Mn/DOT STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET

Bridge ID: 2440

TH 65 (3RD AVE S) OVER MISS R, BN RR& CITY STS

Date: 03/24/2005

* IDENTIFICATION *

* ROADWAY DATA *

Def. Status 0-ADEQ Suff. Rating 91.5

Agency Br. No. ( 6206) (RS1) -1
District 05 Maint. Area  5A
County 53 HENNEPIN

City 2585 MINNEAPOLIS
Township

Placecode 43000

Desc. Loc. 0.3 MI NE OF JCT TH 952A
Sect. 23 Tnsp. 029N Range 24W -
Lat. 44d 59m 00s  UTM-Y 4981147.56
Long. 93d 15m 13s UTM-X 479988.03
Toll Bridge (Road) NO

Custodian 01-STATE

Owner 01-STATE

Route System (Fed) 3-MNTH

Mn. Route System 03-MNTH
Route Number 65

Roadway Name TH 65 (3RD AVE S)

Roadway Function  1-MAINLINE
Roadway Type 2-2 WAY TRAF
Control Section

2710.

BDG. Reference Point 001+00.716
Date Opened to Traffic  10-01-1980
Detour Length 1 mi

Lanes 4 ON BRIDGE (1)
ADT 18,500 HCADT 370
ADT Year 2002

* WATERWAY DATA *

Drng. Area
Wirwy. Opening 99,999 sq fi
Navigation Control 0-NO PERM REQD
Nav. Vert./Hrz Cir.
Nav. Vert. Lift Cir.
MN Scour Code
Scour Eval. Year

L-STBL;LOW RISK
1993

* INSPECTION DATA *

Inspection Date  09-16-2004
Inspection Frequency 24
Inspector METRO

(ORBC)

Report Juris. Functional Class . 16-URB/MINOR ART Condition Codes Appraisal Ratings

Year Built 1917 Yr Fed Rehab Nat'l. Hwy. System  O-NOT NHS ' Deck 6  Struct. Eval. 6

Year Remod. 1980 STRAHNET  0-NOT STRAHNET Superstruct. 6 Deck Geometry 5

Temp. Truck Net 0-NOT TRUCKNET Substruct. 5 Underclearances 9

Skew 0 Plan Avail. 1-CENTRAL Fed. Lands Hwy. 0-N/A Chan. & Prot. 6 Waterway Adeq’'cy N
* STRUCTURE DATA * OnBaseNet 0-NOT BASENET Culvert N Appr. Alignment 8

Service On 5-HWY;PED * ROADWAY CLEARANCES * Other Inspection Codes

Service Under 8-HWY;RR;STREAM If Divided NB-EB SB-WB Open, Posted, Clsd. A Rail Rating 1

Main Span 111 CONCR/DK ARCH Rdwy. Wid. Rd 1/Rd 2 58.7f Pier Protection Appr. Guardrail 0

MN Main Span 112 CONCR/ARCH Vrt. Cir. Ovr. Rd 1/Rd 2 Scour Critical 8 Appr. Trans. 0

MN MSpn Det Def V-OPEN SPANDREL ARC | pmax Vert CIr Rd 1/ Rd 2 Deck Pct. Unsnd. 2% Appr. Term. N

Appr. Span Horz U/ICIr-Rd1/Rd2 32781t In Depth Inspections

MN Appr. Span 401 STLCNT/BM SPAN Lat UndClIr Left/Right Y/N Freq. Lastinsp.

MN ASpn Det Def RR UndClIr Vert/Lat 27.0 ft 12.0 ft | Frac. Critical

Culvert Type Appr. Surface Width 64.0 ft Pinned Asbly.

Barrel Length Median Width Underwater Y 60 10/2000

No. Main Spans 7 = No. Appr.Span 4 Spec. Feat.

Total Spans 11 NBI Len. (?) YES

Main Span Length 236.7 ft
Structure Length 1,887.8 ft

Abut. Mat'l. 1-CONCRETE

Abut. Fnd. Type 3-FTNG/PILE

Pier Mat'l. 1-CONCRETE

Pier Fnd. Type 2-SPRD/ROCK

Deck Width 81.6 ft
Deck Material 1-CIP CONC

Wear Surf. Type 4-LO SLP CON
Wear Surf. Inst. Yr. 1980

Wr. Cre/Fill Depth 0.17 ft

Deck Membrane 0-NONE

Deck Rebars 1-EPOXY REBAR
Deck Rebars Inst. Yr. 1980
Structure Area 154,044 sq ft
Roadway Area 110,815 sq ft

Swk Width L/R 8.0 ft 8.0ft
Curb Ht. L/IR 0.3 1t 0.3 1t
Rail L/IRIFHWA 23 23 1-YES

Ped. Fencing

Hist. Significance 2-NATL REGELEG
Bird Nests (?) NO

* ROADWAY TIS DATA *

TIS 1st KEY TIS 2nd KE

Route System 03
Route Number 00000065
High End 944
Low End 944
Direction N

Reference Pt. 001+00.716

Interchg. Elem.

* PAINT DATA *

Year Painted 1980
Total Painted Area

Primer Type 6-3309 UNPAINTED
Finish Type K-3309 UNPAINTED

Pct.Unsound

* CAPACITY RATINGS *

* MISC. BRIDGE DATA *

Struct. Flared

Parallel Struct. N-NONE
Field Conn. ID 4-BOLTED
Cantilever ID

Permit Code A 1
Permit Code B 1
Permit Code C 1

Permit Code Fut.

