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Fig. 2. Pedestrian symbol on George street, Dunedin.
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“Ghost markings appear as faint white lines resulting due to severe scarring' of ; SN aa e : 1. Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 proves that the efficiency of grinding is highly influenced by the flatness
the pave,ment surface |nc0mp|ete removaj of redundant markings or Surface‘ = : : : ~ of pavement. Therefore, it can be concluded that the markings shall be installed where
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markings due to a local change in macrotexture allowing for'ponding S aetar i 3. Retliidant Podsfiansymbnton Bearge street. Dunedin. [ n alternative can be.the use of grmder for the marklng materlal above the surface and
. . . : v, ! o en water/soda blast the remaining marking material in deeper depths. This could
which under the beam of a headlight at night may present itself as a road line ) - : : g
B B [ th ar h e i SR A B T | ASPHALT PAVEMENT SURFACE prevent degradation of the pavement, thus safeguard pavement characteristics.
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Source: Table summarized from University of Nebraska, Lincoln researeh'study. vehicles/day) or sections with high turning stress, for e.g.- T junctions. instead of paint marking systems. This could eventually save costs as there would not be
Removal Marking Marking Degree of Degree of Dense Graded Asphalt is the mostly used variant on Dunedin roads. - marking removal required and the pavement surface will not be damaged.
technology material material size Removal scarring y 4. For small marking removal jobs, soda blasting, hand-operated water blasting or the non-

- - COST ANALYSIS
An NZTA employee reported that temporary methods such as black paint 5
and chipseal can cost up to $15/m?2 whereas pavement marking technologies
like high-pressure water blasting cost around $120/m?. The use of Scarifier
grinder removal technique in Dunedin costs approx. $34/m?.

MeCl chemical stripper removal technology could be considered.
High-pressure water blasting system could be considered for bigger jobs such as the
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