UTA ==x inspect’ech

Utah Transit Authority’s
New Transit Asset Management System

Complete Inspection and Management Software



High-Level Current State of Affairs

New Regulations and greater oversight
Scarcity of resources

Aging Infrastructure

High Construction and Maintenance Costs
Data Overload on Owners

Bigger Need + Fewer Resources = ?

No room for errors or wasted efforts



Overarching Purpose of TAM

* To ensure a safe and reliable infrastructure for
customers/users.

* To protect the investment into the infrastructure
by detecting problems before they deteriorate to
the point where they create unsafe conditions or
threaten operations.

* Creating an optimized strategy to maintain
assets in a state of good repair.




Typical Transportation Asset Management Cycle

Set
Set Policy, Develop Performance Develop Evaluate Evaluate
Goals, —1 Technical | Targets Inventory —{ Equipment 1 Service
Objectives Specifications (reliability, Database Performance Performance
safety, etc.)
PROCURE NEW ASSETS ASSETS DELIVERY ﬂ SERVICE PERFORMANCE
F
Evaluate Asset Collect & Report Estimate Capital Prioritize Asset Rehabilitate/
Physical — ManageData Data Investment —{ Re-investment 4 Replace (New)
Condition Needs
ASSET CONDITION ASSESSMENT ASSET RE-CAPITALIZATION




Project Background

UTA =x

* Multi-modal public transportation system in the
greater Salt Lake City area

* National TAM Pilot Software Grantee

* Building a new integrated TAM system primarily
focused on rail and facility assets (track, signals,
crossings, rolling stock, ...)

* Adding onto the existing bridge inspection and
management system



Objective

* Implement an electronic TAM tool that:

Supports critical decisions for safety, planning, and maintenance

Provides an overview of the complete asset inventory with its
condition and properties

Quickly flags safety critical items for immediate repair

Provides a risk assessment and schedule of the most
economical time to rehabilitate or replace an asset

Gives management a tool to set immediate and long term
budgets based on the condition of the system as evaluated by
the technical staff

(FRA Grant Objective) Develop systems and tools which can be
easily shared with others interested in the development and/or
Improvement of the current asset management system



System Modules

Inspection

Condition
Inventory

Maintenance

Deterioration




Integration — Connected/Disconnected

Start inspection on
laptop/tablet

Submitted to Web-
Server when in
office

Report continued
from any computer

Submitted for review

Reviewed and
approved online

Able to run reporting
and searching on
data

Inspection

Management
A

™ 7

Omline Version -~ Server

Collector Manager

NYSDET Nenwork

1 1iinspection conducted at structune l
using Bridgelnspest ™ Collector on laptop |
1 ortablet computer (multiple teams).
When done on-site the report is sent to
:L Collecter Online Server

----------------------------------------

2) Once the field work is
1 donethe repon s

i available from any

E computer via the

l netwaork. The same

1 software usedio inspect
' e repont can be
accessed via a website
and the report reviewed
and completed,

R
FL B

] ]

3)Bridgelnspect TMManager is available
from any NYSDOT computer

with usermame/password

Function include:

g - Review and approval of all
inapection reports.

ld

-Accessio all bridge
pictures, skeiches, and
cther files.

- Creation of standard and
cushm reponts

- Diata and maintenance
neads available with al
supporting informatian for
Capital Planning.

- Interface customized for
NYSDOT



Core System used on Multiple Asset Types

Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority Messages: 0 new s
Bﬂ‘dge and Structure fﬂ'ﬁ‘PEﬂ'ﬂﬁﬂ S"Efﬂ'm Quilck Sebect: 710
inspect‘ech

WHMATA : Administrator, InspectTech Lot

Main homeness ¥ A Gn




Extensive Structure Detalls

Abut. D607
Pier DaGIS
Pier D4624
Piar D4642
Pier D 4651
Pier Ddo®l

Pier D433

PGL. (Top of Low Roil}-\

100 i e 3 | _ - _ S . R i ]
H UNIT 4656
29 UNIT 4638
Y UNIT 4611 r

WMain Administration _ﬂ— E

-——— — ’ = E —

40 R O [ R . SR S B it N S S

nesota Avenue Ad AR0:00 AE% 0N

T T e e P e
12/08/2005 Minnesata Avenue Asrial Structurs Minnesota Avenue Asrial Structurs Wabb, Gersld Bridge Approved on 6/24/2010