Design Load 6-H520MOD

MN FED
Operating Rating HS 35.0 63.0
Inventory Rating HS  20.0 36.0

Posting

Rig Date 04-01-1980 Rtg Needed? NO

* IMPROVEMENT DATA *

* BRIDGE SIGNS *

Posted Load 0-NO SIGNS

Traffic 0-NO SIGNS
Horizontal 0-NO SIGNS
Vertical 0-NO SIGNS

Prop. Work 35-REHAB DET

Work By 1-CONTRACT

Prop. Structure 1-BRIDGE

Length 1,886.5 ft Width 492 ft
Appr. Rdwy. Work

Bridge Cost 8,155,000
Approach Cost 100,000
Project Cost 1,500,000

Data - Year/Method 2003 C-COMPUTER




Mn/DOT STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET

Bridge ID: 2440

TH 65 (3RD AVE S) OVER MISS R, BN RR& CITY STS

Date: 03/24/2005

* IDENTIFICATION *

* ROADWAY DATA *

Def. Status 0-ADEQ Suff. Rating 91.5

Agency Br. No. ( 6206) (RS2) - A
District 05 Maint. Area  5A
County 53 HENNEPIN

City 2585 MINNEAPOLIS
Township

Placecode 43000

Desc. Loc. 0.3 MI NE OF JCT TH 952A
Sect. 23 Tnsp. 029N Range 24W
Lat. 44d 59m 00s  UTM-Y 4981147.56
Long. 93d15m13s UTM-X = 479988.03

Route System (Fed) 5-CITY

Mn. Route System 10-MUN
Route Number 699
Roadway Name MAIN ST SE
Roadway Function  1-MAINLINE
Roadway Type 2-2 WAY TRAF
Control Section

BDG. Reference Point

Date Opened to Traffic ~ 10-01-1980

Detour Length 1 mi

* WATERWAY DATA *

Drng. Area
Wirwy. Opening 99,999 sq ft
Navigation Control 0-NO PERM REQD
MNav. Vert./Hrz Clr.
Nav. Vert. Lift Clr.
MN Scour Code
Scour Eval, Year

L-STBL;LOW RISK
1993

* INSPECTION DATA *

09-16-2004

Toll Bridge (Road) NO Lanes 4 UNDER BRIDGE (A) Inspection Date (ORBC)

Custodian 01-STATE ADT 2100 HCADT Inspection Frequency 24

Owner 01-STATE ADT Year 1995 Inspector METRO

Report Juris. Functional Class 17-URB COLL Condition Codes Appraisal Ratings

Year Built 1917 YrFed Rehab Natl. Hwy. System  0-NOT NHS Deck 6  Struct. Eval. 6

Year Remod. 1980. STRAHNET 0-NOT STRAHNET Superstruct. 6 Deck Geometry 5

Temp. Truck Net - 0-NOT TRUCKNET Substruct. 5 Underclearances 9

Skew 0 Plan Avail. 1-CENTRAL Fed. Lands Hwy. 0-N/A Chan. & Prot. 6 Waterway Adeq'cy N
* STRUCTURE DATA * OnBaseNet  0-NOT BASENET Culvert N  Appr. Alignment 8

Service On 5-HWY;PED * ROADWAY CLEARANCES * Other Inspection Codes

Service Under 8-HWY;RR;STREAM I Divided NB-EBE SB-WB Open, Posted, Clsd. A Rail Rating 1

Main Span 111 CONCR/DK ARCH Rdwy. Wid. Rd 1/Rd 2 50.0 ft Pier Protection Appr. Guardrail 0

MN Main Span 112 CONCR/ARCH Vrt. Cir. Ovr. Rd 1/Rd 2 24.0 # Scour Critical 8 Appr. Trans. 0

MN MSpn Det Def V-OPEN SPANDREL ARC | max Vert Cir Rd 1/ Rd 2 24.0 ft Deck Pct. Unsnd. 2% Appr. Term. N

Appr. Span Horz U/CIr -Rd1/Rd2  327.8ft In Depth Inspections

MN Appr. Span 401 STLCNT/BMSPAN | | 4¢ yndClr Left/Right 15.0 ft Y/N Freq. Lastinsp.

MN ASpn Det Def RR UndClIr Vert/Lat 12,0 ft | Frac. Critical

Culvert Type Appr. Surface Width 53.0ft Pinned Asbly.

Barrel Length Median Width Underwater 2 4 60 10/2000

No. Main Spans 7 No. Appr.Span 4 « ROADWAY TIS DATA * Spec. Feat.

Total Spans 11 NBI Len. (?) YES TIS 1st KEY TIS 2nd KE * PAINT DATA *

Main Span Length 236.7 ft Route System 10 Year Painted 1980 Pct.Unsound

Structure Length 1,887.8 ft Route Number 25850609 Total Painted Area

Abut. Matl. 1-CONCRETE High End 944 Puril:ner Type 6-3309 UNPAINTED

Abut. Fnd, Type 3-FTNG/PILE Low End 944 Finish Type K-3309 UNPAINTED

Pier Mat'l. 1-CONCRETE Direction * CAPACITY RATINGS *

Pier Fnd. Type 2.SPRD/ROCK Reference Pt. 000+00.210 Design Load _ 6-HS20MOD

Deck Width 8161t Interchg. Elem. MN FED

Deck Material 1-CIP CONC * MISC. BRIDGE DATA * Operating Rating HS 35.0 63.0

Wear Surf. Type 4-LO SLP CON Struct. Flared Inventory Rating HS 20.0 36.0

Wear Surf. Inst. Yr. 1980 Parallel Struct. N-NONE Posting

Wr. Crs/Fill Depth 017 ft Field Conn. 1D 4-BOLTED | Rtg Date 04-01-1980 Ritg Needed? NO

