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Bridge Maintenance Recommendations PageNo.___

Page 1 of 1
Bridge Location No.: 80 - 10040 - 894 R Bridge Number: 80100400017
Co. Route LogMile County:  Smith

Crossing: CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD * Region: 03

_ _ District: 32
Bridge Rating: GOOD .

. Maint.Resp.: 01

Inspection Cycle: 16 Spec.Case: 0
Inspection Date: 4/22/2003 Co.Seq: 01

Comments: -()-

Maintenance Completed

Maintenance Recommendations:
By / Date

COMPLETION NOTIFICATION: RETURN WITHIN 6 MONTHS OF INSPECTION DATE.
INITIAL AND DATE RECOMMENDATIONS WHEN COMPLETED.

MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ARE COMPLETED (DATE) BY
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ARE PARTIALLY COMPLETED (DATE) BY.
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ARE INCOMPLETE, SCHEDULED FOR (DATE)
EXPLANATIONS AND COMMENTS:

CONTACT: |MR.RAY MCCLELLAND MR. DON GREER
D.O.T. BRIDGE INSPECTION D.O.T. BRIDGE INSPECTION
6601 CENTENNIAL BLVD. 6601 CENTENNIAL BLVD.
NASHVILLE, TN 37243 NASHVILLE, TN 37243




Bridge Maintenance Recommendations PageNo.

Page | of 1
Bridge Location No.: 80 - 10040 - 8.94 R Bridge Number: 80100400017
Co. Route Log Mile County: Smith

Crossing: CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD * Region: 03

_ ] District: 32
Bridge Rating: GOOD .

_ Maint.Resp.: 01

Inspection Cycle: 15 Spec.Case: 0
Inspection Date: 6/11/01 Co.Seq: 01

Comments: -0-

. . 1aint Completed
Maintenance Recommendations: Main e';‘v"f;atoemp ete

H XXXX

COMPLETION NOTIFICATION: RETURN WITHIN 6 MONTHS OF INSPECTION DATE.
INITIAL AND DATE RECOMMENDATIONS WHEN COMPLETED.

MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ARE COMPLETED (DATE) BY
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ARE PARTIALLY COMPLETED (DATE) BY
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ARE INCOMPLETE, SCHEDULED FOR (DATE)
EXPLANATIONS AND COMMENTS:

CONTACT: [MR.RAY MCCLELLAND MR. DON GREER
D.0.T. BRIDGE INSPECTION D.0.T. BRIDGE INSPECTION
6601 CENTENNIAL BLVD. 6601 CENTENNIAL BLVD.

NASHVILLE, TN 37243 NASHVILLE, TN 37243




BRIDGE MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

BRIDGE SEQ. NO. : 80100400017 BRIDGE NO. : 80 - I0040 - 0894 - R
OVER : CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD
DATE : 08/23/95 BRIDGE RATING : GOOD COUNTY : Smith
CO. SEQ. : 01 INSPECTION CYCLE : 14 MAINT DIST : 32
SPEC. CASE : 1 INSPECTION DATE : 06/10/99 REGION : 03
007 - FACILITY CARRIED BY STRUCT : I40 349207A
021 - MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITY : 01
022 - OWNER : 01
042 - TYPE OF STRUCTURE i 14
043 -~ STRUCTURE TYPE, MAIN : 505
044 - STRUCTURE TYPE, APPROACH : 000
045 - SPANS, MAIN UNIT : 004
046 -~ SPANS, APPROACH : 00060
049 - STRUCTURE LENGTH : 000222
032 - APPROACH ROADWAY WIDTH : 038
034 - SKEW ;47
051 - BRDG RDWY WID, CRB-TO-CRB : 0420
052 - DECK WIDTH, OUT-TO-0OUT : 0440
500 - HWY OF THE INVENTORY ROUTE : 01
MAINTENANCE & REPAIR RECOMMENDATIONS : : MAINTENANCE COMPLETED
1 441 1 BY DATE

COMMENTS FOR BRIDGE SEQ. NO. : 80I00400017

COMPLETION NOTIFICATION : RETURN WITHIN 6 MONTHS OF INSPECTION DATE

MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ARE

-—— COMPLETED (DATE) ------—-—-
——— PARTIALLY COMPLETE (DATE) —-——————-—
——-- INCOMPLETE SCHEDULED FOR (DATE) -—--———-

EXPLANATIONS AND COMMENTS:

Report Page 20




MEMORANDUM

DATE: 1-25-99

TO: Mr. Wayne Seger

Civil Engineeringbzéggﬁr I
FROM: Mr. Phillip Shraybiman

Structural Specialist Superviser II

SUBJECT: THE ADDITION OF 3.25" OF ASPHALT TO THE FOLLOWING

STRUCTURES(S): 80-I40-8.94/ CSX RR AND A COUNTY ROAD WBL & EBL
80-140-9.77/ SR 264 AND A BRANCH WBL & EBL

80-140-10.
.45/
.61/
.43/
.49/
80-I40-16.
80-I40-16.
80-I140-17.

80-140-10
80-I40-13
80-I40-15
80-I40-15

37/

14/
18/
13/

HICKMAN CREEK AND
HICKMAN CREEK AND

CANEY
CANEY
CANEY
CANEY
CANEY

FORK
FORK
FORK
FORK
FORK

RIVER
RIVER
RIVER
RIVER
RIVER

NFA Al56 WBL
NFA Al56 EBL
WBL & EBL
WBL

EBL

EBL

WBL

NFA A431 AND CANEY FK. RV.WBL & EBL

_ We have recently evaluated the above bridge(s) and have
‘l’ determined that the addition of the 3.25" of asphalt will be acceptable.



Revised 06/15/2000

Bridge Condition
STATE OF TENNESSEE COdlng Form County:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Route: [ 10040 |
. Special Case: E’
grsgetumber, [ SO0OR00T | oy souen
Feature Intersected: | CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD | Log Mile: 8.94

CONDITION CODING GUIDELINES
{Values for Coding ltems 58, 53, 60 and 62)

N NOT APPLICABLE

9 EXCELLENT CONDITION

8 VERY GOOD CONDITION- NO
PROBLEMS NOTED.

7 GOOD CONDITION - SOME MINOR PROBLEMS.

6 SATISFACTORY CONDITION - MINOR
DETERIORATION OF STRUCTURAL
ELEMENTS.

5 FAIR CONDITION - ALL PRIMARY
STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS ARE SOUND BUT
MAY HAVE MINOR SECTION LOSS,
CRACKING, SPALLING OR SCOUR.