Minnesota Avenue Aerial Structure Sub-Assets:

Show Assets in IMiﬂﬂeSUta Avenue Aerial Structure by I[AH Assets] x| I Filter Displayed Inspection Type: |Routine &

12/08/2009 1116600 Abutment 2432 1EHOE MNone Webb, Gerald Eridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/08/2009 1116700 Span 2437 [B None Webb, Gerald Bridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/03/200% 1116800 Span 2437 OB MNone Limones, Jose Eridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/03/2009 1116300 Crossbox/Pier 2442 [ER0E None Limones, Jose Bridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/08/2009 1117000 Span 2447 [B MNone Webb, Gerald Eridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/03/2009 1117100 Span 2447 QOB None Limones, Jose Bridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/03/200% 1117200 Crossbox/Pier 2452 1ELOE MNone Limones, Jose Eridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/08/2009 1117300 Span 2457 [B None Webb, Gerald Bridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/03/200% 1117400 Span 2457 QOB MNone Limones, Jose Eridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
02/04/2010 1117500 Crossbox/Pier 2462 IEROB None Webb, Gerald Bridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
0z/04/2010 1117600 Span 2467 [B MNone Webb, Gerald Eridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %
12/07/2009 1117700 Span 2467 OB None Limones, Jose Bridge Approved on 6/24/2010 %




Example of Inspection Forms

/- Bridgelnspect Collector - Windows Internet Explorer

—
@ A a bridgeinspect.com "| o [ X |b
= »
7.0 Favorites | @ Bridgelnspect Collactor ‘ - £ - [=) mm - Page~ Safety ~ Took~
Span 5398 OB Box Girder | Rpt. Info Grosvenar Aerial Structure | Main Menu |
Fracture Critical Aress Form ZYB::X Girder Ewlel\:rYB:x Girder \nlerl::vYTlad( Bed snd Dedk Form 22 |* Besrings | Flsgs E Flagﬂ :
= TRACK BED AND DECK ‘ | 2 | Safety Walk Remarks | EE S E
1 Tuspect: e — N A [SH | A
»
- Safety walk plate at 539+55 not =
a. Deck ‘ ‘ attached.
- 65 of the 242 safety walk screws are
missing, 5 plates completely unattached.

b. Conduits N ‘ ‘

Photo: m Photo: W Photo: W

¢. Exposed or deteriorating rebars ‘ ‘

d Grout Pads ‘ ‘ —

Flags: |

o Handrails ! EEA |SH |E |A |

‘ ‘ I A flag iz present for this item. Go to the 1

Flags form for more details.
e f e y= TR
f Acoustic Panels N ‘ ‘ Description:
€ Fencing m ‘ ‘
h Safety Walk 4 - Safety walk plate at 539+55 not attached. &
v
S5 blan m4m mmEaball

i Unit Abgnment ‘ ‘

Central Database Value

i Joints (Expansion, ‘ |

construction, cold)




Critical Parts of Inventory/Inspection

* Inventory of all Assets

* Need to know what Is there and basic
properties

« Geometric data, material information
» Drawings/Plans (with all repairs/rehabs)

* Condition data on all Assets
e Current information
* Past information



Inspection Condition Data

* Quantification via a Rating Scale

* Need to be able to compare relative
conditions within an asset and between
assets

* Subjective results via Narrative
Text
* Need to be able to have descriptions

iIndicating the scope and nature of the
condition



Supporting Information

* Pictures

» Digital pictures for overall inventory and
every deficiency

* Videos

« Can be appropriate to show time based
effects of live loads or multiple angles

* Sketches/Drawings

* Test/Sensor Results
» Boring information, Stress readings



UTA TAM Inventory

Guideway
1GW)

Ballasted
Trackwork
(Bs)

Embedded Track
(ET)

Train Control
(Tc)

Signal House
(5H)

Interlockings
()

Direct Fixation
Track
(DFT)

Cut Section
cs)

Guideway Curb
(GC)

Utah Transit Authority Elements (Level 1 & 2)

Rail Stations
(RS)

Electrification
Systems
(ES)

Traction Power
Substations
(TPSS)

Office System =
SCADA

Grade Crossing
1GC)

Overhead
Centenary System
{ocs)

Guideway
Drainage
(GD)

