
 

Bridge(s) is new 

construction or being 

reconstructed (including 

widening  bridge 

structure)? 

Project Letting Sept. 1, 

2020 or later, AND on 

Texas Highway Freight 

Network (THFN)? 

Is 18.5’ vertical clearance 

being attained on 

applicable Bridges on 

this project? 

Thoroughly describe in Design Deviation Form: 

-Why the 18.5’ value(s) can’t be attained on this 
project or future projects in the project limits; 
Explanation should be complete as to the hard 
constraints that are in place (ROW, Util,
Environmental, Drainage, etc.).

-What are the values that can be attained by the 
proposed design? 

-Age and condition of existing bridge structure.

-Include a description of alternatives considered 
and the reasons for eliminating alternatives.

- The selection of an alternate route (Must be On-
system) is highly recommended if vertical 
clearance is not achievable on the primary route.
If there is no possibility of an alternate route that 
would allow the vertical clearances to be met now 
or in the future, explain in detail why.

What coordination will be required with Local 
Governments, MPO, and other entities to 
determine the viability of designating the 
Alternate Route as part of the THFN? 

Is 18.5’ vertical 

clearance currently met 

on the Alternate 

Route? 

-What vertical clearance values are currently attained on the 
proposed Alternate Route? 

-(For Non-adjacent alternate routes only). What future 
improvements/programmed projects are proposed to attain 
the vertical clearance criteria on the proposed Alternate 
Route? 

-(For Adjacent alternate routes only). What improvements 
are proposed on the current or future projects to attain the 
vertical clearance criteria on the proposed Alternate Route? 

-What impacts are projected on the alternate 
route (adjacent or non-adjacent). Traffic/Truck 
impacts, Pavement life-cycle impacts, LOS
impacts, etc.?

-What improvements (or future improvements) 
are being proposed to the alternate to alleviate 
the anticipated impacts? 

END: DESIGN DEVIATION 

REQUEST NOT REQUIRED. 

NO 

NO 

NO – Proceed to Design 

Deviation Request Process 

YES 

YES 

YES 

Adjacent (e.g., frontage 

road, C-D’s.) 
Non-adjacent

Non-adjacent 

YES 

NO 

Provide Final Narrative of why the design 
deviation request should be approved (include 
proposed alternate route if applicable). 
Narrative should include the overall plan as a 
whole to achieve vertical clearances in the 
Freight Corridor. 

Submit memo and Design Deviation Form to 
Design Division Field Section Lead. 

Design Deviation Form reviewed 

by Deviation Committee (may be 

iterative process with District). 

Is Alternate Route 

Adjacent OR Non-

adjacent? 

Texas Highway Freight Network Design 

Deviation Request Process for Bridge 

Vertical Clearance 

The selection of an alternate route is a last, not first option, in addressing Freight 

Network vertical clearances; the premise is that there is simply no viable 

alternative on this particular project, or in the foreseeable future, where the 18.5’ 

vertical clearance values can be achieved. Any selection of an alternate route 

should be done with the intention of planning for and providing the needed 

vertical clearances on the alternate route.  If approved, the alternate route would 

ultimately be incorporated as the primary route on the Freight Network.  

Draft – available for use (dated 12-06-17) 

Is there a future 
programmed project(s) 
(e.g, in STIP) that would 

allow the 18.5’ to be 
achieved in the project 
limits? If yes describe in 

detail with timeline. 

NO 

YES 

YES 

NO 

Alternate Route 
proposed?  


