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Rebecca Hayworth

From: Rebecca Hayworth
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 10:13 AM
To: Jennifer Blankenship
Subject: RE: Welcome to Shelby County!

Yes, you are right.  I went ahead and changed that. 
 

From: Jennifer Blankenship  
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 9:48 AM 
To: Rebecca Hayworth 
Subject: RE: Welcome to Shelby County! 
 
Another quick question…79I00400061 is already designated in TRIMS as a state highway bridge, but 79I00400065 is 
designated as interstate?  Should that be state highway as well?  Or, does it being a ramp bridge change that? 
 
 
 

From: Rebecca Hayworth  
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 9:31 AM 
To: Jennifer Blankenship 
Subject: RE: Welcome to Shelby County! 
 
Hi Jennifer, 
 
Yes, I am the new evaluator for Shelby County.  Hooray for me;) 
 
Steven and I took a look at this, and we are fine with you guys changing the CO‐Rt‐LogMile for the two bridge you 
mentioned:  79I00400061 and 79I00400065.  We also agree that Route 300 is a more appropriate designation than I40.   
 
I also looked into why bridge 79I00400065 isn’t showing in route feature, and it’s basically because it is designated as a 
ramp in Route Feature.  So, what I have been told, it will not show up on any route feature report. 
 
Hope that helps!  Please let me know if you need anything further! 
 
Becky 

 

Rebecca Hayworth, P.E. | Trans Project Specalist 
Structures Division / Bridge Inspection Office 
James K. Polk Building, Suite 1200 
505 Deaderick Street  
Nashville, TN 37243-0338 
p. 615-253-2448 
Rebecca.Hayworth@tn.gov 
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From: Jennifer Blankenship  
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 8:20 AM 
To: Rebecca Hayworth 
Cc: Ronnie Moore 
Subject: Welcome to Shelby County! 
 
Becky, 
 
I noticed that you are the new evaluator for Shelby County?  I have an issue on SR300/I‐40.  At the intersection of the 
two, there are several bridges, and we are trying to get our records straight as far as which route to “put” them on.  We 
have all four bridges as I‐40 bridges, but actually believe that two of them should be SR300 bridges.  The ones that we 
feel should be SR300 are 79I00400061 and 79I00400065.  TRIMS has SR300 on the coding sheet, but I just wanted to 
make sure before we changed the Co‐Rt‐LogMile number.  Also, the route feature report for SR300 actually shows the 
overhead bridge 79I00400061 being at log mile 1.21, but does not show the bridge 79I00400065?  I am attaching a map 
showing the 2 bridges… 
 
Let me know if any of this isn’t clear…Shelby County tends to make little things complicated! 
 
Thanks! 
 

 
Jennifer Blankenship  
   Bridge Inspection, Region 4 
   300 Benchmark Place 
   Jackson, TN  38301 
   (731) 935‐0245 

 















TENNESSEE BRIDGE INSPECTION PROGRAM
SUMMARY OF EVALUATION 

REV. 03-05-2003

(548) RATING BASED ON: AASHTOWare BrR 4" Asphalt(505) METHOD OF ANALYSIS: LOAD RESISTANCE 
FACTOR METHOD - RF

INVENTORY (503)

OPERATING (504)

H

H

39

50

(518B) HS

(519)   HS

32

41

BRIDGE ID NO: 79I00400065 LOCATION NO: 79 - SR300 - 1.50  

(549) EVALUATOR: DCD

(522) EVAL.  DATE: 1/11/2019
LOAD RATINGS IN TONS

(29) ADT: (30) ADT  YR: 2000

(100) STRAHNET ROUTE: NO

260

(19)  DETOUR LENGTH: 16 KM
(520)  VC OVER RDWY: METERS99.99

LAST UPDATED BY: BURT

CONDITION RATINGS APPRAISAL RATINGS

(58) DECK RATING: 7

(59) SUPERSTRUCTURE  RATING: 7

(60) SUBSTRUCTURE  RATING: 7

(61) CHANNEL PROTECTION: N

(62) CULVERT RATING: N

(113A) NBIS SCOUR CODE: N

(113B) TDOT SCOUR CODE:

(67) STRUCTURAL EVALUATION: 7

(68) DECK GEOMETRY: 9

(69) UNDER CLEARANCE: 6

(70) BRIDGE POSTING: 5

(71) WATERWAY ADEQUACY: N

(72) APPROACH RDWY ALIGNMENT: 8

CODE VALUES

N - NOT APPLICABLE

9 - EXCELLENT CONDITION

8 - VERY GOOD CONDITION

7 - GOOD CONDITION

6 - SATISFACTORY

5 - FAIR CONDITION

4 - POOR CONDITION

3 - SERIOUS CONDITION

2 - CRITICAL CONDITION

1 - FAILURE IS IMMINENT

0 - FAILED CONDITION

OTHER  RATING ITEMS

(521) OVERALL CONDITION: G

(513) TEXTURE COAT RATING: F 12

N(514) PAINT CONDITION RATING:
(36) TRAFFIC SAFETY

FEATURES: 1 1 1 1

A(41)  WEIGHT POSTING CODE: (525)  REPAIR LIST NO: N

COMMENTS

(6A) CROSSING: I-40 E.B.

REQ. POSTING:

NO COMMENTS AT THIS TIME.

