .. 22.3 m downstream 

0.55 m behind traffic-side face 
• Barrier Damage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Extensive 
• Maximum Dynamic Deflection ..... . ... 2.4 m 

Figure 19. Summary of Test Results and Sequential Photographs, Test SDC-1 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

- c~ 

\ ·~~ iltit:t:J15 

=---------0.169 sec 

0.406 sec 

0.650 sec 

Figure 20. Additional Sequential Photographs, Test SDC-1 
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Figure 24. Impact Location, Test SDC-1 
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Figure 25. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Damage, Test SDC-1 
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Figure 26. Breakaway Cable Terminal Damage, Test SDC-1 
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Figure 29. Vehicle Damage, Test SDC-1 
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8 CRASH TEST NO. 2 

8.1 Test SDC-2 

The 2,023-kg (4,459-lb) pickup truck impacted the cable guardrail to W-beam transition at 

a speed of 101.8 km/hr (63.3 mph) and an angle of25.2 degrees. A summary of the test results and 

the sequential photographs are shown in Figure 30. Additional sequential photographs are shown 

in Figure 31. Documentary photographs of the crash test are shown in Figures 32 through 34 . 

8.2 Test Description 

Initial impact occurred at the upstream edge of post no. 4C. as shown in Figure 35. At 0.042 

sec after impact. the right-front comer of the vehicle impacted the W-beam rail at the midpoint 

between post nos. 3W and 4W. The right-front corner of the vehicle reached post no. 4W at 0.089 

sec which subsequently fractured. At 0.091, one of the lower cables lost its tensile capacity when 

it pulled out at the anchorage located on the downstream end. At 0.145 sec after impact, post no. SW 

fractured as the remaining lower cable lost its tensile capacity when it also pulled out at the 

anchorage located at the downstream end. As the vehicle continued to travel along the guardrail and 

penetrate laterally into the system, tensile loads increased in the W-beam rail located upstream from 

the original impact location. At 0.184 sec, this tensile loads caused post nos. 3W and 2W to fracture, 

in that order. In addition. the upper cable slipped over the top of the W-beam rail and was observed 

to be angled toward the ground at the downstream anchorage system. At 0.230 sec, the rear end of 

the vehicle contacted the cable, and at 0.246 sec, the left-front tire struck and drove over post no. 1 C 

as the vehicle began to roll clockwise toward the rail. At 0.260 sec, the right-side midpoint of the 

vehicle contacted post no. 6W as the left-front tire became airborne. Subsequently, post no. 6W 

fractured about its weak axis at 0.267 sec after impact. At 0.311 sec, the upper cable released from 
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the right-front comer of the vehicle as the lower two cables continued to flail in the air. The vehicle 

reached post no. 7W at 0.394 sec which subsequently resulted in the fracture of the post. 

At 0.424 sec after impact, the vehicle became parallel to the barrier with a velocity of 44.5 

km/hr (27.6 mph). The front of the vehicle reached post no. 8W at 0.552 sec with the vehicle's left 

side airborne. Subsequently, at 0.607 sec, the right-front tire struck post no. 8, causing the vehicle 

to slow more rapidly. The vehicle began to move away from the barrier at 0.645 sec with the left side 

elevated into the air and the right-front tire traveling along the back side of the rail and posts. At 

0.868 sec, the vehicle reached its maximum roll angle of 27.4 degrees and clockwise toward the rail. 

The vehicle's forward motion came to a stop slightly upstream of post no. 9W at 0.878 sec after 

impact and with the rear end pitched upward. At 1.049 sec, the vehicle rebounded backward slightly 

while the rear end moved away from the barrier. The left-front tire contacted the concrete surface 

at 1.272 sec, while the left-rear tire struck the ground at 0.13 70 sec and with a vehicle roll angle 

counter-clockwise away from the rail. The vehicle came to a stop with all four tires on the concrete 

surface at approximately 2.571 sec. 

The vehicle's post-impact trajectory is shown in Figures 30 and 36. The vehicle came to rest 

on the traffic-side face of the barrier system with the right-front tire located 11.0-m (36-ft 0-in.) 

downstream from impact and 1.07 m (3 ft - 6 in.) on the traffic-side face of the barrier. 

8.3 Barrier Damage 

Damage to the barrier was extensive. as shown in Figures 36 through 39. Barrier damage 

consisted mostly of deformed steel posts and W-beam, fractured wood posts, ruptured or stretched 

cables, and deformations to the steel anchorage hardware. Steel post nos. 1 C through 3C were 

deformed above the ground line, while post nos. 4C through SC were rotated in the soil. Wood post 
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nos. 1 W through 7W were fractured, while post no. 8W was displaced, as determined either visually 

or by measurements taken at the ground line. The initial vehicle contact marks were found on the 

W-beam rail at a location 330-mrn (13-in.) upstream from the midspan between post no. 3W and 

4W. In addition. significant flattening of the W-beam rail occurred between post nos. 5W and 7W . 

The upper cable remained intact while the lower and middle cables were no longer anchored at the 

downstream end. The steel transition brackets located at post nos. 7W and 9W were deformed . 

8.4 Vehicle Damage 

Exterior vehicle damage was moderate and occurred at several body locations, as shown in 

Figure 40. The vehicle's front end, right-front bumper, and right-front quarter panel were crushed 

inward toward the engine compartment due to contact with the barrier. Components within the 

engine compartment and front undercarriage were either deformed or moved backward and upward . 

Very minor deformations were found on the right-side firewall of the occupant compartment. 

8.5 Occupant Risk Values 

The normalized longitudinal and lateral occupant impact velocities were determined to be 

6.84 m/sec (22.43 ft/sec) and 3.77 m/sec (12.37 ft/sec) , respectively. The maximum 0.010-sec 

average occupant ridedown decelerations in the longitudinal and lateral directions were 9.25 g's and 

5.97 g's/-7.44 g" s. respectively. It is noted that the occupant impact velocities (OIV) and occupant 

ridedown decelerations (ORD) were within the suggested limits provided in NCHRP Report 350 . 

The results of the occupant risk, determined from accelerometer data, are summarized in Figure 30 . 