Deck Membrane 0-NONE Cantilever ID

Deck Rebars 1-EPOXY REBAR Permit Code A 1 ~[MPROVEMENT DATA

Deck Rebars Inst. Yr. 1980 Permit Code B 1 Prop. Work 35-REHAB DET

Structure Area 154,044 sq ft Permit Code C 1 Work By 1-CONTRACT

Roadway Area 110,815 sq ft Permit Code Fut. Prop. Structure 1-BRIDGE

Curb Ht. L/R 0.3t 0.3 ft * BRIDGE SIGNS * Appr. Rdwy. Work

Rail L/RIFHWA 23 23  1-YES Posted Load 0-NO SIGNS Bridge Cost 8,155,000

Ped. Fencing Traffic 0-NO SIGNS Approach Cost 100,400

Hist. Significance 2-NATL REG ELEG Horizontal ~ 0-NO SIGNS Project Cost 1,500,000

Bird Nests (?) NO Vertical 0-NO SIGNS Data - Year/Method 2003 C-COMPUTER




Mn/DOT STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET

Bridge ID: 2440

TH 65 (3RD AVE S) OVER MISS R, BN RR& CITY STS

Date: 03/24/2005

* IDENTIFICATION *

* ROADWAY DATA *

Def. Status 0-ADEQ Suff. Rating 91.5

Agency Br. No. ( 6206) (RS3) - B
District 05 Maint. Area  5A
County 53  HENNEPIN

City 2585 MINNEAPOLIS
Township

Placecode 43000
Desc. Loc. 0.3 MI NE OF JCT TH 852A

Route System (Fed) 5-CITY

Mn. Route System 10-MUN

Route Number

Roadway Name WEST RIVER PKWY
1-MAINLINE

2-2 WAY TRAF

Roadway Function
Roadway Type

Control Section

* WATERWAY DATA *

Drng. Area

Wirwy. Opening 99,999 sq ft
Navigation Control 0-NO PERM REQD
Nav. Vert./Hrz Clr.

Nav. Vert. Lift Cir.

MN Scour Code L-STBL;LOW RISK

Sect. 23 Tnsp. 028N Range 24W - | BDG. Reference Point Scour Eval. Year 1993 -

Lat. 44d 59m 00s UTM-Y 4981147.56 | Date Opened to Traffic  01-01-1993 * INSPECTYOR DATA +

Long. 93d15m 13s UTM-X  479988.03 | patour Length 1mi .

Toll Bridge (Road) NO Lanes 2 UNDER BRIDGE (B) Inspection Date  09-16-2004 (ORBC)

Custodian 01-STATE ADT 500 HCADT Inspection Frequency 24

-Owner 01-STATE ADT Year 1993 Inspe_ctor METRO

Report Juris. Functional Class = 17-URB COLL Condition Codes Appraisal Ratings

Year Built 1917 Yr Fed Rehab Nat'l. Hwy. System  0-NOT NHS Deck 6  Struct. Eval. 6

Year Remod. 1980 STRAHNET  0-NOT STRAHNET Superstruct. 6 Deck Geometry 5

Temp. Truck Net 0-NOT TRUCKNET Substruct. 5 Underclearances 9

Skew 0 Plan Avail. 1-CENTRAL Fed. Lands Hwy. 0-N/A Chan. & Prot. 6 Waterway Adeq'cy N
; STRUCTURE DATA * OnBaseNet  0-NOT BASENET Culvert N  Appr. Alignment ] 8

Service On 5-HWY;PED * ROADWAY CLEARANCES * Other Inspection Codes

Service Under 8-HWY;RR;STREAM If Divided NB-EBE SB-WB Open, Posted, Clsd. A Rail Rating 1

Main Span 111 CONCR/DK ARCH Rdwy. Wid. Rd 1/Rd 2 14.0 ft 14.0 ft | Pler Protection Appr. Guardrail 0

MN Main Span 112 CONCR/ARCH Vrt. CIr. Ovr. Rd 1/Rd 2 30.0 30.0 ft | Scour Critical 8 Appr. Trans. 0

MN MSpn Det Def V-OPEN SPANDREL ARC | pax Vert Cir Rd 1/ Rd 2 30.0 # 30.0 ft | Deck Pct. Unsnd. 2% Appr. Term. N

Appr. Span ‘HorzU/CIr-Rd1/Rd2  240ft 240 In Depth Inspections

MN Appr. Span 401 STLCNT/BM SPAN Lat UndClr Left/Right 2.0 ft 12.0 ft Y/N Freq. LastlInsp.

MN ASpn Det Def RR UndClr Vert/Lat 12.0ft | Frac. Critical

Culvert Type Appr. Surface Width 38.0 ft Pinned Asbly.

Barrel Length Median Width 10.0 ft Underwater Y 60 16/2000

No. Main Spans 7 No. Appr.Span 4 + ROADWAY TIS DATA * Spec. Feat.