Structures Rolling Stock
(5T} (RS)
Bridges
(BR) Locomotives
(LO]}
Retaining Walls
(RW) Passenger Cars
(PC)
Sound Walls
(sw)

Stray Current
Control

Traffic Signals
(T5)

(5CC)

Fence
(FE)

Fiber Optic Cable
& Conduit
(FO)

Office System
(05)

Positive Train
Control

[PTC]

Crossing
(PX)

At-Grade Center High-block
Platform o
(cP)
At-Grade Side T
Platform o
I5P)
e center Sidewalk
Platform o
[ECP)
Elevated Side T
Platform o
(ESP)
Platform Canopy Bus Parking
Ica) (8P}
Ticket Vendi
Snowmelt System et Vending
(5M) Machine
[TWm)
il : El ic F
Tactile Tile ec‘trnn..? are
(TT) Collection
Machine (EFC)
Electronic 5|g_nage S—
and Graphics ek
(ES)
Pedestrian




Asset Naming Convention

Sub-System Element Sub-Element1 Sub-Element 2 Mile Post Drawing Group

North/ ) Ballasted Mile Post
South TRAX Guideway Trackwork Tangent Track 1.0 Track



Main Screen — Asset Search

Search by Search by
Map Asset ID

W https://utatam.bridgeinspect.c.. 0~ @ 2 C X H @ Eridgelnspect Collector

Utah Transit Authority Messages: 0 new (view ) i
U T A TranSlt ASSE! Management Type Aszet name here
in sne cl e c ll View Asset group
| Main Administration Views GI5 | Help InspectTech : Administrator, InspectTech (Losout)
— ——
gr—

Utah Transit Authority Sub-Systems

Airport TRAX FrontRunner North FrontRunner South

Intermodal Hub Extension Mid Jordan TRAX North/South TRAX

Search
by Line

X

University TRAX West Valley TRAX




Visualization (Mapping)
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Asset Type Search — Asset Tree

Line

af '|@ https://utatam.bridgeinspect.c.. 2 ~ @ B¢ X H -:f_;l Bridgelnspect Collector | ‘ <
Utah Transit Authority Messages: 0 new (view)
U T A % Transit Asset Management Type Asset name here
= View Asset group
inspect’ech

& Main | Administration | Views | GIS | Help InspectTech : Administrator, InspectTech (Lozout )

North/South TRAX

M5 Guideway
=/ NS Train Control

ASSet __} 4 Grade Crossing

4 Interlocking

Typ eS =~ Signal House
MSE-TC-5H-5EH-1.5-NS5L 59509

- MNSE-TC-GC-GCEH-1.6-MNS5L 59797
MNSE-TC-5H-5EH-1.5-MN55L 59776
MSE-TC-GC-GCEH-2.2-MN55L 59741 L
MNSE-TC-SH-SEH-2.3-NSSL
MSE-TC-GC-GCEH-2.7-MN55L 59656
MSE-TC-GC-GCEH-3.1-M55L 59654

- NSE-TC-GC-GCEH-4.0-MNSS5L 59580

- NSE-TC-SH-SEE-4.2-NSSL 59544
NSE-TC-GC-GCEH-4,5-MS5L 59505
MSE-TC-GC-GCEH-5.4-MN55L 59419
MSE-TC-5H-5EH-5.5-NS55L 59407
MNSE-TC-SH-5EE-5.6-M55L 58399
MSE-TC-GC-GCEH-5.7-MN55L 59387 )

m

Assets

RICE Tr ~/ </ CL £ RIECE CATW

] 4 m | b




Asset Detalls

| I - s

e( S | 2 hitps://utatam.bridgeinspectc.. O~ @ B ¢ X H 2 Bridgelnspect Collector X
Utah Transit Authority Messages: § new [ view )
UTA % Transit Asset Management Type Asset name hers
= View Asset group
inspect’ech

| Main | Administration | Views GIS | Help InspectTech : Administrator, InspectTech (Lozout)
=

Parent Asset: Signal House

Asset Name: NSE-TC-SH-SEH-1.5-NSSL $9809
Asset Code: NSE-TC-SH-SEH-1 5-NSSL ! Asset Create New

Asset Type: Signal House Details InSpeCtion

Report Details = Create Report

In Progress Reports:

Creation Date Inspection Date Report Type Report Status m

04/03/2012 04/03/2012 Signal Inspection In progress

02/20/2012 02/20/2012 R Signal Inspection In progress _j *
Reports Pending Approval:
No reports
Approved Reports

X [reportstaens  Jear  Jacton ]

| 04/04/2012 | 04/04/2012 |5igna| Inspigtion |Appruved on 04/04/2012 | | P

| 04/03/2012 | 04/02/2012 \ |5igna| Inspectk |Appruved on 04,/03/2012 | | 'R

— N -
4 o — N\ T »
‘\‘ )

Inspection Report
Status



Guideway Inspections

Guideway
Inspection

Frequency

Hi-Rail Truck
Inspection and/for
Walking

Inspection

Weekly

Switch Inspection

Mechanized
Cross-tie

Inspection

Uitrasound
Inspection

Geometry Car
Test Inspection

Joint Bar
Inspection

Identify FRA Defects far all

Guideway Sub-Elements

Monthly

Identify FRA Switch Defects for
all Guideway Crossover and
Turnout Sub-Elements

Special

As Needed

Annual

Annual

Annual

Ientify FRA Defects for all Guideway Sub-

Elements when needed outside of normal
inspection schedule

Identity FRA Defects for all
Guideway Sub-Elements
based on Mechanized Cross-
tie Ingpection

Identity FRA Defects for all
Guideway Sub-Elements
based on Ultrasound
Inspection

Identify FRA Defects far all
Guideway Sub-Elements
based on Geometry Car Test

Identify FRA Joint Bar Defects

Biannual for all Guideway Trackwork
{Ballasted, Embedded, Direct

Fixaction) Sub-Elements




Current Guideway Inspection Form

Report # UTA Track Inspection Report Date

FrontRunner Morth

Inspector Name
Employee Nomber
Track Traversed | Loeation or FRA Defect Found | Remedial Action Taken Dake of Repair
NE 5B Mile Post
1
|
i
|
Comments:

Sign:




Guideway FRA Defect Tracking Form

(2 Bridgelnspect Collector

/inspection | PhotosFiles |
/" inspegtion Info | Inspection Report | Maintenance | Print Report |




Signal House Inspectons

Signal Frequency

Inspection

Ground Test

Standby Power
Test
30-Day
Inspection

Signals and
Housing

Inspection

Impedance Bond

Inspection

Track Condition Sl
inspection

Z-4 Year
Bul Inspection®

10 Year

Insulation
Inspection

Resistance Test

Complete Tests and log Maintenance items

Special Inspection As Needed for Signal House when needed outside of
normal inspection schedule

* Each relay, the functioning of which affects the safety of train aperations or that affects the
proper operation of a crossig warning system shall be tested at least once every four years.
Alternating current vane type relays shall be tested once every two years.



Current Signal House Inspection Form

SIGNAL INSPECTION

SIGNAL HOUSE =

MONTHLY |3 MONTES |

]

SIGNATURE

GlgOLINT
PMOWER

IMPEIANCE
NDS

23,
STANDIRY

i
i ' | )
| [ | ' | I
1 | . | 7
. . E— _ ! 1; - a
[ i | | | |
I 1 T
! | | i ! ! |
[ | | - i - |
| l - | |
| — | 1 | — 1 | . _:
: [ i i | I
.
1 |
. .
|
. |
= | ! | |
| S— | ! ! — S I S
: | : _
i | |
] ! T i 1
{ |
[ — R e — v
|
E | | !

C- Test complete. Equipment in satisfactory condition.
*R- Repairs or replacement neaded.
*A- Adjostment made and test complete. Equipment in satisfactory condition.
*N- Daes not apply.
* Explain on back of form.




Current Signal House Inspection Form

Relay Test

FRA 236.106

Railroad: - e Division:
Diale Lacalian Rolay Maruf Coil | MNo.aof Sorial ) -Dl'r-:-r- | Pick Working | Condition
OF Test B MP Name [ & Type _Dhms | Contacls | Munmber Away | up Lefit
| |
[ |
|-
5 = i |
|
- - 1 ]
| | :
' |
1 N — | | |
| |
e == e — . i I | | i
- - ———] - - ] = - 1 3 -
‘ i i
|