Results are shown graphically in Appendix E. The results from the rate transducer are shown 

graphically in Appendix F . 
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8.6 Discussion 

The analysis of the test results for test SDC-2 showed that the barrier adequately contained 

and redirected the vehicle with controlled lateral displacement of the barrier. Detached elements, 

fragments, or other debris from the test article did not penetrate or show potential for penetrating the 

occupant compartment, or present undue hazard to other traffic. Minor deformations to the occupant 

compartment were evident but not considered excessive enough to cause serious injuries to the 

occupants. The vehicle remained upright both during and after the collision. Vehicle roll, pitch, and 

yaw angular displacements were noted, but they were deemed acceptable because they did not 

adversely influence occupant safety criteria or cause rollover. After collision, the vehicle's trajectory 

did not intrude into adjacent traffic lanes. In addition, the vehicle's exit angle was less than 60 

percent of the impact angle as the vehicle was contained along the system. Therefore, test SDC-2 

conducted on the cable guardrail to W-beam transition system was determined to be acceptable 

according to the NCHRP Report 350 criteria. 
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• Test Number ..... , .... , . . .... SDC-2 
v, • Date , . .. , , ...... . ...... . .. . . 8/ 18/98 
v1 • Appurtenance ... .... ......... Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition 

• Three-Strand Cable Guardrai l 

• Vehicle Speed 
Impact . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . IO 1.8 km/hr 
Exit ......... . . ... .. .. .. .. . NA 

Diameter ..... ............ 19.0 mm • Vehicle Angle 

Specification .............. 3 x 7 Wire Rope 
Top Mounting Height ....... 686 mm (center of upper cable) 

• Steel Posts 

Impact ... . .. . ............... 25.2 deg 
Exit ........ .... .......... . NA 

• Vehicle Snagging .. ..... ............ . Minor tire snagging on posts 

Post Nos. IC - 32C ......... W76x8.5 • Vehicle Pocketing ...... .. . ........... None 

• W-Beam Guardrail • Vehicle Stability ..................... Moderate roll angle but stable 

Thickness ......... ... .... 2.66 mm • Occupant Ridedown Deceleration (10 msec avg.) 

Top Mounting Height ....... 686 mm 
• Wood Posts 

Longitudinal ... . .............. 9.25 G's < 20 G's 
Lateral (not required) ... .... . ... 5.97 G's/-7.44 G's 

Spacing .......... , . .. ,.,, 1,905 mm 
PostNos. lW- 2W ......... 140mmx 190mmx 1,080mm 

• Occupant Impact Velocity (Normalized) 
Longitudinal .. ............. ... 6.84 m/s < 12 mis 

Post Nos. 3W - 1 IW ..... . .. 152 mm x 203 mm x 1,829 mm Lateral (not required) ........ . .. 3.77 mis 

• Wood Spacer Blocks 
Post Nos. 3W - l lW ... ..... 152 mm x 203 mm x 356 mm 

• Vehicle Damage ....... . ............. Moderate 
TAD13 ... . .... . . . ............ I-RFQ-4 

• Soil Type .. .. ... , ............ Grading B- AASIITO M 147-65 (1990) 
• Vehicle Model ................ 1994 GMC 2500 (¾-ton) 2WD 

SAE14 ..... .. .... . • .... ...... 0IRFEW3 
• Vehicle Stopping Distance .......... . .. I 1.0 m downstream 

Curb ............ .... .... 2,045 kg 1.07 m on traffic-side face 

Test Inertial ..... .. . . . .... 2,023 kg • I3arrier Damage .............. . ..... .. Extensive 

Gross Static ............. . 2,023 kg • Maximum Dynamic Deflection . ........ Not visible 

Figure 30. Summary of Test Results and Sequential Photographs, Test SDC-2 
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Figure 31. Additional Sequential Photographs, Test SDC-2 
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Figure 35. Impact Location, Test SDC-2 
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Figure 36. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Damage, Test SDC-2 
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Figure 37. Breakaway Cable Terminal Damage, Test SDC-2 
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Figure 38. Upstream Cable Anchorage Damage, Test SDC-2 
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Figure 39. Downstream Cable Anchorage Damage, Test SDC-2 
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9 CRASH TEST NO. 3 

9.1 Test SDC-3 

The 878-kg (1,935-lb) small car impacted the cable guardrail to W-beam transition at a speed 

of99.6 km/hr (61.9 mph) and an angle of20.2 degrees. A summary of the test results and the 

sequential photographs are shown in Figure 41. Additional sequential photographs are shown in 

Figure 42. Documentary photographs of the crash test are shown in Figures 43 and 44. 

9.2 Test Description 

Initial impact occurred at 305-rnm (12-in.) downstream of post no. l C, as shown in Figure 

45. At 0.048 sec. the right-front corner of the vehicle reached the midspan between post nos. SW and 

6W and with the top cable extending over the hood. Later, at 0.053 sec, it was evident that post nos. 

SW and 6W had begun to deflect. The upper cable contacted the A-pillar of the vehicle at 0.078 sec, 

while the right-front comer of the vehicle was near post no. 6W at 0.082 sec after impact. Shortly 

thereafter, the upper cable reached the lower corner of the windshield as post no. 7W began to 

deflect. At 0.100 sec, the right-front tire protruded under the W-beam rail and snagged on post no. 

6W, and at O .110 sec, this vehicle contact caused the blackout to rotate and subsequently split. The 

right-front comer of the vehicle reached the midspan between post nos. 6W and 7W at 0.120 sec and 

with noticeable counter-clockwise vehicle roll away from the rail. At O .141 sec, the maximum lateral 

dynamic post and W-beam rail deflection was observed to be 0.50 m (1.64 ft). At 0.155 sec, the 

right-front comer of the vehicle reached the transition cable bracket on the downstream side of post 

no. 7W, thus causing the cable on the hood to pull up on the bracket. 

At 0.164 sec after impact, the vehicle became parallel to the barrier with a velocity of 82.0 

km/hr (50.9 mph) as the cable was nearly off the hood. The right-front tire extended under the W-
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beam rail and snagged on post no. 7W at 0.178 sec after impact. resulting in the transition cable 

bracket being pulled downward and becoming twisted. At 0.180 sec, the vehicle reached its 

maximum roll angle of 5 .1 degrees and counter-clockwise roll away from the rail. At 0.193 sec, the 

right-front comer of the vehicle was at the midspan location between post no. 7W and 8W as the 

front of the vehicle was moving away from the rail, while the right-front comer was at post no. 8W 

at 0.237 sec. At 0.352 sec after impact, the vehicle exited the barrier at an angle of 7.4 degrees and 

a speed of 78.8 km/hr (49.0 mph) . 