Total Spans 11 NBI Len. (7) YES TIS 1st KEY TIS 2nd KE * PAINT DATA *

Main Span Length 236.7 ft Route System Year Painted 1980 Pct.Unsound

Structure Length 1,887.8 ft Route Number Total Painted Area

Abut. Matl. 1-CONCRETE High End P-ril-ner Type 6-3309 UNPAINTED

Abut, Fnd. Type  3-FTNG/PILE Low End Finish Type K-3302 UNPAINTED

Pier Mat’l. 1-CONCRETE Direction * CAPACITY RATINGS *

Pier Fnd. Type  2-SPRD/ROCK Reference Pt. Design Load _ 6-HS20MOD

Deck Width 81.6 ft Ipterha. Bl MN FED

Deck Material 1-CIP CONC * MISC. ERIDGE DATA * Operating Rating HS 35.0 63.0

Wear Surf. Type 4-LO SLP CON Struct. Flared Inventory Rating HS 20.0 36.0

Wear Surf. Inst. Yr. 1980 Parallel Struct. N-NONE Posting

Wr. Crs/Fill Depth 0.17 ft Field Conn. ID 4-BOLTED Rtg Date 04-01-1980 Rtg Needed? NO

Deck Membrane 0-NONE Cantilever ID  IMPROVEMENRT DATA *

Deck Rebars 1-EPOXY REBAR Permit Code A 1

Deck Rebars Inst. Yr. 1980 Permit Code B 1 Prop. Work 35-REHAB DET

Structure Area 154,044 sq ft Permit Code C 1 Work By 1-CONTRACT

Roadway Area 110,815 sq ft Permit Code Fut. Prop. Structure 1-BRIDGE

Swk Width L/R 8.0 ft 8.0 ft Length 1,886.5 ft Width 492t

Curb Ht. LIR 0.3t 0.3t * BRIDGE SIGNS * Appr. Rdwy. Work

Rail LIR/FHWA 23 23  1-YES Posted Load 0-NO SIGNS Bridge Cost 8,155,000

Ped. Fencing Traffic 0-NO SIGNS Approach Cost 100,000

Hist. Significance 2-NATL REG ELEG Horizontal ~ 0-NO SIGNS Project Cost 1,500,000

Bird Nests (?) NO Vertical 0-NO SIGNS Data - Year/Method 2003 C-COMPUTER




Mn/DOT STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET

Bridge ID: 2441

FRANKLIN (CSAH 5) OVER W RIVER RD & MISS RIV

Date: 03/24/2005

* IDENTIFICATION *

* ROADWAY DATA *

Def. Status 1-S.D. Suff. Rating 49.7

Agency Br. No. ( 730) (RS1) - 1
District 05 Maint. Area

County 53 HENNEPIN

City 2585 MINNEAPOLIS
Township

Placecode 43000
Desc. Loc. 0.5 MIE OF JCT CSAH 48

Route System (Fed) 4-CNTY

Mn. Route System 04-CSAH

Route Number 5

Roadway Name FRANKLIN AVE E (CSAH 5
Roadway Function  1-MAINLINE

Roadway Type 2-2 WAY TRAF

Control Section

* WATERWAY DATA *

Drng. Area

Wirwy. Opening 99,999 sq ft
Navigation Control 1-PERM REQD
Nav. Vert./Hrz Cir. 285.0ft

88.0 ft
Nav. Vert. Lift Clr. :

MN Scour Code R-CRIT;MONITOR

Sect. 30 Tnsp. 029N Range 23W BDG. Reference Point Scour Eval. Year 1995
Lat. 44d 57m 53s  UTM-Y 4979069.00 | Date Opened to Traffic = 12-01-1971 .
*
Long. 93d13m 155 UTM-X  482576.03 | petourLength 2 mi INSPECTION DATA
Toll Bridge (Road)  NO Lanes 4 ON BRIDGE (1) Inspection Date  11-30-2004  (OKGK)
i i 12

Owner 02-COUNTY ADT Year 2003 p
Report Juris. Functional Class = 16-URB/MINOR ART Condition Codes Appraisal Ratings
Year Built 1923  Yr Fed Rehab Nat'l. Hwy. System  0-NOT NHS Deck 5  Struct. Eval. 4
Year Remod. 1971 STRAHNET 0-NOT STRAHNET Superstruct. 4 Deck Geometry 3
Temp. Truck Net 0-NOT TRUCKNET Substruct. 4 Underclearances 9
Skew 0 Plan Avail. 3-COUNTY Fed. Lands Hwy.  O-N/A Chan. & Prot. 7 Waterway Adeq'cy 8

* STRUCTURE DATA * OnBaseNet 0-NOT BASENET Culvert N  Appr. Alignment 6
Service On 5-HWY;PED * ROADWAY CLEARANCES * Other Inspection Codes
Service Under 6-HWY;STREAM If Divided NB-EB SB-WB Open, Posted, Clsd. A Rail Rating 1
Main Span 111 CONCR/DK ARCH Rdwy. Wid. Rd 1/Rd 2 50.0 ft Pier Protection 1 Appr. Guardrail
MN Main Span 112 CONCR/ARCH Vrt. Cir. Ovr. Rd 1/Rd 2 Scour Critical 3 Appr. Trans.
MN MSpn Det Def V-OPEN SPANDREL ARC | miax Vert Cir Rd 1/ Rd 2 Deck Pct. Unsnd. Appr. Term.
Appr. Span : Horz U/CIr - Rd 1/Rd 2 In Depth Inspections
MN Appr. Span 109 CONC/SLAB SPAN Lat UndClr Left/Right Y/N Freq. LastlInsp.
MN ASpn Det Def 'RR UndClr Vert/Lat Frac. Critical
Culvert Type Appr. Surface Width 58.0 ft Pinned Asbly.
Barrel Length Median Width Underwater Y 60 10/2002
No. Main Spans 5  No. Appr.Span 2 Spec. Feat.