4 POOR CONDITION - ADVANCED SECTION
LOSS, DETERIORATION, SPALLING OR
SCOUR.

3 SERIOUS CONDITION - LOSS OF SECTION,
DETERIORATION, SPALLING OR SCOUR HAVE
SERIOURSLY AFFECTED PRIMARY
STRUCTURAL COMPONENTS. LOCAL
FAILURES ARE POSSIBLE. FATIGUE CRACKS
IN STEEL OR SHEAR CRACKS IN CONCRETE
MAY BE PRESENT.

2 CRITICAL CONDITION - ADVANCED
DETERIORATION OF PRIMARY STRUCTURAL
ELEMENTS. FATIGUE CRACKS IN STEEL OR
SHEAR CRACKS IN CONCRETE MAY BE
PRESENT OR SCOUR MAY HAVE REMOVED
SUBSTRUCTURE SUPPORT. UNLESS
CLOSELY MONITORED IT MAY BE
NECESSARY TO CLOSE THE BRIDGE UNTIL
CORRECTIVE ACTION IS TAKEN.,

1 "IMMINENT” FAILURE CONDITION - MAJOR
DETERIORATION OR SECTION LOSS
PRESENT IN CRITICAL STRUCTURAL
COMPONENTS OR OBVIOUS VERTICAL OR
HORIZONTAL MOVEMENT AFFECTING
STRUCTURAL STABILITY. BRIDGE IS
CLOSED TO TRAFFIC BUT CORRECTIVE
ACTION MAY PUT BACK IN LIGHT SERVICE.

o

FAILED CONDITION - OUT OF SERVICE AND
BEYOND CORRECTIVE ACTION.

CODE ONLY THOSE VALUES WHICH HAVE CHANGED
ITEM # DESCRIPTION VALUE
90  INSPECTION DATE 106/11/2001
41221 03
10 MINIMUM V.C.OVERDECK 99 PT. 99 IN.
(ROADWAY + SHOULDERS}
FT. IN.
520 MINIMUM V.C.OVERDECK 99 FT. 99 IN.
(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS)
FT. IN.
36 TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURES
Br. Rail Trans. Appr. Rail Appr. Rail Ends
1 1 1 1
- 41 STRC OPEN/CLOSED/POSTED A
A K P
58  DECK 7
59  SUPERSTRUCTURE 7
60  SUBSTRUCTURE 6
61 CHANL/CHANL PROTECTION N
62 CULVERT AND RETAIN WALL N
71 WATERWAY ADEQUACY N
72 APPROACH RDWY ALIGNMENT 8
(USE VALUES OF 3, 6, OR 8)
521 OVERALL CONDITION (Circle One)
FAIR POOR  CRITICAL
- -
: 91z2 ] 03
TEAM LEADER SIGNATURE REVIEW DATE



&./DoT

Underpass Condition

Revised 06/15/2000

STATE OF TENNESSEE C Odiﬂg Form County: 80
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Route: @
) Special Case: L P . j
(ﬁ'lré?l?:e:l:g:'le;;\) l' 801004000172 | County Sequence:

Feature Intersected: I [40/CSX RR& A252 HOGANR Log Mile: 0.27

CODE ONLY THOSE VALUES WHICH HAVE CHANGED

ITEM# DESCRIPTION
20 INSPECTION DATE

VALUE

UNDERPASS SAFETY FEATURES

06/11/2001 515 {A) TYPE UNDERPASS BARRIER

4 jzz | 63
10 MINIMUM V.C. OVER DECK 20 FT. 4 IN.
(ROADWAY + SHOULDERS)
FT. IN.
520 MINIMUM V.C. OVER DECK 20 FT. 4 IN.
(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS)
FT. IN.
47  TOTAL HORIZONTAL 40 FT. 4 1IN.
UNDERCLEARANCE
FT. IN.

54 MINIMUM VERTICAL UNDERCLEARANCE

(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS)

Circle One: @ R ZO FT. L/ IN.

55 MINIMUM LATERAL

None Exists but Needed

Revised Barrier Type

{B) ADEQUACY OF 0
BARRIER OR RAIL

(C) ADEQUACY OF 0
TRANSITIONS

(D} ADEQUACY OF 0
TERMINALS

554 VERTICAL CLEARANCE

UNDERCLEARANCE ON RIGHT SIDE

LISTED ON HEIGHT POSTING

. ; O
Circle One: @ R GP FT. _ IN. 99 FT. 99 IN.
56 MINIMUM LATERAL 0 5 FT. IN.
UNDERCLEARANCE ON LEFT SIDE _C . ™.
YES[ ]
NO
FAIR POOR CRITICAL BOTH APPROACHES? ]
NAT )
555 COMMENTS -
<
a Y/1zz ] 03
TEAM LEADER SIGNATURE REVIEW DATE



/Dot

STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Bridge Condition
Coding Form

Bridge Number: 801004000171

Revised 06/15/2000

County: ] 80 77_
Route: | l(]{)&_t_(‘)ﬁ;

e Special Case: o

(Includes Item 5A)

County Sequence:

Feature Intersected: ["ﬂ“ CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD

Log Mile:

CODE ONLY THOSE VALUES WHICH HAVE CHANGED

ITEM # DESCRIPTION VALUE
90 INSPECTION DATE 06/10/1999

Grllrol.

10 MINIMUMV.C.OVERDECK 99 FT. 93 IN.
(ROADWAY + SHOULDERS)

____ FT. IN.

520 MINIMUM V.C.OVERDECK 99 FT. 99 IN.
(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS)

FT, IN

36 TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURES

Br. Rail Trans. Appr. Rail Appr. Rail Ends

1 1 1 1

41 STRC QOPEN/CLOSED/PQSTED A
A K P -

58 DECK 7
59 SUPERSTRUCTURE 7
60 SUBSTRUCTURE 6
61 CHANL/CHANL PROTECTION N
62 CULVERT AND RETAIN WALL N
71 WATERWAY ADEQUACY N
72 APPROACH RDWY ALIGNMENT 8

{USE VALUES OF 3, 6, OR 8)

521 OVERALL CONDITION {Circle One}

» FAIR POQOR CRITICAL
‘t{ W
/ety ¢ i1 10|
TEAM LEADER SIGNATURE REVIEW DATE

CONDITION CODING GUIDELINES
(Values for Coding Items 58, 59, 60 and 62)

N NOT APPLICABLE

9 EXCELLENT CONDITION

8 VERY GOOD CONDITION- NO
PROBLEMS NOTED.

7 GOOD CONDITION - SOME MINOR PROBLEMS.

6 SATISFACTORY CONDITION - MINOR
DETERIORATION OF STRUCTURAL
ELEMENTS.

5 FAIR CONDITION - ALL PRIMARY
STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS ARE SOUND BUT
MAY HAVE MINOR SECTION LOSS,
CRACKING, SPALLING OR SCOUR.