The vehicle's post-impact trajectory is shown in Figures 41 and 46. The vehicle came to rest 

on behind the traffic-side face of the banier system with the right-front tire located 45.7-m ( 150-ft) 

downstream from impact and 13.7 m (45 ft) on the traffic-side face of the barrier. 

9.3 Barrier Damage 

Damage to the barrier was moderate. as shown in Figures 46 through 47. Barrier damage 

consisted mostly of deformed W-beam, displaced steel and wood posts, and stretched cables. Steel 

post no. 1 C and wood post nos. 3 W through 9W were rotated in the soil, as determined either 

visually or by measurements taken at the ground line. Tire contact marks were found on the front 

face of post no. 6W and the front and upstream side faces of post no. 7W. Vehicle contact marks 

were found on the W-beam rail between the post no. SW through 152-mm (6-in.) downstream from 

post no. 7W. All three cables remained intact and no damage was found at either cable anchorage 

device. The steel transition bracket located at post no. 7W was deformed with all three cables pulled 

out. The maximum lateral dynamic post and W-beam rail deflection was 0.50 m (1.64 ft), as 

determined from the high-speed film analysis . 
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9.4 Vehicle Damage 

Exterior vehicle damage was moderate and occurred at several body locations, as shown in 

Figure 48. The vehicle' s front end and hood. right-front bumper. and right-front quarter panel were 

crushed inward toward the engine compartment due to contact with the barrier. The right-front tire 

was deflated while the steel rim was deformed. Evidence of vehicle-rail interlock was also found 

from the front end to the midpoint of the rear quarter panel. Minor deformations were found on the 

right-side floorboard and firewall of the occupant compartment. 

9.5 Occupant Risk Values 

The normalized longitudinal and lateral occupant impact velocities were determined to be 

5.72 m/sec (18.78 ft/sec) and 5.94 rn/sec (19.47 ft/sec), respectively. The maximum 0.010-sec 

average occupant ridedown decelerations in the longitudinal and lateral directions were 2.83 g's/-

3.24 g's and 16.64 g's, respectively. It is noted that the occupant impact velocities (OIV) and 

occupant ridedown decelerations (ORD) were within the suggested limits provided in NCHRP 

Report 350. The results of the occupant risk, determined from accelerometer data, are summarized 

in Figure 41 . Results are shown graphically in Appendix G. The results from the rate transducer are 

shown graphically in Appendix H. 

9.6 Discussion 

The analysis of the test results for test SDC-3 showed that the barrier adequately contained 

and redirected the vehicle with controlled lateral displacement of the barrier. Detached elements, 

fragments , or other debris from the test article did not penetrate or show potential for penetrating the 

occupant compartment, or present undue hazard to other traffic. Minor deformations to the occupant 

compartment were evident but not considered excessive enough to cause serious injuries to the 
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occupants. The vehicle remained upright both during and after the collision. Vehicle roll, pitch, and 

yaw angular displacements were noted. but they were deemed acceptable because they did not 

adversely influence occupant safety criteria or cause rollover. After collision, the vehicle's trajectory 

did not intrude into adjacent traffic lanes. ln addition, the vehicle's exit angle was less than 60 

percent of the impact angle. Therefore. test SDC-3 conducted on the cable guardrail to W-beam 

transition system was determined to be acceptable according to the NCHRP Report 350 criteria . 
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• Test Number ... . .. . . .... . .... SDC-3 

°' • Date ............. . .......... 8/3 1/98 
oo • Appurtenance ................ Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition 

• Three-Strand Cable Guardrail 
Diameter ................. 19.0 mm 
Specification .............. 3 x 7 Wire Rope 
Top Mounting Height ....... 686 mm (center of upper cable) 

• Steel Posts 
Post Nos. IC - 32C ....... .. W76x8.5 

• W-Beam Guardrail 
Thickness . .. . .. .... . ..... 2.66 mm 
Top Mounting I !eight ... . ... 686 mm 

• Wood Posts 
Spacing ........ .. .. ... .. . 1,905 mm 
Post Nos. I W - 2W ..... .. . . 140 mm x 190 mm x 1,080 mm 
Post Nos. 3 W - 11 W ..... . .. 152 111111 x 203 mm x 1,829 111111 

• Wood Spacer Blocks 
Post Nos. 3 W - 11 W ........ 152 111111 x 203 111111 x 356 mm 

• So il Type ...... . .. . ........ .. Grading B-AASHTO M 147-65 (1990) 
• Vehicle Model ................ 1991 Geo Metro 

Curb .................... 753 kg 
Test Inertial .............. 802 kg 
Gross Static ......... ..... 878 kg 

• Vehicle Speed 
Impact ........ . ............. 99.6 km/hr 
Ex it . .. ................. . .. 78.8 km/hr 

• Vehicle Angle 
Impact .................. .. .. 20.2 deg 
Exit ... . .............. . .... 7.4 deg 

• Vehicle Snagging ...... . ........ . . . .. Minor tire snagging on posts 
• Vehicle Pocketing . . .. ....... ..... . ... None 
• Vehicle Stability .............. . ...... Very Stable 
• Occupant Ridedown Deceleration ( IO 111sec avg.) 

Longitudinal ............. . .... 2.83 G's/-3.24 G's < 20 G's 
Lateral .. . ..... . .. . ... . ...... 16.64 G's < 20 G's 

• Occupant Impact Velocity (Normalized) 
Longitudinal .. . .. . . . . . ........ 5.72 m/s < 12 mis 
Lateral ..... . ...... . .... . .. .. 5.94 mis < 12 mis 

• Vehicle Damage ..... . ............... Moderate 
TAD13 ••..................... I-RFQ-3 
SAE14 

•••.•..••••. . . • .••.••• . 0IRDA W2 
• Vehicle Stopping Distance ...... . ...... 45.7 m downstream 

13. 7 m behind traffic-side face 
• Barrier Damage ............... . ...... Moderate 
• Maximum Dynamic Deflection ......... 0.50 m 

Figure 41. Summary of Test Results and Sequential Photographs, Test SDC-3 
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Figure 42. Additional Sequential Photographs, Test SDC-3 
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Figure 45. Impact Location, Test SDC-3 
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Figure 46. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Damage, Test SDC-3 
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Figure 47. Cable Guardrail to W-Bearn Transition Damage, Test SDC-3 
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Figure 48. Vehicle Damage, Test SDC-3 
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10 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

A cable guardrail to W-beam transition was crash tested according to the safety performance 

criteria presented in NCHRP Report No. 350. Three full-scale vehicle crash tests were performed 

to determine whether the system meets current TL-3 impact safety standards specified in NCHRP 

Report 350. Two tests - one using a small car and one with a pickup truck - were used to evaluate 

the potential for vehicle snagging in the region where the cable guardrail transitions into the W-beam 

guardrail. One additional pickup truck crash test was performed to evaluate the potential for 

snagging and pocketing when the pickup impacts the cable guardrail upstream of the BCT terminal 

and deflects the cable guardrail such that the pickup contacts the BCT terminal in a critical manner. 