1
|
* Ca= tiest |u¢|||;2|-l|- copnpunenl in ._-,[,\.f;"_[m'-.'._[m,}'m.:“_' - A= adjust ']I:'|-|| -||1i-|| ||.‘-'.‘~" e cainplebe af |u||u|||:.-|| i salislaclory comdilioan
R= repar or replacesent fevpired S= repair or replacement complete equiprment an sabsfactory condition
Explaimn A, R, S an back
Instrument Used: e e Calibration Due Dale:
Performed By: e Date:

UTA 0%
02/07/07

3-10

Fremwisarch O TH /T




Signal House Test Tracking Form

m} e https://utatam.bridg.. O ~ @ 2 & X Wg
42 NSE-TC-SH-SEH-2.3-NSSL  Report nformaton | 30 ey 90 bay Y Other Y Photosities

/ Geound Y Siandoy Pous "'Y impedance Bond |




Signal House AC Relay Test Form

)| @ nttps://utatam bridgei.. O - @ B & X ‘ Bridgelnspect Collector % ;

3% WSE-TC-SH-SEH-2.3 NSSL _ yd nepmm-aim"]/n nay"]/an na;" m]’m |
/" AC Relay Test | DC Relay Test | Insulstion Resistance |




Signal House Maintenance Form

m}) @ nhttps://utatam.bridg... 0 ~ @ B C X W
9% NSE-TC-SH-SEH-2.3-NSSL  Report nformation |/ 30 Day | 30 Day | ther | Photosiles |

|/ sstin Y e s s G




Maintenance Workflow

-~
/K UTA TAM GUIDEWAY

MAINTENANCE WORKFLOW =
Inspector ldentifies
General
Maintenance |ssue
During Inspection

Inspector Identifies

FRA Defiect During
1~ FRA Defect Identified during inspection ‘ Inspection

2 - Maintenance [tem Identified during inspection

Inspector Enters FRA
Defect in System

v .

Inspector Creates
i & Itemn(s) Inspector Creates
Associated to FRA Maintenance [tem(s)
Defect
Mo [ |
Inspector assigns
Repair Inzpector Resalves Maintenance Item Urgent Action Supervisor Reviews
o A
; ; Mai e item to Self or Team o Needed? | Maintenance ltems
Member
s v
Work Order Supenisor Groups
Assigned to UTA  [a—Yes- Maintenance Items
Forces Internally? into Work Orders
h
Supervisar Marks
‘Work Order e
Complete
Work Order Contract Number,/
Maintenance ltems Documentation
Marked as Associated to Work
Completed Order Entered
Inspector Validates
Maintenance Item — Contractar
Completes Wark
(If Necessary)
i 3 Mi
Complete?
Yes
¥

aint, Itery
Related to
Defect?

Maint. ite
for Defect
Closed?

Item

Clesed Yespe FRA Defect Closed




Condition Rating Form

€

|:% https://utatarm.bridgeins... @ ~ @ B & X |

{22 Bridgelnspect Collector

9B NS Guideway

Condition RaﬁngYPhntnsfFiles]

North/South TR.FU(YMain Men *

m

Rating | Print Report
(W] Ballasted Trackwork Condition Rating
UTA Track Condition Rating
: Deta”ed &) Adequate (FTA TERM) v
Create Date: : . 10} Excellent (FTA TERM] -
Inspection Date: 03/15/2012 i field-level 9} Very Good
Data { 8) Good (FTA TERM])
Condition Ratings: N\ 7) Satisfactory
Ball 6) Adequate (FTA TERM) =
T Sh:g &) Adequate (FTA TERM) bl 5) State-of-Good Repair [FTA TERM) 1
rackwor 4} Marginal (FTA TERM])
Embedded Track: &) Good (FTA TERM) hf 3) Concern
Fence: | 6) Adequate (FTA TERM) - 2) Foor [FTA TERM) i
1) Critical 57
| Guideway Drainage: 7) Satisfactory - i
t Owerall: 5) State-of-Good Repair (FTA TERM) f
An 2 -
_:I*a: |E |
investment r — : :
Condition Des«c:l'ipﬁoll: amount Pictures [ Files
estimated condition of 5 or les -
Central Database Value
0 Field History
Condition Details: All Field History
r

4

L




Inspection Input Forms

Inspection Info

— // NEIE)
a©|é https://utatam.b... O ~ @ B & X ‘ ﬁ/ﬂgdmpedcnuedm b H v i

F MSE-TC-SH-SEH-1.5-HSSL S9509 l / nepmtm-aiman MYMEY{IHYM;] / Signal ||nuseY|la-| Men = *