Total Spans 7 NBI Len. (?) YES
Main Span Length 435.0 ft
Structure Length 1,054.3 ft

Abut. Mat'l. 1-CONCRETE

Abut. Fnd. Type  2-SPRD/ROCK

Pier Mat'l. 1-CONCRETE

Pier Fnd. Type 2-SPRD/ROCK

Deck Width 66.3 ft
Deck Material 1-CIP CONC

Wear Surf. Type 4-LO SLP CON

Wear Surf. Inst. Yr. 1984

Wr. Crs/Fill Depth 0.17 ft

Deck Membrane 0-NONE

Deck Rebars N-NOT/APPL

Deck Rebars Inst. Yr.

Structure Area 69,900 sq ft
Roadway Area 52,711 sq ft

Swk Width L/R 7.0t 7.0t
Curb Ht. LIR 0.8t 0.8ft
Rail LIR/FHWA 17 17 1-YES

Ped. Fencing

Hist. Significance 1-NATL REGISTER
Bird Nests (7?) NO

* ROADWAY TIS DATA *

TIS 1st KEY TIS 2nd KE

Route System 04
Route Number 25850005
High End 527
Low End 527
Direction N

Reference Pt. 014+00.820

Interchg. Elem.

* PAINT DATA *

Year Painted
Total Painted Area
Primer Type
Finish Type

Pct.Unsound

* CAPACITY RATINGS *

* MISC. BRIDGE DATA *

Struct. Flared

Parallel Struct. N-NONE
Field Conn. ID

Cantilever ID

Permit Code A N
Permit Code B N
Permit Code C N

Permit Code Fut.

Design Load 5-HS20

MN FED
Operating Rating HS 30.0 54.0
Inventory Rating HS 20.2 36.4

Posting

Rtg Date (09-01-1968 Rig Needed? NO

* IMPROVEMENT DATA *

* BRIDGE SIGNS *

Posted Load 0-NO SIGNS

Traffic 0-NO SIGNS
Horizontal 0-NO SIGNS
Vertical N-NOT APPL

Prop. Work

Work By

Prop. Structure

Length 1,053.1 ft Width
Appr. Rdwy. Work

Bridge Cost

Approach Cost

Project Cost

Data - Year/Method 2003 C-COMPUTER

39.4ft

3,458,000
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_________________________ ,
Br.N (206) 2440 (1> 7
r.No q, ”i«ﬁz ¢
District 5 Maint Area . 5A
County HENNEPIN

City MINNEAPOLIS
Township

TFH
oute

65~ MAIN LINE
Number Function
Hfri‘/i/ [7;
Rdwy Type 24HA¥ﬁ£G P ;
2 ol

3RD AVE / MISS R & BN RR
Name of Featugg Crossed

0.5 M e T& Th 12
Descriptive Locat1on

Sec 23 Tup 029 Rge 26K
Reference Pt 0014807716
o o

%4 59.0°" 93 15.51
Latitude Longitude
Detour Length 01 Mi
STATE HWY STATE HWY
Maint Resp Ouner
Fed-Aid System E&P /o

l% 16~ URBAN MINOR ARTERIAL
Functional Classification
Year Built 1917 1980

Date Open To Traffiec 1080

/ﬂfﬁﬁgaer;;f’

Rem

Lanes on Br

g v 174 - ~ .
%600 507 1990 97
A.D.T. HCADT Year
Fe.
Rduy Appr Width 667848 2@
Shld Surf
I o
Median |0 Skew 00

Defense Sys YES™ Temp

Plan Available CENTRAL

Area 154044
Structure Roaduay

Dack CONC/CIP 01.00 7
Material %Unsd

110814

Structure Eval............ ﬁfg

Dack Geometry......ovoou... 5

Underclearances........... 5

Safe Load Capacity........ 9

Waterway Adequacy......... 6
=, Approach Alignment........ 8
Superstructure........ o M S e B
Substructure.......... ?b ¥ BRIDGE SIGNS
Channel & Protection. . & @-——————====——— oo __
Culvert & Wall........ Posted Load 0 Traffic 0
Inspection Date.08/30/91

nsp. Freq..l2 Plan Horizontal 0O Vertical 0

DISTRICT - JURISDICTION

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TR??SPORTATIDN — STRUCTURE INVENTORY
'd )

87146,1992
| ¥ STRUCTURE DATA | Suff Rating 59.7 S.D.
-------------------------- Status
58 HNY}PED/HY)RR)S _________________________
Type of Service ¥ SUBSTRUCTURE DATA ¥
Type Main Span 112 Abut CONCRETE FTNG/PILE
BOLTED CONCRETE ARCH
Pier CONCRETE SPRD/ROCK
ST CONT BM SPAN Mater'l Foundat'n
Typea Approach Span 401 |-
¥ WATERWAY DATA ¥
Fract NON-APL T s T
Critl Member Proc Date Bs10/91 Kr91
Proc Scour Dr Area
Specl s
Feat Member Proc Date Wateruay Opening 99999
Ft Navig Cntrl/Prot NO
Culvert Type Length
Vert Horiz
No Spans 7 G 11 e
Main Appr Total ¥ APPROACH PANELS x
Length 236.7 1887 .8 Ft Near 2A A
Max Spn Total Far 24 A
Type Cond Length
SDWK WID Lt 8.0 Rt 8.0 ——m———-ilo oo R
7T o .0 % PAINT DATA X
Rduy Width/ 0(ER— sg.7 /70 (0 | ZIAINT DATA X
If Divided Nb-Eb Sh-Hb Yr Pntd......
Deck Width (Out-0ut) 81.6 TYB@ .t v wn s s ;;,ﬁk”
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/0 & 70 .€ _a
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Faat = RR—7L0y = |emmmmme S onimiaaate
Max Vert Cleard  Ft Ft % EXPANSION
4 . % DEVICE
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) 4 W I TpEwscenwssna KO
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(4 I Condition...... 1
Depth of W.C. & Fill 0.17 Ft /-2~
* Yr Instl....... 80
LOW SLUMP CONC. OVERLAY 1980  =—-—--——————o--llll1227°
Deck Protection System-Yr ¥ CAPACITY RATINGS ¥
Coated Rebar EPOXY 1980 Desiagn Load HS20+MOD
RAILINGS Type 23 23 Operating HS 31.0
Condition 8 8 Inventory HS 20.0
Base Height 3Tgo™ 3rpovm Posting LEGAL
Curb Height 03" p  03n) Rating Date 046780
Approach Guardrails 0 Need New Rating NO