The first crash test, test SDC-1, was successfully performed with a 2,013-kg (4,438-lb) 

pickup truck impacting 438-mm (17¼-in.) upstream from post no. 14C at a speed of 101.9 km/hr 

(63.3 mph) and an angle of 27.6 degrees. The second crash test, test SDC-2, was successfully 

performed with a 2,023-kg (4,459-lb) pickup truck impacting at the upstream edge of post no. 4C 

at a speed of 101.8 km/hr (63.3 mph) and an angle of25.2 degrees. The third crash test, test SDC-3, 

was successfully performed with a 878-kg (1,935-lb) small car impacting 305-mm (12-in.) 

downstream from post no. lC at a speed of 99.6 km/hr (61.9 mph) and an angle of20.2 degrees. 

Thus, the South Dakota cable guardrail to W-beam transition has successfully met current safety 

standards. A summary of the safety performance evaluation for the three tests is provided in Table 

2. 
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Table 2. Summary of Safety Performance Evaluation Results 

Evaluation 
Factors 

Structural 
/\ . 

Adequacy 

D. 

F. 

Occupant Risk 
11. 

I. 

K. 

Vehicle L. 
Trajectory 

M. 

S - (Satisfactory) 
M - (Marginal) 
U - (Unsatisfactory) 

Evaluat ion Criteria 

Test article should contain and redirect the vehicle; the vehicle should not penetrate, 
underride, or override the instal lation although controlled lateral dencction or the test 
article is acceptable. 

Detached elements, fragments or other debris from the test article should not 
penetrate or show potential for penetrating the occupant compartment, or present an 
undue hazard to other traffic, pedestrians, or personnel in a work zone. 
Oeformations of, or intrusions into, the occupant compartment that could cause 
serious injuries shou ld not be permined. 

The vehicle should remain upright during and afier collision although moderate roll, 
pitching and yawing are acceptable. 

Longitudinal and latera l occupant impact velocities (mi s) should satisfy the fo llowing: 
Preferred Maximum 

9 12 

Longitudinal and lateral occupant ridedown accelerations (G's) shou ld satisfy the 
following: 

Preferred Maximum 
15 20 

After collision it is preferable that the vehicle's trajectory not intrude into adjacent traffic 
lanes. 

The occupant impact velocity in the longitudinal direction should not exceed 12 m/sec and 
the occupant r idedown acceleration in the longitudinal direction should not exceed 20 G's. 

The exit angle from the test article preferably should be less than 60 percent oftest impact 
angle, measured at time of vehicle loss of contact with test devise. 

Test Test Test 
SOC-I SDC-2 SDC-3 

s s s 

s s s 

s s s 

s s s 

s s s 

s s s 

s s s 

s s s 



11 RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based upon the successful completion of the three compliance tests conducted according to 

the NCHRP Report No. 350 safety standards, it is recommended that the Federal Highway 

Administration accept this longitudinal barrier system for use on federal-aid highways located on 

the National Highway System. 
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APPENDIX A 

DESIGN DETAILS FOR CABLE GUARDRAIL TO W-BEA.M TRANSITION 

Figure A-1 . Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details 

Figure A-2. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-3. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-4. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-5. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-6. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-7. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-8. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-9. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-10. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-11. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-12. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-13. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 

Figure A-14. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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M Coble Anchor Is skewed 21 • L.H.F. or R.H.F. 

Closs A or B Roll_. ~loss A Roi. 
(See 

12'- 6' 2_6't 

Transition Brackets 
~2 Required 

2'- 3• 

I I 

L .J 

(See Plate No. 629.03) 

4'- O' B Transition Brocket 

~ o 4'- o· 16'- o· 

Flon.2_ed Channel Steel Posts 

:poclno 

New or 

I 00' t Transition Lenoth 
Poy Limits - Each 

Plan 

Wood Posts With 
6" X 8' X 14' Blocks 

" u " u 

Elevation --

In place Posts 

3 Coble Guordroll 

FlonQed Channel 
Steel Poets 

LIST OF MAJOR COMPONENTS 

2'- 3•. 

NEW CABLE (RESET CABLE 

ITEM 
"Flonoed Channel 

Steel Post 

QUANTITY 

0 16 0 16 

Transition Brocket I 2 I 2 

~• Steel Coble I 3 o 96' t I Reset 
Concrete Anchor I I 

lcompensotlno Devloe! 3 I Reset 
• The S3 X 5.7 steel post moy be substituted 
for the Flonoed Channel Steel Post. 

,Wood Post- Wood Post- ¥1' - 10 Sq. Nut (Golv.l 

Sprlno Stop 4½' Lono <Galv.l 
l'-6" 

Steel or Malleable 

7½" 3• 7½" 

Standard Steel 
Turnbuckle <Golv.l 
(12' Tokeupl -----, ~ _ 61'2_' 

R.H. Thread R.Fi. Thread 

3¾" 

L 2 - ¥1• - IO Sq. 
Flatten 11/1" ____ 2•-1• 
for Wrench 

Typlcol Wedoe 
(See Detail Gl 

Nut <Golv.> Spring Cable End Assembly with Turnbuckle 
(Compensating Device) 

Figure A-1. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details 
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TABLE A 
ROADWAY (i: CURVATURE POST SPACING 

Finished Shoulder Line 
Payment llne fo_r Coble Guardroll 

0• or Less 16' 
More thon 0• to 13° 12' 

Sketch of 2 Typlcol Wedges 
(See Detail Gl 

GENERAL NOTES: Typl~~~}~/out 
The following criteria shall apply In the arrangement of the Spring Coble End Assemblles 
(Compensation Devices> and Turnbuckle Coble End Assemblles: 

2 - 12N - 2 
Thread <TYPl 

Length of Coble Runs 

To 500' - Use Turnbuckle on the approaching traffic end and Compensating 
Device on the other end of each Individual coble, except In the 
Coble Transition where all Compensating Devices shall be at the 

~, ~ ~pr-- I • I 

bridge ends. 