4 POOR CONDITION - ADVANCED SECTION
LOSS, DETERIORATION, SPALLING OR
SCOUR.

3 SERIOUS CONDITION - LOSS OF SECTION,
DETERIORATION, SPALLING OR SCOUR HAVE
SERIOURSLY AFFECTED PRIMARY
STRUCTURAL COMPONENTS. LOCAL
FAILURES ARE POSSIBLE. FATIGUE CRACKS
IN STEEL OR SHEAR CRACKS IN CONCRETE
MAY BE PRESENT.

2 CRITICAL CONDITION - ADVANCED
DETERIORATION OF PRIMARY STRUCTURAL
ELEMENTS. FATIGUE CRACKS IN STEEL OR
SHEAR CRACKS IN CONCRETE MAY BE
PRESENT OR SCOUR MAY HAVE REMOVED
SUBSTRUCTURE SUPFPORT. UNLESS
CLOSELY MONITORED IT MAY BE
NECESSARY TO CLOSE THE BRIDGE UNTIL
CORRECTIVE ACTION IS TAKEN.

1 "IMMINENT” FAILURE CONDITION - MAJOR
DETERIORATION OR SECTION LOSS
PRESENT IN CRITICAL STRUCTURAL
COMPONENTS OR OBVIOUS VERTICAL OR
HORIZONTAL MOVEMENT AFFECTING
STRUCTURAL STABILITY. BRIDGE IS
CLOSED TO TRAFFIC BUT CORRECTIVE
ACTION MAY PUT BACK IN LIGHT SERVICE.

o

FAILED CONDITION - OUT OF SERVICE AND
BEYOND CORRECTIVE ACTION.



& IDoT

STATE OF TENNESSEE Coding Form
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Bridge Number: L 801004000172

(Includes ltem S5A)

Feature intersected: ‘r_ 140/CSX RR& A252 HOGANR

County Sequence:

Revised 06{/15/2000

Underpass Condition

County: . 80
D'Azsz

Special Case: ( 0

Route:

[ o
Con

Log Mile:

CODE ONLY THOSE VALUES WHICH HAVE CHANGED

ITEM# DESCRIPTION VALUE UNDERPASS SAFETY FEATURES
90 INSPECTION DATE ;06/10/]999 515 (A} TYPE UNDERPASS BARRIER
o 1l 1 ©f None Exists but Needed
10 MINIMUM V.C. OVER DECK 20 FT. 4 IN,
{(ROADWAY + SHOULDERS)
FT. IN. .
D I Revised Barrier Type
520  MINIMUM V.C. OVER DECK 20 FT. 4 IN.
{EXCLUDES SHOULDERS}) (B) ADEQUACY OF 0
BARRTER OR RAIL
_ FT. IN.
47 TOTAL HORIZONTAL 40 FT. 4 1IN. (¢) ADEQUACY OF 0
UNDERCLEARANCE TRANSITIONS
 FT.__ IN,
54  MINIMUM VERTICAL UNDERCLEARANGCE (D} ADEQUACY OF 0
{(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS) TERMINALS
circle one: (H) r 20 . 4 oon
55 MINIMUM LATERAL 554 VERTICAL CLEARANCE
UNDERCLEARANCE ON RIGHT SIDE 6 0 LISTED ON HEIGHT POSTING
Circle One: R O FT. __IN. 99 Fr. 95 IN.
56  MINIMUM LATERAL O o e FT.__IN.
UNDERCLEARANCE ON LEFT SIDE _ M FT. ~ IN.
YES[ ]
521 OVERALL CONDITION (Circle OHB) HEIGHT POSTED AT
NO [ ]
FAIR POOR CRITICAL BOTH APPROACHES?
N/A [X]
555 COMMENTS o — o -
Lo
] G/t ol
TEAM LEADER SIGNATURE REVIEW DATE



DOT

STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Bridge Number: 801004000171 |
(Includes Item 5A) o -
Feature Intersected: CSX RR &C()UﬁTT[hO?ADi o

Bridge Condition
Coding Form

County: 8¢
Route: 10040
Special Case: o
County Sequence: 1
Log Mile: 8.94

CODE ONLY THOSE NUMBERS WHICH HAVE CHANGED

COMMENTS
RATINGS FOR CODING ITEMS 58, 59, 60 AND 62

ITEM# DESCRIPTION VALUE
90  INSPECTION DATE | 5/1/97
& | /o | 9 N
10 MINIMUM V.C. OVERDECK 99 FT. 99 1IN, 9
(ROADWAY + SHOULDERS)
FT. IN. 8
520 MINIMUMV.C. OVERDECK 99 FT. 99 IN.
(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS) 7
FT IN. 6
54  MINIMUM VERTICAL . .
UNDERCLEARANCE |{R: 20 FT. 4 IN.
(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS) 5

FT. IN.

Circle Cne: H R N

36 TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURES

Br. Rail Trans. Appr. Rail Appr. Rail Ends
4
1 1 1 1
— — — - 3
41 STRC OPEN/CLOSED/POSTED A
A K P
58  DECK 7
59 SUPERSTRUCTURE
2
60  SUBSTRUCTURE 6
61  CHANL/CHANL PROTECTION N
62 CULVERT AND RETAIN WALL N
— 1
72  APPROACH RDWY ALIGNMENT 8
(USE VALUES OF 3, 6, OR 8)
OVERALL CONDITION (Circle One)
600D FAIR POOR CRITICAL
N Y B R
CEAAPRAL [ o Nl NN NY,
SIGNATURE DATE

NOT APPLICABLE

EXCELLENT CONDITION

VERY GOOD CONDITION -
PROBLEMS NOTED.

GOOD CONDITION - SOME MINOR PROBLEMS.

NO

SATISFACTORY CONDITION - MINOR
DETERIORATION OF STRUCTURAL
ELEMENTS.

FAIR CONDITION - ALL PRIMARY
STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS ARE SOUND BUT
MAY HAVE MINOR SECTION LOSS,
CRACKING, SPALLING OR SCOUR.

POOR CONDITION - ADVANCED SECTION
LOSS, DETERIORATION, SPALLING OR
SCOUR.

SERIOUS CONDITION - LOSS OF SECTION,
DETERIORATION, SPALLING OR SCOUR
HAVE SERIOURSLY AFFECTED PRIMARY
STRUCTURAL COMPONENTS. LOCAL
FAILURES ARE POSSIBLE. FATIGUE CRACKS
IN STEEL OR SHEAR CRACKS IN CONCRETE
MAY BE PRESENT.

CRITICAL CONDITION - ADVANCED
DETERIORATION OF PRIMARY STRUCTURAL
ELEMENTS. FATIGUE CRACKS IN STEEL OR
SHEAR CRACKS IN CONCRETE MAY BE
PRESENT OR SCOUR MAY HAVE REMOVED
SUBSTRUCTURE SUPPORT. UNLESS
CLOSELY MONITORED IT MAY BE
NECESSARY TO CLOSE THE BRIDGE UNTIL
CORRECTIVE ACTION IS TAKEN.