REHAB DET
Prop Structure BRIDGE
Length 18838 Width 58
Prop Adt 18000 Year 2010
Appr Rduy Work

Bridge Cost
Appr Cost

Prop Work

¢ 1,000,000

Project Cost 7
Yr of Improv Data 1992 (C)
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UNDERWATER BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

STRUCTURE NO. 2440
MINNESOTA STATE HIGHWAY NO. 65
OVER
THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER
DISTRICT 5 - HENNEPIN COUNTY

PREPARED FOR THE
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
BY
COLLINS ENGINEERS, INC.

JOB NO. 1422 (67)



MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
UNDERWATER BRIDGE INSPECTION

REPORT SUMMARY :

The substructure units inspected at Bridge No. 2440, Piers 1, 2, 5, 6 and
7, were found to be generally in fair condition with no defects of major
structural significance. The channel bottom around the substructure is
presently stable with no evidence of significant localized scour.

INSPECTION FINDINGS:

(B)

(A) The concrete surfaces of the piers were generally lightly to
moderately scaled with exposed aggregate from the waterline to the
top of the footing bell.

(B) Portions of the footing bell were exposed at all of the piers. The
vertical exposure, including the footing bevel ranged between 0 and
10 feet.

(C) At Piers 1 and 5, there were undermining pockets present at the
upstream noses, with the maximum penetration under the footing being
approximately 3 feet. The undermining, as well as much of the
footing exposure at all of the piers, appears to be the result of a
long term, overall degradation of the channel bottom, rather than a
localized scour condition.

(D) A spalled area was present on Pier 2 which had exposed steel
reinforcement. | | .

(E) Concrete and steel reinforcing debris along with random timber drift
was found around each of the piers.

RECOMMENDATIONS:
(A)  Perform scour and foundation stability analysis for Piers 1 and 5.

Place concrete in the undermined areas at Piers 1 and 5 unless other
countermeasures are dictated by analysis.



(C)

(D)

(E)

tared ituwh

Perform soundings at all substructure units after periods on high
water until scour countermeasures are in place of if deemed
unnecessary by the analysis. 7

Cover the exposed reinforcement with epoxy grout to inhibit further
deterioration.

Inspect all substructure units underwater at an interval not to
exceed five years unless soundings warrant more frequent inspection.

Respectfu11y submitted,

I hareby certify that this plzgn;é speci-
ication, or report was prepared by me ot
unaaivﬂy direct supervision and that' | am g  COLLINS ENGINEERS, INC.

duly Regist

ional Engineer under
the laws cf the uuﬂé’s of Minnesaia. ‘ &&‘é/ ?

// .

Daniel G. Stromberg

Date_(_,i__ﬁegmtrat:on No Z’( - Registered Professional

Engineer, State of
Minnesota



MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BRIDGE DATA

Bridge Number: 2440

UNDERWATER BRIDGE INSPECTION

Feature Crossed: Mississippi River

Feature Carried: Minnesota State Highway No. 65

Location: District 5, Hennepin County, Minnesota

Bridge Description:

INSPECTION DATA

Bridge No. 2440 consists of a seven span concrete
arch  superstructure and two small approach
structures. “The concrete arches are supported by
eight reinforced concrete piers, numbered 1 to 8
starting from the southerly end of the bridge.

Professional Engineer: Daniel G. Stromberg

State of Minnesota, P.E. No. 21491

Dive Team: Daniel G. Stromberg, Clayton G. Brookins, Erik M. Snell

Date: October 11, 1991

Weather Conditions:

Sunny, *65° F

Underwater Visibility: =2 feet

Waterway Velocity:

+2 f.p.s.



SUBSTRUCTURE INSPECTION DATA

Substructure Inspected: Piers 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7

General Shape: The piers shafts are rectangular with rounded noses and
bell-out to form a rectangular spread footing, with either
square or rounded noses, that rests on rock.

Maximum Water Depth at Substructure Inspected: Approximately 15°-0".