Over 500' to I 000' - Use Compensating Device on each end of each lndlvlduol coble. 

Over I 000' - Start new stretch by lnterlaclng at lost parallel post (See Sketch 
of Typical Layout above), 

The Coble Anchor Brocket shall be fabricated from steel conforming to AASHTO Ml 83, galvanized 
ofter fabrication according to ASTM Al 23. 

Either one of the post alternates may be used but shall be consistent thoughout the project. 
The I section steel post shall be used for the end posts when the flanged channel steel post Is 
used as line posts. 

Payment for 3 Coble Anchor Section or Reset 3 Coble Anchor Section with new 
Anchor and Salvaged Moterlol Is exclusive of the 3 Coble Guordrall which ls pold for at the 
contract unit price per linear foot for 3 Coble Guardrail or Reset 3 Coble Guordroll. 

Compensating Devices must hove a spring rote of 450 + SO Lbs. per Inch and o total 
ovolloble throw of 6" minimum. 

The coble shall be retensloned ofter the lnltlol 2 week pretension period In accordance with the 
followlng table: 

Temperature 120 109 99 89 79 69 59 49 39 29 19 9 -I -II 
Range to to to to to to to to to to to to to to 
(Deg.> II 0 100 90 80 70 60 so 40 30 20 10 0 -10 -20 

Spring 
I l'/4 I½ 13/4 2 21/4 2½ 23/4 3 31/4 3½ 33/4 4 41/4 Compression 

Un.) 

3½" 

Cab I e Sp I Ice 

All Compensating Devices shall be attached to the coble anchor bracket when one end of the run 
ls attached to a bridge. 

Figure A-2. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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Typlcal Intermediate Anchorage Section 

'-nu '-()" 

See Detoll A & B 
and General Notes 

Finished Shoulder Line 

16'-0" Typ,col on TonQent <See Tobie Al 
l:LAf:I 

3/4" 0 Cables 

Ground Line End Posts: See Detoll D ELEVATION Finished End Posts: See Detoll D 
Shoulder 
Line 

Typlcal Approach & Termlnal Sections See Detall H 
For Typlcol 

Lower Cable Connection 1f:(/i~~~~;~--- PLAN to Coble Anchor 
o Upper Coble , 11 • I - 6 Finished Shoulder Lt e 

16'-0" Typlcol 

I 

~ 
DOWNSTREAM ONE WAY ROADWAY ANCHOR PLAN 

Q'-6" 0'-3" 0'-1 11 

Finished Shoulder Llbe 
16'-0" Typical 

4_2_• -o· <See Tobie Al 

Lower Cable TANGENT ANCHOR PLAN 

lpper Coble 
• -i_nN 

Concrete Anchor l"'\l'fVIIVI\ 16' -011 Typical 
on Tan ent See Detail F 18'-0" I - II ·-o· 

(See Tobie Al 
]2111 

-
I I - 0;:u: :,: 

Finished 
Shoulder "'----Line Post 

- - . End Posts: See Detoll " 
Line (See Detoll El 

figure A-3. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 



00 
0\ 

"iQt)t)(I) 

( 
vi 

~ 
0\ 

I:--» 

~ 
~ 
C, 

§ 

i 
i==: 

'D 

~~ 
(.()~ 

~ ~ 
SJ 

I 
I 

I 

I 
~ 

~ 

"Tl 

5 
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-:::r 
(I) 
0.. 

Vl 
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0 
C 

0.. 
(I) 

• 

Line Post 

/ ' 
/ 1 

'\ ,, 

;:' ,=- .=; ..tr 

3" mln.
1 
I 

..,_ r --
-;-

I 
~ 

I 

!-2.wor-klng 
I 

3'-0" Dlometer­
Concr-ete footing 

a• for Flor-ed Anchor 
2" for Downstr-eom One 
Woy Roadway Anchor 
21° for Anchor- at 
BrldQe In Coble Transition 

Point 

14" 

4" 1." 

~-~~~=~ Holes~ ~ , ~ ~ 
I ~ - 8-0-A--

~ 4• 

3" I 3" I 3" 

1-(f)-(f)-(f)-(f)-

31/i'" I 3" I 3" J 3" _I 
~ .... . 

N 
I --

(I) 
- X 0 : 
::c ~ 

• X 0 • 
0~ 
: ,,, 
~ 

.x 
::::.;: . ,,, 

x'o 
/'- .:ao a> 
a, ,,,-....L 

7-'S 
X ,,,O' 

: (I) 

~ La: 
Ov 

(I) 

+ a 
a.. 

a:1-

4'-0" -Coble Anchor- Brocket 3/i6 "r-ound brass rod - Bend 
11/i

6 7 1 
both ends ofter lnstolllng cables Rods to pr-oJect 11/ 2" 

above the concrete 

No. 3 Bors 

Closs M-5 
Concrete 
Cost In 
p lace - No 
forms 
necessary 

" 
II. - - - - _,_ -"- - - .!l 
• I U 

ELEVATION 

le½ 

(T~;~,JI l~I lk[I~ ~yp. 

I 5" I 4• I 
CABLE ANCHOR BRACKET 

8 - 1/◄" round x 18" long steel rods confor-mlng to 
ASTM A449 with the top 6" of the rods galvanized 
according to ASTM Al 53. 

Provide Heavy Hex nuts conforming to ASTM A563 
at each end of each rod plus a flat washer at the top 
end. After the top nuts ore Installed, punch the thr-eods 
to pr-event rotation. 

6"x 14">< 1/◄" Plate - Punch or drlll to 
the some pion pattern as the Cable 
Anchor Brocket. 