"IMMINENT"” FAILURE CONDITION - MAJOR
DETERIORATION OR SECTION LOSS
PRESENT IN CRITICAL STRUCTURAL
COMPONENTS OR OBVIOUS VERTICAL OR
HORIZONTAL MOVEMENT AFFECTING
STRUCTURAL STAEBILITY. BRIDGE IS
CLOSED TO TRAFFIC BUT CORRECTIVE
ACTION MAY PUT BACK IN LIGHT SERVICE.

FAILED CONDITION - OUT OF SFRVICE AND
BEYOND CORRECTIVE ACTION.




@ IDOT Underpass Condition

X County: 80
STATE OF TENNESSEE Coding Form Y |
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Route: = 0A252
. - N - Special Case: } )
Bridge Number: | 801004000172 S
(Includes ltem 5A) =~ ' County Sequence: 1
Feature Intersected: ' I40/CSX RR& A252 HOGANR ! Log Mile: | 027
CODE ONLY THOSE NUMBERS WHICH HAVE CHANGED
ITEM# DESCRIPTION VALUE UNDERPASS SAFETY FEATURES
90  INSPECTION DATE ; 51/97 (A} TYPE UNDERPASS BARRIER
el 0] 9T None Exists but Needed
10  MINIMUM V.C. OVER DECK 20 FT. 4 1IN.
(ROADWAY + SHOULDERS)
FT. IN.
520 MINIMUM V.C. OVER DECK 20 FT. 4 IN. Revised Barrier Type
(EXCLUDES SHOULDERS)
FT. IN. (B) ADEQUACY OF 0
RARRIER OR RAIL
47  TOTAL HORIZONTAL 40 FT. 4 IN.
UNDERCLEARANCE E—
38 rr._ 1N. |(C) ADEQUACY OF 0
TRANSITIONS
55  MINIMUM LATERAL —
UNDERCLEARANCE ON RIGHT SIDE | R | 6 FI. 10 IN. (D) ADEQUACY OF 0
‘ l TERMINALS
Circle Onea: @ R N 6 rr. OO0 1M _
VERTICAL CLEARANCE
56  MINIMUM LATERAL 0 FT. 0 IN. LISTED ON HEIGHT
UNDERCLEARANCE ON LEFT SIDE POSTING SIGNS
FT. IN. 99 FT. S0 IN.
FT. IN.

OVERALL CONDITION (Circle One)

GOOD FAIR POOR CRITICAL HEIGHT POSTED AT
O ' BOTH APPROACHES? YES[ 1 NO[ ] NA[X

NOTE: DESCRIBE ANY PROBLEMS ON BRIDGES THAT THE STATE DOES NOT INSPECT (SUCH AS RAILROAD
OR PRIVATE BRIDGES) THAT WOULD AFFECT THE ROADWAY SUCH AS LOOSE MEMBERS,
SEVERELY SPALLED OR CRACKED CONCRETE, EXCESSIVE SECTION LOSS ON STEEL, EXCESSIVE
TIMBER DECAY, ETC. ALSQO, DESCRIBE ANY UNSAFE ITEMS.

COMMENTS

U " SIGNATURE DATE




BARS UPDATE RATING FOR ADDITIONAL DEAD LOAD

BRIDGE NUMBER: 80-I40-8.94 L&R LANES NAME: ANDY McNABB
DATE: 01-25-1999
INPUT DATA
CHECK POINT BEING RATED : 4.0

RATING BASED ON : IF 3.25" A/C IS ADDED.

THIS IS A LOAD FACTOR ANALYSIS ..t ettt ot ssonsonnaass

EFFECTIVE BEAM SPACING. . e eueneeecesnenennennans (FEET).. 6.5
SPAN LENGTH. ¢ vt ettt rnenennnnenennnneneeneeeaes (FEET).. 55
THICKNESS OF ADDITIONAL ASPHALT.......vvvnennn. (INCHES).. 3.25
MOMENT CAPACITY AVAILABLE AT INVENTORY LEVEL..... (K-FT).. 800.3
MOMENT CAPACITY AVAILABLE AT OPERATING LEVEL..... (K-FT).. 1333.9
H LIVELOAD MOMENT . « v v v v vevnenenonnesnsnnenenns (K-FT).. 368.6
HS LIVELOAD MOMENT . .4 tvvvevnenenennnnenennnnns (K-FT).. 491.4

OUTPUT DATA - DUE TO MOMENT

DLW/FT MCAP-INV MCAP-OPER DEAD LOAD MOMENT
.253 800.3 1333.9 124.61

MOMENT AVAIL - INV MOMENT AVAIL - OPER
675.69 1209.29

H-LLM+I HS-LLM+I
368.6 491.4

H AND HS RATINGS - DUE TO MOMENT

H@ INV H € OPER HS & INV HS @ OPER
27.5 49,21 49.5 88.58999



Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
Crossing: CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD _*
‘Federal No.: 80100400017 Date: April 22, 2003

PIC1

VIEW ACROSS DECK FROM A-APPR




PIC2

PIC3

Bridge No.:

80 — 10040 — 0894

Crossing:: CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD *
Federal Nc 80100400017

BRIDGE NO. AT ABUTMENT # 1

RIGHT SIDE VIEW

Date:

April 22, 2003



J
|
Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
. Crossing:: CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD *
Federal No.: 80100400017 Date: June 11, 2001
i
\
i‘ PIC1
{

L!
'ﬁ
5.




PIC2

PIC3

Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
Crossing:: CSXRR & COUNTY ROAD *
Federal No 80100400017

RI T

Date:

June 11, 2001



Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
Crossing:: CSXRR & COUNTY ROAD *
Federal No.: 80100400017 Date: June 11, 2001

PIC4

POTHOLES @ JOINT B-APPR-TYPICAL

Q



PIC4

PIC5S

Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
Crossing:: CSXRR & COUNTY ROAD
Federal No.: 80100400017

BRIDGE NO. AT ABUTMENT # 1

ABUTMENT TYPICAL

*

Date:

June 10, 1999



Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
Crossing:: CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD _ *
Federal No.: 80100400017 Date: June 10, 1999

PIC1

APPROACH #1



Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
Crossing:: CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD *
Federal No 80100400017 Date: June 10, 1999

PIC2

APPROACH #2

PIC3

ACR TOP OF DECK



Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 — 0894
Crossing:: CSXRR & COUNTY ROAD *
Federal No.: 80100400017 Date: June 10, 1999

PIC6

PIER TYPICAL

PIC7

BOTT F DECK



Bridge No.: 80 — 10040 0894
Crossing:: CSXRR & COUNTY ROAD *
Federal No.: 80100400017 Date: June 10, 1999

PIC8

PIER #2 POP-OUT WITH EXPOSED REBAR ON BOTTOM

PIC9

RIGHT SIDE VIEW



ROUTINE BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

Page No.____

Form BIR 3.0C
(Rev. 9-22-98}
DT-1537

Bridge No. 80100400017
Eleven Digit No.