WATERLINE DATUM

Water Level Reference: Bottom of arch at Pier 5.
Elevation = 98.25

Water Surface: Approximately 5°-11" below reference.
Waterline Elevation = 92.33

NBIS CODING INFORMATION (Minnesota specific codes used for 92B and 113)

Item 60: Substructure: Code 6
Item 61: Channel and Channel Protection: Code 6
Item 92B: Underwater Inspection: Code _B/10/91

Item 113: Scour Critical Bridges: Code _No Chanqge*

Bridge is scour critical because abutment or pier foundation is rated as
unstable due to observed scour at bridge site.
Yes X No

(NOTE: Bridges may also be scour critical if abutment or pier
foundations are rated as unstable due to scour potential as
determined by a scour evaluation study.)



if Yes, Code "D".
If No, Code "No Change"

* Extent of undermining at Piers 1 and 5 is presently insignificant
compare to overall size of footing. Although footings are supposed to be
resting on rock, a scour and foundation stability analysis should still be
performed to determine if further undermining can occur.
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Q . 6. Heavier scaling along westerly side of pier extending between
8% 1&4 Y waterline and El. -2.5". The typical penetration of this scaling was
03 = = between 4" and 6".
\ & W
3 7. +10’ long areas (2) of heavier scaling extending between El. +2.5’
SOUNDING PLAN and El. -2.5°. The typical penetration of this scaling was between 3"
N TS and 4"
8. +10' long spalled area extending between waterline to El. -2.5', with
Max. Elev. maximum penetration of 3",
""///\/Y/>‘
9. +10" long spalled area extending between El. +6’ to El. -2.5’, with
maximum penetration of +6" and exposed reinforcing steel.
Min: Llev. Note: Design plans indicate footing 10. 8 long spalled area extending between El. +5' to El. -2.5', with
S\G bells cast on rock channel bottom. maximum penetration of +6".
MD/%EME—ELEB& 11.  Light accumulation of timber debris on channel bottom.

GENERAL NOTES:

Only Piers 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7 were to be inspected at this bridge.

The waterline reference was taken at Pier 5. The distance from the
bottom of the arch at the pier face to the waterline at the time of the
inspection was approximately 5'-11" which corresponds to a
waterline elevation of 92.93 based on available design drawings.
For soundings and inspection notes, the waterline elevation is
assumed to be 0.0’

All of the pier shafts were lightly to moderately scaled with exposed
aggregate from the waterline to the top of the footing bell (El -2.57).
The typical penetration of this scaling was between 1" and 2". Areas
of heavier scaling and/or spalling are identified in the inspection
notes.

The exposed footing surfaces were often irregular and rough from
original forming with penetrations upto 1 1/2".

Soundings were taken along bridge fascias at superstructure vertical
members.

Channel bottoms shown on end view are not to scale, and are
intended to approximate the maximum and minimum conditions
observed. See sounding plan for actual channel bottom locations.

INSPECTION NOTES:

1.

Channel bottom material within 6" of the substructure unit was
maostly 2" to 1’ diameter stone with some gravel and no appreciable
probe rod penetrations.

Channel bottom material was smooth exposed bedrock at upstream
half of pier extending to dam.

Much concrete and steel reinforcing debris on channel bottom all
around pier.

Vertical face of footing bell exposed as shown with undermining
pockets (2) at the upstream and westerly sides. Cavities were 2’
long with a maximum height of +1' and a maximum penetration
under the footing of :3'. Vertical height of footing exposed at
undermining was :8’, including the footing bevel.

- Vertical face of footing bell exposed as shown with maximum height,

including the footing bevel, of :9' at the southerly corner.

COLLINS ENGINEERS, INC.

165 N. CANAL ST.

CHICAGO, IL. 60606

MINNESOTA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
UNDERWATER BRIDGE INSPECTION

STRUCTURE NO. 2440
OVER THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER
DISTRICT 5, HENNEPIN COUNTY
INSPECTION AND SOUNDING PLAN

DRAWN BY: FPAR CHECKED BY: EMS

DATE: QOCTOBER, 1991 FIGURE 1

14220107
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N.T.S.

Max. Elev.
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Min. Elev. Note:
S5
TYPICAL END VIEW OF PIERS

MISSISSIPPI
RIVER

Flow

E

N.T.S.

Design plans indicate footing
bells cast on rock channel bottom.

GENERAL NOTES:

1.

2.

Only Piers 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7 were to be inspected at this bridgé.

The waterline reference was taken at Pier 5. The distance from the
boitom of the arch at the pier face to the waterline at the time of the
inspection was approximately 5-11" which corresponds fo a
waterline elevation of 92.93 based on available design drawings.
For soundings and inspection notes, the waterline elevation is
assumed to be 0.0".

All of the pier shafts were lightly to moderately scaled with exposed
aggregate from the waterline to the top of the footing bell (EL. -2.5").
The typical penetration of this scaling was between 1/2" and 1".
Areas of heavier scaling and/cr spalling are identified in the
inspection notes.

The exposed footing surfaces were often irregular and rough from
original forming with- penetrations upto 1 1/2"

Soundings were taken along bridge fascias at superstructure vertical
members.

Channel bottoms shown bn end view are not to scale, and are
intended to approximate the maximum and minimum conditions
observed. See sounding plan for actual channel bottom locations.

INSPECTION NOTES:

1.

Channel bottom material within 6" of the substructure unit was sand
with probe rod penetrations of +6".

Much concrete and steel reinforcing debris on channel bottom
around upstream and easterly sides of pier.

Vertical face of footing bell exposed as shown with undermining
pocket at westerly side of upstream nose. Cavity was =10’ long with
a maximum height of 2' to 3" and a maximum penetration under the
footing of :3'. Vertical height of footing exposed t the undermining
was +10’, including the footing bevel.

+15" long area of heavier scaling extending between waterline and
El. -1.5". The typical peneiration of this scaling was between 2* and
3" :

Heavy accumulation of timber debris extending from the channel
bottom to above the waterline.