DETAIL F CONCRETE ANCHOR 

Figure A-4. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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-A 

~ 
0) 
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~ 
~ 
C, 

§ 
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~ 
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:-0 !x 
0) ~ 0~ I\) fli 
r..o ::t: 

b ~ D1 
-- !lj • 

~ j 

Lock Nu t 

Keeper Rod must 
be Installed 

Cable Anchor Brocket . 
(See Sheet 3 of 6) 

DETAIL H 

0.437" I ' . u • • c.n I 

~ lt - -~~l-~ 
~.203'R Typ. 

I R44" 

CABLE END ASSEMBLY ROD 
CONNECTION TO CABLE ANCHOR BRACKET 

DETAIL G 
TYPICAL WEDGE FOR ALL 

SPLICES & CABLE 
FITT INGS 

Standard Steel 
2 - ¾" - I o Sq Turnbuckle CGalv.) 
Nuts (Golv.l • (12" Takeup) 

I '-6" 

Flatten 1 1/◄" 
for Wrench 

Coble End (Cost Steel 
or Malleable Iron> 

II• 

1ifz• I 3" I 1½" 
R.H. Thread ' 'R.H. Thread! 1 12" ~ 

Flatt en 1 1/◄• 
for Wrench 

DETAIL A 
STEEL TURNBUCKLE CABLE END ASSEMBLY 

Minimum Tensile StrenQth - 25,000 Lbs. 

Typical WedQe 
<See Detail Gl 

Cost Steel or Malleable 
Standard Steel Iron 

l '-6" Turnbuckle (Golv.> 
I 71/2" 3.. 7½. I Cl 2" T akeup> 

R.H. Thread I I R.H. Thread 

Flatten 1 1/◄•----­
for Wrench 

2'-1 • 

DETAIL B 
SPRING CABLE END ASSEMBLY WITH TURNBUCKLE 

(COMPENSATING DEV I CE) 

Spring Stop 4½" Long (Golv.l 
¾" - IO Sq. Nut <Golv.> 

•Typical Wedge 
R.H. Thread <See Detail Gl 

figure A-5. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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~ 
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0, c.o~ I\) 

q, b !t: J.n 
..... ffl ~ 

0) ~ ~ 

3½" 

~ 
I 

-. 

~ 
I 

q 

¾" 0 holes for 
1~•:,f j:I Hook Bolts 

S3x5.7 Steel 
I Beam Post 

11◄" x 8" Plate 

'-:! 

% "Hex Bolt & Nut 
with 2 Washers 

See Sketch No. I 
for hole spacing 

Llne Post with 
End Post Cap & 
End Post Brocket 

Hook Bolt, 
See Detail C 

1~: 
i311 

'-; 

l/411 X 811 18 
Plate 

~ 
I 

'-:! 

411S-- Side View Front View 
Front View Side View Front View 

Sketch No. I 
Line Post 

3/i6" 0 

5,{6 " 0 A.S.H. Hex 
l:locklng Nut or 
approved Shoulder 

Detail D 
End Post 

S3x5. 7 Steel 
I Beam Post 

·•Alternate type hook bolt. 

o/i6" 0 A.S.H. 
Hex Nuts 

must equ~I tearing Mr 
area of ¾6" • 
standard nut ::t½" ~ R.H. Thread 

Detail C 
Hook Bolt 

~ 

Detail E 
Line Post 

13/~ "0 holes for ¥4
11 bolts 

41// long with nuts and washers. 
4,, \. Bolts torqued to I 00± 20 Ft.Lbs. 

.-::====== .... -.\. after post Is driven. 

I~ 
I~ End Post 

Bracket 

L4" x 3" x 1/◄" x 8" Long 
Section A-A 

STEEL I BEAM CABLE GUARDRAIL POST 

Figure A-6. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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I 
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~ 

~ 
I C, 

§ 
e: 
~ 
;:::: 

( 
'.b 

~~ 
OI ~~ 
~ 

Q! OI 

,,,:, 13/4• x 1 11◄" x 1/a" x 211◄" Long 
Hook Bolts\ 

¾" Steel Cables\ ' 

• I 7 ~ . 
13½" 
1 1/a" 

3/is" x 26" Long 

I~,~ I~ , 1111 
·Finished 
Shoulder 
Line 

4 lbs/ft 
Flanged 
Channel 
Steel 

l/4"R 

I~ 

I 
~ 

~ 

----IJPost 

·I 2"x6"x6"xl /8~ 
Anchor Plate 
or Alternate 
Anchor Plate 

1fo" Dia. 
A.S.H. 

1 1 Hex Nut 
¼•Dia. A.S.H. Hex Bocking 
Nut or approved Shoulder 
must equal tearing area 
of 1/i6 " standard nut 

Hook Bolt 

Front View Side View 

1.75" 

DETAIL E 
Alternate Line Post 

~-

I 2"x6"x6"x I /8" 
Anchor Plate 

~ 6" I_J-; 

¾,"Dfo-\;; Zr- } 
~fa • x 2½" bolt with 

A-A nut and heavy duty 
lock washer 

I 6" I 1/a,._J_ 

Anchor Plate 

3/isvl¾ 

ll/2" 
Min. 

Bar: ½" x ½" x 2" Long 

End Post Cap 

Ii: of 
1/2"0 
hole 

3/4"· 

1/is" Dia. 

!!." 
1~ l/4'7r 

• ,~:u~ 
FLANGED CHANNEL STEEL CABLE GUARDRAIL POST Alternate 

Anchor Plate GENERAL NOTES: 
Flanged Channel Steel Posts shall be produced from high strength steel according to ASTM A499 Grode 60. 

Alternate Anchor Plate shall be ASTM A36 steel. Anchor Plate Is carbon steel sheet. 

Bolt per ASTM A354 Grade BO or BC. Nut per ASTM A563 Grade DH. 

Finish: 
Bolt - Cadmium plated per ASTM Al 65-80 Type OS except using clear chromate. 

Post S. Anchor Plate - High quollty dork green outdoor acryllc enamel. 

Alternate Anchor Plate - unfinished. 