1 40 over CSX RR & COUNTY ROAD *

Field Report No. /G
Previous Report No. 15

Bridge Location No. 80 - 10040 -

Date 4-2t-03

Date 6/11/2001

Plans: , -«
4

8.94 R

Co. Route Log Mile
Indepth Insp. Reg'd:  pp

Road Name Crossing

Structure Type HBB

{If yes itemize limits under comment

FRACTURE CRITICAL: o

FEATURE CHANGES:
Wearing Surface

Type

Bridge Rail

Approach Rail
CLEARANCE CHANGES:
Vertical Clearance over deck

Vertical Under Clearance

Horizontal Under Clearance

Deck Width Curb/Curb

Deck Width Rail/Rail

Sidewalk Width Ri. Lt.

Condition: GOOD (!f change describe in comments)

Describe changes:

(If yes make changes below)
(ft.-in.})
(ft.-in.)
(*.x ft)
(*.* ft.)
(. ft)

Depth (in))

INSPECTORS

Q/Hr&}

Cl‘vjfcl\u/

Wa lles

Thon:.afm

Comments

Approaches

Deck Condition (ltem 58)

Superstructure (ltem 59)

a. Beams

b. Bearings

c. Diaphragms

Substructure  (ltem 60)

a. Caps/Bridge Seats

b. Columns/Piles

c. Footings

d. Wing W./Breast W.

RISl B ATl A aY At A

Scour/Erosion

Channel (tem 81) | #/A

UNDERWATER INSPECTION
To Be Performed By: i

Date Underwater Insp. —

BRIDGE is:  0/en
i
COMMENTS:

‘ {
Supervising Bridge Inspector: M _Q/M/

Weight Limit Posted /s

Gross......cceee... Tons

2 Axle............... Tons

3 or more Axles.. Tons
BRIDGE RATING: GOOD




SUMMARY
80-I40-8.94 RT
4/22/2003

I40/C.S.X. R.R. & County Rd.
4 Span/B.B.

This bridge was inspected and found to be in good
condition. Approach and approach alignment are in good
condition. The approach guardrail and bridge rail are
standard type and good. There are no paddleboards.

The wearing surface has potholes developing arocund the
joints which are paved over. There are some lmm transverse
cracks in the top deck. The bottom deck, bearing devices,
all superstructure elements, and sub-structure units are in
good condition, except bent #3 which has a 1" breakout with
exposed steel on the cap and a 1/8” open crack on column
"B”. There is no underpass guardrail making this sub-

standard type.

Martin Daniel



ROUTINE BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT Page No.___
Form BIR 3.0C @ Field Report No. 14 Date 6/10/99
(Rev. 9-22-98) vious Report No. 15 Date (£ -/i- o
DT-1537 Plans: ,e <
Bridge No. 80100400017 Bridge Location No. 80 - 10040 - 894 R
Eleven Digit No. Co. Route l.og Mile

*

over CSXRR & COUNTY ROAD
Crossing

T HO

Road Name

indepth Insp. Reg'd: f o
(If yes itemize limits under comment

FRACTURE CRITICAL: o

Structure Type HEB

FEATURE CHANGES:
Wearing Surface

Type

Depth (in.)

Bridge Rail
Approach Rait
CLEARANCE CHANGES:
Vertical Clearance over deck
Vertical Under Clearance
Morizontal Under Clearance
Deck Width Curb/Curb
Deck Width Rail/Rail
Sidewalk Width Rt.

Condition: GOQOD (If changg describe in comments)

Describe changes:

(ft.-in.)
(ft.-in.)
> ft.)
*.* ft.)
(** ft.)

Lt.

{If yes make changes below)

INSPECTORS

DQnr'e,/

C r U‘{ cﬁq/

Wa //(,/

7_40#;.450!4

Comments

Approaches

Deck Condition (ltem 58)

Fof}"lo{ﬂrs afle c[ch,/o'pfrc‘. @ \ED;A';( Ab".{;H 32—

Superstructure (Iltem 59)

a, Beams

b. Bearings

¢. Diaphragms

Substructure (item 60)

a. Caps/Bridge Seats Berl # 2

Fos & " dp B0 wf eyp. slec/

b. Columns/Piles Bert # 3

hes an /é”'c?f"x crech v cofvar  E"

~
~

c. Footings

d. Wing W./Breast W.

Scour/Erosion

(PR PR R B

Channel (Item 61)

UNDERWATER INSPECTION
To Be Performed By: n/a

Weight Limit Posted o

Date Underwater Insp. ——
BRIDGE is:

COMMENTS:

opfq

{
Supervising Bridge Inspector: /%u],/w' ﬂﬁ/ﬂ-‘ﬁ;../

Gross.............. \ Tons

2 Axle............... Tons

3 or more Axles.. Tons
BRIDGE RATING: GOOD




SUMMARY
80-I40-8.94 RT
6-11-01

I40/C.S.X. R.R. & County Rd.
4 Span/B.B.

This bridge was inspected and found to be in good
condition. Approach and approach alignment are in good
condition. The approach guardrail and bridge rail are
standard type and good. There are no paddleboards.

The wearing surface has potholes developing around the
joints which are paved over. There are some 1lmm transverse
cracks in the top deck. The bottom deck, bearing devices,
all superstructure elements, and sub-structure units are in
good condition, except bent #3 which has a 1” breakout with
exposed steel on the cap and a 1/8" open crack on column
w B" . There is no underpass guardrail making this sub-

standard type.

Martin Daniel



BRIDGE INSPECTION REPQRT

FORM BIR 3.0

Rev. 08/24/98
DT-0069
BRIDGE NO._ A0 L 004606017

ELEVEN DIGIT NO.