/inzesctian mYﬂYWWYﬂY_Hem‘]

Inspection
Dates

Inspection
Team

Inspection
History

| 04/04/2012 | nene | Hafer, Dan | Hafer, Dan | Track | Approved on 04/04/2012
| 04/03/2012 | none | Hofer, Dan | Haofer, Dan | Track | Approved on 04/02/2012




Photos/Files Upload

Photos/Files

Y -
et‘l-_—{-/) e https://utatam.b... 0 ~ @ B & X [ Bridgelnspect Collector x D
3P NSETC-SH-SEH-1.5-NSSL 59809 yd 'Report Information "an Day "snna; olm]/nmhs.ﬁes]

/" Manage Photos/Files | Asset Files |

Attach Files/Picture Attach Multiple Files/Pictures

R -

Filter Files/Pictures

Sketches




Report Review/Approval

Reports have full lifecycle and
accountabllity

Tabs clearly show status of reports
Clearly documented who did the
Inspection

What changes were made

Who reviewed and when

Ability to set approval chain based
on asset

Information not entered into official
database until it is approved
Auto-flag certain assets for review




Risk Management — Location Risk Areas

2015 Light Rail
Expansion
Program ‘
Salt Lake City
?\b %)- 0
U, 2100 S/Caniral Poinie
OQ%‘ South Salt Lake

West Valley City <%
© 3300 SMillcreek

Valley Central
O 3900 S/Meadowhrook
O 4400 SMumay North
e |Inder Construction
e | ow Risk Qpb © 5200 S/Murray Central
Moderate Risk %
@ High Risk %, My
N y %
% %(- % 7200 S/Midvala Fort Union

Midvale
TBOO S/Midvale Canter

West Jordan




Deterioration Model — Actual vs. Expected

* Utilize manufacturer estimates for expected
life/mean time to failure

* Compare expected condition to observed condition
* Adjust actual curves to expected curves

* Allow for usage to be integrated and specific asset
properties to be integrated to
obtain more accurate results

* Different curves for different
assets

Deterioration Curve, with Rehab

Condition Rating 5




Budget/Reporting Features

Customized Reports, Dashboards and Query's

Report Query

Enter Query Criteria

Additienal Filters

Select Display Celumns

Add Criteria Field to Displayed Columns

% Return results that match |All [« of the following:

Click to add a new criteria

Save Query

Load Existing Query

’ Copy Query ” Clear Query H Run Query ]

oo
700
&00
500
400
300
200
1a0a

Superstructure Condition - (59) Overall
Condition Rating

1 (0 %)
1 (0 %)
2 (0 %)

15 (1 %)

=
=
[~

Ju

3

Ratings

181 (9 %)

326 (17 %)

System Reports

Parent Asset: All Assets

Output Type:
Report:

PDF [+l

Report

Mext Scheduled Inspection - All
Reports

Mext Scheduled Inspection -
Routine

Mext Scheduled Inspection -
Fracture Critical

Mext Scheduled Inspection -
Underwater

Mext Scheduled Inspection - Other
Special

Mext Scheduled Inspection -
Access Required

Next 3 Months - All

Next 3 Months - Routine

Next 3 Months - Fracture Critical
Next 3 Months - Underwater

MNext 3 Months - Other/Special

Description

Lists the next scheduled inspection (Routine or any run
Critical Feature) report
Lists the next scheduled inspection (Routine only) repart
Lists the next scheduled inspection (Fracture run
Critical only) report
Lists the next scheduled inspection (Underwater run
only) report
Lists the next scheduled inspection (Other Special  run
only) report
Lists the next scheduled inspection (Access run
Required only) report

. : an
Shows all Inspections due in the next 3 months report
Shows all Routine Inspections due in the next 3 run
months report
Shows all Fracture Critical Inspections due in the run
next 3 months report
Shows all Underwater Inspections due inthe next  run
3 months report
Shows all Other/Special Inspections due in the next run
3 months report




Budget/Reporting Features




Goals of the New TAM Software

* Better identify cost-effective approaches for asset
repair and replacement

* Prevent poor conditions through proactive
management and well-timed system investments

* Utilize criteria such as risk to provide better
performance for all stakeholders

* Enhance and promote a State of Good Repair
wherever possible



Questions

Inspectiech
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