Figure A-7. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 



Bend over ofter 
t. I ¾" X I 1/◄" X 1/a" X 2 'I◄" Long Coble Is Installed 

Cop: 3" X ¾s • X 27' Long 

I 
' 
I 
' 
I 
' 
I 
' 

,...I 
-,+ 

t' 
-----T-----

rn 

GENERAL NOTES: 

Bar: ½" X ½" X 2" Long 

Upper Coble 

w Beam 
1" Dia. Guor droll 

Use Standard Button 
Head Spllce Bolt 

Lower Coble 

Mlddle Coble 

3 ½" 

Steel used In the fabrication of the bracket shall conform to ASTM A36. 
The bracket shall be golvonlzed ofter fobrlcotlon accor d ing to ASTM Al 23. 

s 
D 
o W BEAM TO 3 CABLE TRANSmON BRACKET 
0 
T 

Figure A-8. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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GENERAL NOTES: 

¼"Ola.hole drl lled 
through post & block 

l"t 

5/a" Ola. Bel 

TOP VIEW 

Top of post and top of 2-20d Galvanized or 
block to be flush. ungolvonlzed common nolls . 

Alternate noll posltlon __ ..;:::,,~.;,c_- ~ I½' Mln • 

. -... 
<D 

I 3/~• Round Golv . 
Steel Washer 

5/a' Ola. Bolt 

6"x8" 
Post 

3.s·· 

6"x8"xl 4' 
Block 

J 21··· 
½"Min, 

Finished Edge of Roadway, 
Finished Shoulder Line, 
Instollotlon Una or Front 
Face of Curb . 

- ---Asphalt Concrete 

• 4.5' at MELT or BCT nose to 3.5' 
at MELT or BCT tangent point 
when MELT or BCT Is used alone. 
3.5' at MELT or BCT nose when 
used In conjunction with coble 
transitions . 

-- The 27 Inches shal l be 
measured from the gutter 
surface when guardrail ls 
over front face of curb . 

Dimensions shown In these plans lllustrotlng height of posts and roll above 
the stated surfaces are nominal. 

Top of posts and top of block to be true square cut . 

s 
0 
0 
0 
T 

W BEAM GUARDRAIL POST INSTAUATTON 

Figure A-9. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
91 

January Zl, /9'.J1 

PLATE NUJIBER 
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1 ' - 9" I 2' - 6" or 25' - O" · 

6'-3" (TYP.l 

l 
't_ Post Bol t Slot It_ Post Bolt Slot 't_ Post Bolt Slot 

·1 ,-- ----- ------•-----------!I-"'--~ I • " I • I I • II 

~~ --~"it::=======~===~=:::::::::::::::::::::=====~~,,,,, _________ _ 
\ \ \ 

;:.. 
N 

Over W Beam End Section 

\ 

"-Lop Guordroll 
tGround Line 

Lop In Direction 
of Traffic 

W Beam End Section <Flared> 

GENERAL NOTES: 

Al I beam t:ype ouordroll shall be Type I. 

There wlll be no separate payment for furnishing and tnstolllng W Beam End 
Sections (Flared) or W Beam Terminal Connectors. All costs for some to be 
Included In the contract unit price per linear foot for the guordroll Involved. 

Beam section lengths may be 12'-6" and / or 25'-0'. The combination of 
section lengths used shall be compotlble wl-th the run of the roll called 
for In the plans. 

W Beam End Sec-tlons <Flared> shall only be used rn a one way Traffic situat ion 
In the Trofllng End Termlnol shown on Plate Number 630.25. 

~II 9. 1998 

s 
0 
0 
0 
T 

INSTALLATION OF W BEAM GUARDRAIL 
PLATE NUMBER 

630. 04 

Figure A-10. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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SECTION THRU RAIL ELEMENT 

Sheet Thickness 

I" Dia. x 1/16 • Deep Recess 
One or Bot h Sides 
(Recess against ralll 

I 

\ 
\ 
I 

I 

SPLICE BOLT POST BOLT - Slmilar Except 18" Long 

L----~~~-~- ~ ~ ~--~ 
2"(-1/4",+ l 1/4") j 

RAIL SPLICE 
Lap In Dir ection 
of Traffic 

s 
D 
o W BEAM RAil RAIL SPLICE AND HARDWARE 
0 
T 

Figure A-11. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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¾" Post Bol t 

i Rai l 
Element 

September 9, /996 

PLATE NUMBER 

630.06 

Sheet I of I 
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""1 0 t:) t:) Cl) 

::e: 
;:: t:0 

~i 
~c, ...... ~ 
--::t,;;; 

~e: 
~ 

~t:0 
- ::io ~~ ~s:: 
~;!1: 

i=!~ 
00~ ~! 

I 
130' for nonflorod lnstollotlons or 37.5' when tho coble transition lo Installed - flared or nonflored. 
Some slope as molnllne lnslope - may be oa stHp oa 2,1 If coble trons11ton ls Inst alled. 
0,02 slope la normally used but up to 0.10 slope la allowed. 
411 Is dealroble slope, If lmproctlool o 311 maximum slope moy be used - 211 lf coble t ransition la Installed. 
Any slope allowed - 2,1 or flatter preferred. 

Surfaced 
Embankment 

~ 
Flnl&hed Edge of Roodwoy :__.;;;;» I 
Finished ShOulder Line, lnstollotlQn 
Line or Front Face of Curb 

0 
J7'-6" Porabajlc_ Curve 

PL AN 

'SEE DETAIL A S4S IFINISH FOUR SIDES! 

W Beam End 
Section !Buffer> 
11•• Radius 

ELEVATI ON 
Trim Poat 
oa Required 

Modified w Beam Connecto, 
!See Plate No. 630.09> 

lll.' 

Approx. 
'26" Bend 

~ 

S££ 
DETAIL· 

B 

J'.• Olo. Holes• 

2¾' Olo. Hole• •-

~ ,~ 
I 1/~l~tr ~~~~~~ulor 
VIEW A-A •All holes centered on respective aides 

GENERAL NOTES, 
WOOD BREAKAWAY POST 

Coble shall be 3/4", Type 11, Closs A Coating conforming to AASHTO M30. 