Tuesday, June 23, 2020 Page 1 (502)    SUFF.  RATING: 97.6

(528)   STR. DEFICIENT: NO

(529)  FUNC. OBSOLETE: NO



Bridge Name: 79I00400065
NBI Structure ID: 79I00400065
Bridge ID: 79I00400065

Analyzed By: BrR
Analyze Date: Thursday, May 14, 2020 07:07:46
Analysis Engine: AASHTO LRFR Engine Version 6.8.4.3001
Analysis Preference Setting: None

Report By: brr
Report Date: Thursday, May 14, 2020 08:12:58

Structure Definition Name: MULTI-CELL BOX
Member Name: M1
Member Alternative Name: M1

Load and Resistance Factor Rating Summary

Girder Summary
Rating Capacity Location

Live 
Load Factor Controls (Ton) Span (ft) Percent Impact Lane

EV2 Legal 1.990
STRENGTH-I 

Concrete 
Flexure

57.20 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

EV3 Legal 1.308
STRENGTH-I 

Concrete 
Flexure

56.24 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

H 15-
44 Inventory 2.575

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

38.62 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

H 15-
44 Operating 3.338

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

50.06 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

HL-93 
(US) Inventory 0.887

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

31.93 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

HL-93 
(US) Operating 1.150

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

41.39 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

HS 20-
44 Inventory 1.238

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

44.59 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

HS 20-
44 Operating 1.605

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

57.80 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested
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Lane-
Type 
Legal 
Load

Legal 2.385 STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

95.38 2 124.82 98.5 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

SU4 Legal 2.046
STRENGTH-I 

Concrete 
Flexure

55.25 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

SU5 Legal 1.838
STRENGTH-I 

Concrete 
Flexure

56.98 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

SU6 Legal 1.648
STRENGTH-I 

Concrete 
Flexure

57.25 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

SU7 Legal 1.505
STRENGTH-I 

Concrete 
Flexure

58.33 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

Type 3 Legal 2.284
STRENGTH-I 

Concrete 
Flexure

57.11 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

Type 3
-3 Legal 1.966

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

78.64 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

Type 
3S2 Legal 1.954

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

70.35 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

TDOT 
AP1 Permit 1.240

STRENGTH-
II Concrete 

Flexure
102.30 2 63.39 50.0 As 

Requested
As 

Requested

TDOT 
AP2 Permit 1.027

STRENGTH-
II Concrete 

Flexure
84.72 2 63.39 50.0 As 

Requested
As 

Requested

TDOT 
GT Legal 1.535

STRENGTH-I 
Concrete 
Flexure

56.78 2 63.39 50.0 As 
Requested

As 
Requested

TDOT 
OP Permit 1.533

STRENGTH-
II Concrete 

Shear
195.42 2 120.11 94.7 As 

Requested
As 

Requested

Note:
"N/A" indicates not applicable
"**" indicates not available
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Bridge ID:

Evaluator: AJL Date: 02-13-2020

Checker: RLC Date: 03-18-2020

Live Load Live Load Rating Inventory Operating Legal Permit Inventory Operating Legal Permit Inventory Inventory Operating Operating Legal Legal Permit Permit Inventory Operating Legal Permit Impact Lane
Type Method Load Rating Load Rating Load Rating Load Rating Rating Rating Rating Rating Location Element Location Element Location Element Location Element Limit State Limit State Limit State Limit State

(Ton) (Ton) (Ton) (Ton) Factor Factor Factor Factor (ft) Name (ft) Name (ft) Name (ft) Name
EV2 Axle Load LRFR 57.20 1.99 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

EV3 Axle Load LRFR 56.24 1.31 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

H-15-44 Axle Load LRFR 38.62 50.06 2.58 3.34 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

H-15-44 Lane LRFR 39.34 51.00 2.62 3.40 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

HL-93 Truck + Lane LRFR 31.93 41.39 0.89 1.15 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

HL-93 90% (Truck Pair + Lane) LRFR 41.73 54.10 1.16 1.50 181.85 MULTI-CELLBOX 181.85 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

HL-93 Tandem + Lane LRFR 36.71 47.59 1.02 1.32 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

HS-20-44 Axle Load LRFR 44.59 57.80 1.24 1.61 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

HS-20-44 Lane LRFR 70.82 91.80 1.97 2.55 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

Lane-Type Legal Load Truck + Lane LRFR 3960.00 99.00 5.27 WEB1 STRENGTH-I Concrete Shear As Requested As Requested

Lane-Type Legal Load Truck Pair + Lane LRFR 95.38 2.39 181.85 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

SU4 Axle Load LRFR 55.25 2.05 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

SU5 Axle Load LRFR 56.98 1.84 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

SU6 Axle Load LRFR 57.25 1.65 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

SU7 Axle Load LRFR 58.33 1.51 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

Type 3 Axle Load LRFR 57.11 2.28 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

Type 3-3 Axle Load LRFR 78.64 1.97 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

Type 3S2 Axle Load LRFR 70.35 1.95 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

TDOT AP1 Axle Load LRFR 102.30 1.24 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-II Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

TDOT AP2 Axle Load LRFR 84.72 1.03 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-II Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

TDOT GT Axle Load LRFR 56.78 1.54 120.42 MULTI-CELLBOX STRENGTH-I Concrete Flexure As Requested As Requested

TDOT OP Axle Load LRFR 195.42 1.53 177.14 WEB1 STRENGTH-II Concrete Shear As Requested As Requested

AASHTO LRFR Engine Version 6.8.4.3001

Lane-Type Legal Load = For Continuous Bridges or Bridges w/ Spans > 200 ft

AP1 = Annual Permit 1

AP2 = Annual Permit 2

GT = Gravel Truck

OP = Overweight Permit

79I00400065



  

  



  

  



  

  



 

























































































































JJ01045
Text Box
BRIDGE NO.  79I00400065
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