49

FIELD REPORT NO.
REVIOUS REPORT NO.
PLANS ---- YES [X]

|9 parg & —/0-99

15 DATE_S5-G- 97

NO [ ]

BRIDGE LOC. No. J0 -Z40 . 94.94 Rt

CO. ROUTE LOG MILE

ovER CSX 9 Cou, o)

ROAD NAME
YEAR consTRUCTED 9070  counTy

FEATURE INTERSECTED

Sm 3 % i’“\

STRUCTURE NAME (IF NAMED)
2
MATNTENANCE DISTRICT NO..J [

(ESTIMATED OR ACTUAL)

[ ) [X] —
YEAR WIDENED 1945 YEAR REHABILITATED (735
ESTIMATED OR ACTUAL ESTIMATED OR ACTUAL
[ ] [X] [ ] LK
FEATURES
!
WEARING SURFACE-- CONCRETE [ ] TIMBER [ ] ASPHALT [¥] (DEPTH= z’ )
FLARED WIDTH --------- YES [ ] NO [jx]
NAVIGATIONAL CONTROL-- YES [ ] NO [¥]
MEDIAN WIDTH -------- OPEN [KX] NONE { ] CLOSED [ ]
BRIDGE SKEW 47° 1T [ ] RT [A] INSPECTORS
/ L
STRUCTURE TYPE }Jéf; NO. SPANS } 1. MHuwter
Main Span Main Span 2 e Mo
STRUCTURE TYPE - NO. SPANS 3. Dagiel
Apprégz#sﬁpans Appr;ii?ISpans 4. C/gﬂﬁzfe/
/i ) h
@) X1MMUM SPAN LENGTH TOTAL LENGTH s et
WIDTHS p CLEARANCES 6.
DECK OUT-TO-ouT___ 4 __ MIN. VERTICAL OVER DECK_ — .
ROADWAY CURB/CURB H?Z MIN. VERTICAL UNDER CIL z0's" :
SIDEWALK __~— RT LT MIN. LATERAL UNDER CI__7’' RT 8.
*APPROACH ROADWAY Z4' — LT 9
APPR. SHLD. /0" rRT_4' LT .
*DOES NOT INCLUDE SHOULDER (<25 1)

UNDERWATER INSPECTTION NBIS BRIDGE /
INSPECTION PERFORMED BY: LENGTH 25

DOT FIELD TEAM [ ] DATE (ft) {in)

CONTRACT DIVERS [ ] DATE

NONE REQUIRED [} FRACTURE CRITICAL

DETAILS: YES { ] No (M
CHANGE IN STRUCTURAL CONDITION YES [ ] NO [V IF YES, INCLUDE BIR 3.9
MAJOR REPAIRS MADE YES [ ] NO 94
COMMENTS :
v JA/ / .
!%&/.eu%-Ly sste Flodé B BRIDGE RATING [~1 {1 [ 1 ]
7 e

SUPERVISING BRIDGE INSPECTOR

GOOD FAIR POOR CRITICAL




FORM BIR 3.1 y — -
! U R A

Rev., 09/24/98 BRIDGE LOC. NOC. B()- VL’“) - %rfﬁ f DATE: 6 —/o 97

DT-0080 CO. ROUTE L.M. '

‘DERFORMANCE EVALUATION

(=]
Time of day inspected Er Weather conditions Z& St S
Vd
Vehicles observed 17;4:$Df’ /fﬁf%éﬂ gl‘ifiéifx et /Ln £
. . Y
LIVE LOAD BEHAVIOR YES NO COMMENTS

Substructure

Horiz. & Vert. Defl. - - - [ ] [
Vibration - - - - - - - - [ ] (%]
Superstructure
Horiz. & Vert, Defl. - - - [ ] [><]
Vibration - - - - - - - . [ (]
APPROACH _
Alignment (@) F P C
Slab G F P C AA
Joints G F P C A [ i O
Pavement F P C A ‘Ao oo pe Ty
Embankment G/ F P C '
Drains G F P C A

 TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURES

STANDARD SUB-STANDARD

Bridgerailing ) F P C [ ] [ ]
Transitions / F P C [ ] [ ]
Guardrail F P C { ] [ ]
Guardrail Terminal G/ F P C (] [ 3

SIGNING
YES NO NEEDED
Paddleboard - - - - - - - - - - - [¥] [ ] [ 1] WEIGHT LIMIT POSTED

YES [ ] NO [

Vertical Clearance (< 14')- - - - [ ] [ ] [ ]

GROSS _____ TONS
Narrow [ ] ©One Lane Bridge [ ] - [ ] [ [ 2 AXLE _______ TONS

3 OR MORE

AXLES _________ TONS
Other Signs or Plaques‘HAAHVG‘if%‘F‘ fJﬂCﬂi&‘ ‘ ;fgfﬁffﬁfgz}

Comments Regarding Any Problems With Signing

‘cher Recommendations




BIR 3.2 )
gngrDj] 09/24/98 BRIDGE LoC., NO. B0 L0 . ¥.99 f+  parg: ¢ -/0-29
DT-0081 Co. ROUTE L.M.

v
DECK COMMENTS
WEARING SURFACE @J F p ¢ Mew AC rucrfal
DECK - STRUCTURAL (G_F P C -
CONDITION .
CURBS G ¥ p c AA
MEDIAN G F P Cc Ak
SIDEWALKS G F P C 4
PARAPET (G F P C
RATILING c ¥ p Cc AN
PAINT (G F P C
DRAINS G F P C MA
LIGHTING STD'S G ¥F » ¢ _gA
UTILITIES G F p Cc SH
JOINT LEAKAGE G) ¥ P C
EXPANSION JOINTS G F p c N P,,r_D/ww/ Coey
SUPERSTRUCTURE COMMENTS
BEARING DEVICES GJrF » cC
~TRDERS OR BEAMS G F p c _
W.00r BEAMS G F p ¢ MNA
STRINGERS ¢ F p c VA
DIAPHRAGMS (G F P C
BRACING G F P C /M4
TRUSSES - RAL G F P_.C-
- PORTAL —F P C
- B ¢ Frp—e
PAINT G F p ¢ WNA
ALIGNMENT OF F P C
MEMBERS @
TEXTURE COAT
CONDITION RATING (&) F P C
OVERALL APPEARANCE &) F P C NEEDS SPOT PAINTING? YES ] NO [ ]
STAINING G F p C NEEDS REPAINTING? YES [ ] NO [
SCALING © F P C
FADING (G F P C
COMMENTS: _ Meeds spaTL fﬁAnf.- Forac  heewcee o R & L2

‘COMMENDATIONS




FORM BIR 3.3 o |
Rev. 09/24/98 BRIDGE LoC. No. 30 - ZH0 . 4. 94 £+ papm: & -/o- GF
DT- 0082 CO. ROUTE L.M.

w

SUBSTRUCTURE

ABUTMENTS COMMENTS

©

A= ey B es M s Iy Me o B 3 B o L

CAPS
BREASTWALL
WINGS

©
BACKWALL @
PLUMB G

G

G

@

MA

FOOTING M
PILES 4
EMBANKMENT

BEARTNG SURFACE (G)

BEARTNCS (§j

TR ™YW Yy d
cHeNoNoNeNeNeNoNeNe!

83|
av]
@)

SLOPE PAVING (G)

PIERS

CAPS
SOLUMNS
QLUMB
FOOTINGS
PILES
BEARING SURFACE
BEARINGS
BENTS

COQee0 o
m oo g
LRI I
cooconn

CAPS Brearou? ju  be Fom of\aqp at beat H2

COLUMNS

PLUMB

FOOTINGS

PILES

BEARING SURFACE
BEARINGS

A/ﬂ/
MY

e I Iy e e s e s L
v oYY o
OO0 n

@60 0300

SCOUR CONDITION NONE §d

RECOMMENDATIONS :




SUMMARY
8§0-140-8.94 RT
6-10-99

1406-C.S.X. R.R. & County Rd.
4 Spans/B.B.