PLAN DETAI L A 

ELEVATION DETAIL A 

Steel tubes shall meet the requirements of ASH.4 Specification ASOO, Grode B, and shall be oolvonlzed 
fabrication In accordance with the requirements of AASHTO Specification Ml 11 . 

ofter 

The Anchor Brocket, Soll Plate and Bearing Plate shall be fabricated from steel conforming to ASTM A36 and gol vonlzed 
ofter fabrication occordln<J to ASTM Al 23. 

i -
"'II 

~~~ 
!=)~ 

The w Beom End Section (Buffer) shall be 12 goge golvonlzed steel. 
All hardware shall be galvanized according to ASTM Al 53. 
The contract unit price per each for W BEAM GUARDRAIL BREAKAWAY CABLE TERMINAL Is to Include the anchor bracket, coble 
assembly, steel t ubes, soil plates, bearing plate, pipe s leeve, W beam end section (buffer), modified W beam termlnol 
connecter and all hardware to attach some. The wood breakaway posts and ouordroll wlll be pair for at the contract 
unit price per llneor foot for W BEAM GUARDRA IL STRA IGHT, CLASS A, WOOD POSTS, 

SI, 
I\) ~m :,, 

~ 

Figure A- 12. Cable Guardrail to W-Bcam Transition Design Detai ls (Continued) 
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1fo • x I• x 8" Pl a t e 
Tock Welded to 
5/8" Plate 

1-1 /16" 
Dia. 

{ - I 

%"Ste e l 
Pla t e 

co 

1: 4" ~~.. J 
BEARING PLATE DETAILS 

3• 

9" 9" 
RECTANGULAR PLATE WASHER 2' - 0" 

SOIL PLATE 

Bear ing 
Plate 

2" x 6" Standard 
Go lvonlzed 
Plpe Sleeve---... 
(2.375" 0.0.) 
I' Steel Wosher-

S½"x?i/2" 
Wood Breakaway 
Post 

0.1875"--,~ 
Tube 
Thickness --.,---.......,-

DETAIL C 

¾" Dia. 
Ho les 

·J 
3/4" Dia. Hole --+-'"' 
Thr u Tube 
and Post 

Ground 
Line 8"x6"x0. I 875" 

STEEL TUBE 
DETAIL 8 

Steel Tube 

7'15" min. thickness 

I " Dia. Stud 

I" Jam Nut 

END PLATE 

I • Stud 

3/◄"Bolt-~~ 
Hole Standar d Swoged 

Connection for 
3/◄• Coble 

I" Steel Washer 
Neutral 
Axis 

3/s" R. 

SECTION A-A 
(END PLATE REMOVED) ANCHOR BRACKET DETAILS 

6'-6" 

I " Dia. x 7" Lon 211/" " 51/◄" 

Stud Thr eaded 3/ u II~ 1 3/4• Coble t o be Swoge Connected 
Entir e Length 18 r- -j r-%" I L . 

Ulllllll!lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllilllllllllllllll( LJ [ ~ = a ~ ~ =t 1=-rn1=111111=111111=111111=11111=111111=-111111=-111111""'111111"""11111!"""1llll"""llllll 

I%" 1 1/◄• ~3/4• Dia. Galvanized Coble 
Standard Swoged Fitting And Stud CABLE ASSEMBLY M(Jlj 7. f9'F 

s 
D 
D 
0 
T 

W BEAM GUARDRAIL BREAKAWAY CABLE 
TERMINAL (NEW RAIL-STEEL TUBE) 

Figure A-13. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
95 

PLATE NUMBER 

630.22 

Sheet 2 of 2 



L =(GNeut ral Axis af Beam~emen;_ 

f-__ [ ~_-: _ __,_)_z_~_=-~==2_·=-=) 6~" :_-__ _/ ___ ~_
3~j 

Approx. 26• bend and extra hole required only for Modified Eccentric Loader Terminal 
or Breakaway Coble Termlnol oppllcotlon (Modified W Beam Terminal Connector> 

3• 

1.062" 

GENERAL NOTES: 

Spllce Bolt 
r. Slots 
'I:. 2YJi• X 3' 

a½· 

Cf. 
4 Bolt Insert 

4• 4• 2" 

I 
_j(±)-

1 I 

Typlcol Location-I" Steel 
Wosher-8 Required 

W Beam Termfnal Connector 

11.134• 

I 

--$-
2.000· 

I" Steel Washer 
W Beam Termlnol Connectors shall be 10 gouge. 
When the W Beam Terminal Connector Is used to connect guordroll to the bridge, I" Steel 
Washers ore to be used In the splice and In direct contact with the 3' slot of the 
W Beam Terminal Connector. This means that the washers wlll be Inside the W Beam 
Terminal Connector when the guordroll Is lopped over the W Beam Terminal Connector 
and outside the W Beam Terminal Connector when the guordroll ls lopped under the 
W Beam Terminal Connector. 
There wlll be no separate payment for furnishing and lnstolllng W Beam Connectors. 
All costs for some shall be lncldentol to the unit price bid per llneor foot 
for the guordroll Involved. October 4, 1996 

s 
D 
D 
0 
T 

W BEAM TERMINAL CONNECTOR 
AND 1" STEEL WASHER 

Figure A-14. Cable Guardrail to W-Beam Transition Design Details (Continued) 
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APPENDIX B 

ACCELEROMETER DATA ANALYSIS, SDC-1 

Figure B-1. Graph of Longitudinal Deceleration, Test SDC-1 

Figure B-2. Graph of Longitudinal Occupant Impact Velocity, Test SDC-1 

Figure B-3. Graph of Longitudinal Occupant Displacement, Test SDC-1 

Figure B-4. Graph of Lateral Deceleration, Test SDC-1 

Figure B-5. Graph of Lateral Occupant Impact Velocity, Test SDC-1 

Figure B-6. Graph of Lateral Occupant Displacement, Test SDC-1 
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W5: Longitudinal Deceleration - Test SOC-1 (EDR-4) 
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RATE TRANSDUCER DATA ANALYSIS, SDC-1 

Figure C-1. Graph of Roll, Pitch. and Yaw Angular Displacements, Test SDC-1 
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APPENDIXD 

ACCELEROMETER DATA ANALYSIS, SDC-2 

Figure D-1. Graph of Longitudinal Deceleration, Test SDC-2 

Figure D-2. Graph of Longitudinal Occupant Impact Velocity, Test SDC-2 

Figure D-3. Graph of Longitudinal Occupant Displacement, Test SDC-2 

Figure D-4. Graph of Lateral Deceleration, Test SDC-2 

Figure D-5. Graph of Lateral Occupant Impact Velocity, Test SDC-2 

Figure D-6. Graph of Lateral Occupant Displacement, Test SDC-2 
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Figure G-1. Graph of Roll, Pitch, and Yaw Angular Displacements, Test SDC-3 
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