This bridge was inspected and found to be in good
condition. Appreoach and approach alignment are in good
condition. The approach guardrail and bridge rail are
standard type and good. There are no paddleboards.

The wearing surface, joint leakage. and expansion
jeints are in good condition, however, there are some lmm
transverse cracks in the top deck. The bottom deck. bearing
devices, all superstructure elements, and sub-structure
units are in good condition, except bent #3 which has a 15m-
20mm breakout with exposed steel on the cap and a 4mm open
crack on column § BI . There is no underpass guardrail

making this sub-standard type.

Gilbert Hunter




PAGE 1 OF 2

DATE % -/0-99

CURRENT FIELD REPORT NO.
DATE £-6-97

PREVIOUS FIELD REPORT NO.

14
FORM BIR 3.0A :iIE:::
Rev. 6-9-92

@ DT1443
INSPECTION REPORT FOR UNDERPASS ROUTE

BRIDGE NO. QL E5=02217 : UNDERPASS Loc. No. S0 -AZ5 T -4
ELEVEN DIGIT NUMBER CO. RTE. T,.H.

YO - 159 ~¢ad over 90 - AZ52 - 0.2

co. RTE. L.M. cO.  RTE. L.M. STRUCTURE NAME (1F NAMED)

COUNTY S JJ/\

yEAR CONSTRUCTED 947 YEAR WIDENED _§.5 YEAR REHABILITATED 5=

ESTIMATED [ ] ACTUAL [/]

CECOMETRIC FEATURES UNDER BRIDGE

DIVIDED HIGHWAY - - - - LEFT RDWY [ ] RIGHT RDWY [ ] N.A. [9
TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE - - - -~ CONCRETE [ ] ASPHALT [x] GRAVEL [ ]
WIDTH OF APPROACH TRAVELED ROADWAY 2 2 FT. (DOES NOT INCLUDE SHOULDERS)
WIDTH OF MEDIAN IF DIVIDED HIGHWAY _ — FT.
APPROACH SHOULDER WIDTH _ 3 FT. (RT.) & FT. O (LT.)
*HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE UNDER BRIDGE _ 28 FT. __ © 1IN.
N *DISTANCE BETWEEN PIER PROTECTION GUARDRAIL AND
' SUBSTRUCTURE __ ——FT. (RT.) TFT. (LT.)
*WIDTH OF SIDEWALK UNDER BRIDGE _—FT. (RT.) ——FT. (LT.)
*MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCE _ 20 FT. _ & 1IN.

*SHOW ON SKETCH
TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURES FOR UNDERPASS ROUTE STANDARD SUB-STANDARD

PIER PROTECTION RAILING

OR PARAPET G F P @ [} { ] NON EXIST [{J
APPROACH GUARDRAIL '
TRANSITIONS \ G F P (D [ ] [ ] NON EXIST [v
APPROACH GUARDRAIL G F P C) [ ] [ ] NON EXIST [.]
APPROACH GUARDRAIL )
TERMINAL G F P [t [ ] [ ] NON EXIST []
ot
SIGNING FOR UNDERPASS ROUTE
, INSPECTORS
PADDLEBOARD YES [ ] NO [¥] NEEDED [ ]
VERTICAL CLEARANCE ' 1. oo 7EL
(< 1876 YES [ ] NO [<] NEEDED [ ] 2. L Ler
NARROW PASSAGE YES [ ] NO [x] NEEDED [ ] 3. A&
ONE LANE PASSAGE YES [ ] NO (<] NEEDED [ ] 4. cfGlCIEX
@ CurvE YES [ ] NO [¢] NEEDED [ ] 5. tRLLEK
SPEED LIMIT YES [ ] NO [,] NEEDED { ] 6.




PAGE 2 QF 2

FORM BIR 3.0A {CONTINUED)

Rev. 6-9-92
. pT-1443 UNDERPASS LoC. No. 30 _A252-0.7277
w co RTE. L.M.
OTHER SIGNS OR PLAQUES T
COMMENTS REGARDING ANY PROBLEM WITH SIGNING
BRIDGE- FEATURES
BRIDGE SKEW
STRUCTURE TYPE - NO. SPANS
MAIN SPAN MATN TYPE
STRUCTURE TYPE L NO. SPANS
APPROACH SPAN APPROACH TYFE
MAXIMUM SPAN LENGTH FT. TOTAL LENGTH FT.
WIDTH OF BRIDGE OUT-TO-OUT FT. {(RT. < TO L OF BRIDGE)
WIDTH OF BRIDGE ALONG SKEW FT. (IF UNABLE TO MEASURE A® RT. 9 TO
. = L OF BRIDGE)
NUMBER OF/"LANES/I'RACKS ON BRIDGE _ 2
BRIDGE CONDITION Ci:) F P C
DOES POTENTIAL EXIST FOR ELEMENTS FROM BRIDGE FALLING ON ROADWAY
BENEATH? YES [ ] NO (]

DOES POTENTIAL EXIST BECAUSE OF DETERIORATED CONDITION FOR FAILURE
OF MAJOR MEMBERS?  YES [ ] NO [X]

COMMENT ON ANY CONDITIONS OF BRIDGE THAT WOULD EFFECT ROADWAY BENEATH

i

NOTE: IF UNDERPASS ROUTE IS DIVIDED HIGHWAY, USE TWO (2) OF
THESE FORMS, ONE FOR EACH ROADWAY.

MINIMUM PICTURES REQUIRED

ELEVATION VIEW OF BRIDGE ON BOTH SIDES SHOWING UNDERPASS
VIEW SHOWING BOTH APPROACHES TO BRIDGE

VIEW SHOWING SAFETY FEATURES

VIEW SHOWING ANY PROBLEMS

LN
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TENNESSEE DOT, DIVISION OF STRUCTURES SHEET WO
1400 U K POLK BLDG., NASWVILLE, TN 37219 (615741-3TS DESIGNED BY.

COUNTY . . _ .

STRUCTURE h m e e P - e - _ . SUBRJELT

et —memimaaee oe PROJECT... 0 - . o ei i e o—mm CHECKED BY

FOR PLRNS

SEE PHLRAOULEC

BRINGE

DT-1419 (Structures Design Form 2)

DT-1419 (Structures Design Form 2)
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STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37219

July 17, 1986
Mr. Richard Omchundro
Director of Construction
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Suite 700, James K. Polk Building
Nashville, Tennessee 37219

COMPLETION NOTICE + =
I

Contract No. _49i42 ({
Project No, 80-001-3148-44
Reference No. IR-U40-5(78)259

County: Smith

Dear S3ir:

Please be advised that the above project was completed 6-30-85 with
exceptions. Exceptions corrected and project accepted by FHWA 6-26-86..
The final records will be submitted on or before 7-25-86.
The history of the project is as follows:

State Route: (I-40) g.9¢
From: bridges over the Seaboard System Railroad € Log Mile 9.2@; and bridges

over County Rd. € Log Mile 9.78
a 77 IIIIE’

To: see above
P =
r

Type: removal of super structure, replace with prestressed conc. box beam

composite cone, deck slab and paving with bit. mtls.
Length: 0.075 Miles Contract Amount: $1,247,632.38

Proposal Received: 3-16-84 Contract Time: 175 work Days
Notice of Award: U4-3-84 Time Began: 4-26-84

Contract Executed: 4-6-84 Work Began: U4-26-84
Contract Accepted: 4-10-84 Work Completed: 6-30-85 (see above)

Contract Effective: 4-24-84 Time Consumed: 181 work Days
Contractor: Rodgers & Saltsman Construction Co.

Surety: American Insurance Co.
Civil Engineering Supervisor 1: Johnny Woosley

4y SUTRERISY

1
a

STAH [ ung

You are requested to advertise this project for final settlement.

Yours truly,

QS-:»:@J{\ Es’\S’Q

Loyd H. Estep
C. E. Spec. III (Construction)

c: State Mtls, & Test Division Contractor

Mr. N. E. Christianson Surety
Mr. Francis Guess Engineering Director

Mr. Don Hailey Materials Engineer

Mr. Clarence Elkins Utilities Engineer

Mr., Larry Ahleit Mr. Clellon Loveall
Mr. Bill Wilson Maintenance Engineer =
Mr. Alvin Zager Civil Engineering Supervisor 1 E
Mr. E. D. Tucker Dept. of Employment Security

Mr. Jim Norris District Engineer: Gerald Gregory
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CABUT CAP 2.

PAGENO.

SHEET OF

MAY 231983

EENTF 3

. #350 ¥ )’ Ires 0/ 5/0,:;///5?

£ ex posad cabfes

9 Cobles expasea/

C csbles Lrofers
f' 0’;/:)’///ij

9.6 X 9" B oF 5725///,27
/r' gpposed catles

STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF STRUCTURES

296

20 - T90 - Sor f% Lone
SHAMNFE YL EerdFIr0 AplFZ

BRIDGE NO.
CROSSING:

| COUNTY:  =/7/771 Zo.417 )/

} orawWN__ /2T __ | RevisioN
R pATE___ /<~ - - *Z |pATE




PAGENO.

SHEET OF
BENT 2 : g

MAY 2 31983

L, SPALLING AREA = 148" (ONG By
/10" WIDE . S CABLES ARE PARTIALLY
EXPISED . £ OF 5 ARE BROKEN

Lyt SPALLING AREA = 3-p” LONG BY
6" WDE WITH ONE BROKEN CABLE

G,: SPALLING AREA &= L-&* LoNG BY
5" WIDE WITH 4 EXPOSED CABLES
F P SPALLING AREA ~ 4-D” LONG BY
4" WIDE WITH 3 EXPOSED CABLES
/I OF B CABLES (5 BROKEAN AND
DANGULING FREE

CRACKING EXTENDS THE FullL LENGTH OF BEAM 4",
THE CRACK (S APPROX. 4" wiDE. '

=

STATE OF TENNESSEE

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DIVISION OF STRUCTURES
.96

E0 -I40 -6 - RT. LANE -
SPAN I - PENT 2 T 3

ROUTE
DIRECTION

§ BRIDGE NO.
CROSSING:

COUNTY: sSr/7H

j DRAWN__ £ K8

| DATE_/2/77/22

REVISION
DATE




PAGENO.

( | , | SHEET ____ OF
' ‘ B | | MAY 2 31983

G, 709" sree ) 7,&3/@0 ¢ exposed
- Lebls
3 cables exPOj‘ef/
] Coble broten

S

STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF STRUCTURES

2%

SEITINT

8O- 40 -8 L. Lswve
SAANBD  Bent®) fo Berp FZ

i e

BRIDGE NO. y
: CROSSING:
N A— ‘ . . | | COUNTY: S/7/7i/ COMT Y/
1\‘ DRAWN_ YCT . REVISION

joaTE__/-27-Z7 DATE



BENT /

7

\Y4

<

ROUTE
OIRECTION

F £ D c 8
X C

/ OoN
BEAMS A & L

EXTENDS FOR

THE FULlLL LENGTH OF
EACH BEAM £ 15 APFOK.
‘" WIDE

SHEET OF
MAY 231983
Z, SPALLING AREA =~ 3%p" LONG ‘ }

BY 37 WIDE wWiTH /
EXPOSEDP CABLE

DATE _/2/27/22 bpTE

PAGENO.__

e

<
W

STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF STRUCTURES

B0 - T40 —F1- RT. LANE -
SPAN I -ABUT! TO BENT I

BRIDGE NO.

caossmc:zsg'/\/ PR S

| COUNTY: s/ 7H

REVISION

TS



S RSB 20 M 1540 51

ABUT CAP #2

PAGE NO.

SHEET OF

BENTFR 3

A 43 x )’ ares o7 5/96///6)
£ex posed cabfes
9 Cables ex/asez/
4 c@é/?é b/‘o/{m,y
4/9 //:/j

Lyt 96T X9 IB of Spallng
i 55‘055‘36/ colles

STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF STRUCTURES

8o -90- 37 A

&1L

‘. 5/94&/#{ 55/)7{#37,5 4M#Z

! BRIDGE NO.
CROSSING:

_ COUNTY: "’/7/',7’[,;'/ - ?/,;“f-»/

f DRAWN_Z’_‘"___ REVISION

L oate 7 - 72 | pate

Al



T

eI o

SPAN Fo

PAGE NO.

SHEET _ OF

BENT 7 1

G, :7%9" dres of 5,53/@? ;s/ exposez/
Coble s
3 cdbles ex,:‘c’:-?ec/
7 Coble Lroksrn

STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF STRUCTURES

SO-IT 4D - ¢) AL Lawve.
| SAAN T2 Beni®) #o Bt &

i BRIDGE NO.
CROSSING:

d COUNTY: S/ 0Ty :

- /
§ DRAWN__ VLT REVISION |
| DATE A R pave Q¢



ot et

BENT /

ROUTE
o/reeCcTriIoN

CRACKING ©OX

BEAMS A f’ L

EXTENDS FOR

THE FULlLL (ENGTH OF
EACH BEAM § /S APFPOK.
Ya" wipE

L, ¢ SPALLING AREA = 3:p" LONG
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