COLLINS ENGINEERS, INC.

165 N. CANAL ST

CHICAGO, IL. 60606

MINNESOTA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
UNDERWATER BRIDGE INSPECTION

STRUCTURE NO. 2440
OVER THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER
DISTRICT 5, HENNEPIN COUNTY
INSPECTION AND SOUNDING PLAN

DRAWN BY: PARF CHECKED BY: £MS

DATE: OCTOBER, 1991 FIGURE 2

14220107
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GENERAL NOTES:

1. Only Piers 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7 were to be inspected at this bridge.

2. The waterline reference was taken at Pier 5. The distance from the
bottom of the arch at the pier face to the waterline at the time of the
inspecticn was approximately 5'-11" which corresponds to a
\ waterline elevation of 92.93 based on available design drawings.
For soundings and inspection notes, the waterline elevation is
assumed to be 0.0°.

See Figure 2
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3. All of the pier shafts were lightly to moderately scaled with exposed
aggregate from the waterline to the top of the footing bell (EL -2.5").
The typical penetration of this scaling was between 1/2" and 1"
Areas of heavier scaling and/or spalling are identified in the
inspection notes.

4, The exposed footing surfaces were often irregular and rough from
criginal forming with penetrations upto 1 1/2"

] _— 1 1 - ) 5. Soundings were taken along bridge fascias at superstructure vertical
| 1 6 6 6 ,\1 061 L G‘) 1 3 6 b cj ' 6\ 6 6 1 1 6
. S0, J - . members.
/q //\ /6 /6 /‘J /6 /'\ /'\ e /%/{')J /%/6 //| /QJ /6 / /q/ /q:%/%/ /% /I\ //\ /6 /'\
' ,,_@ 6. Channel bottoms shown on end view are not to scale, and are

Intended tc approximate the maximum and minimum conditions

{ L o e frmeer observed. See sounding plan for actual channel bottom locations.

—5'\NI Drift Island

INSPECTION NOTES:

N
.
L
o
s o 0.6 L2 S A 0d & 4847 L/ ’]60 0,9 9,94 1 Channel bottom material within 6’ of the substruct it
P '\6 ’]66'5 . of the substructure unit was a
/6 /6 /4' //l /b /6 /?’ U /% /(b/ / /AD A /qj /Cb g = /‘J /6/ — ST gravel and sand mixture with probe rod penetrations of 4"
2. Channel bottom material within 6" of the substructure unit was sand
with probe rod penetrations of :6".

3. Much concrete and steel reinforcing debris on channel bottom.
- 4. Vertical face of footing bell exposed as shown with maximum height,
& including the footing bevel, of +8' around upstream nose.
B &
%3) L% E 5 Vertical face of footing bell exposed as shown with maximum height,
GRS W including the footing bevel, of :3" at middle of westerty side.
} .
6. Light accumulation of timber debris on channel bottom.
SOUNDING PLAN
N.T.5
MINNESOTA
Mov)i £\7)<—;:\v : DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
B ‘// 2 k !
X COLLINS ENGINEERS, INC. UNDERWATER BRIDGE INSPECTION
STRUCTURE NO. 2440
OVER THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER
i 165 N. CANAL ST.
A:’f/n. 5/9 v Note: Design plans indicate footing tNS[I):!gERTI'IC OTNS'A}I\—} ENggﬂﬁlDﬁzg EN;‘[ AN
SN bells cast on rock channel bottom. CHICAGO. IL. 60606
' T DRAWN BY: PAR CHECKED BY: £MS
TYPICAL _END VIEW OF PIERS
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woll Wall
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GENERAL NOTES:
£l 8293 . _,)‘ ™ 1. The waterline reference was taken at Pier 5. The distance from the
: [ﬁﬁ o bottom of the arch at the pier face to the waterline at the time of the
90.00 3 \? ‘_7 3 inspection was approximately 5'-11" which corresponds to a
— ____,4_75‘ waterline elevation of 92.93 based on available design drawings.
(0 ’ : :
7 {0 2. Profiles are based on soundings taken at substructure units and -
B /P' H oLt ELL. SR B/Pier “ along bridge fascias below the location of substructure vertical
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J30.00 - -
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Photograph 1.  Bridge No. 2440, 10/11/91.
View of Pier 1 Looking Northeast.

Photograph 2. Bridge No. 2440, 10/11/91.
View of Pier 2 Looking East.



Photograph 1. Bridge No. 2440, 10/11/91.
View of Pier 1 Looking Northeast.

Photograph 2. Bridge No. 2440, 10/11/91.
View of Pier 2 Looking East.



Photograph 3. Bridge No. 2440, 10/11/91.
View of Pier 3 Looking South.

Photograph 4. Bridge No. 2440, 10/11/91.
View of Pier 6 Looking North.



Photograph 5.  Bridge No. 2440, 10/11/91.
View of Pier 7 Looking North.
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MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF BRIDGES AND STRUCTURES
DAILY DIVING REPORT

INSPEC‘I‘ORS Colling g/ﬂ::-,w. sy |, DATE O Aover 1L, =]
ON-SITE TEAM LEADER LUmizt (2. Shrorloere

BRIDGE No. 440 . WEATHER Sunnv, £ 05°F
WATERWAY CROSSED | l51<Sippl Grler

DIVING OPERATION: gTC}UIEAﬁ __ SURFACE SUPPLIED AIR

PERSONNEL: |Wmick (o Soromicere , Clotton Ca Brodenne, 6.0 Spell
FQUIPMENT: Scdoa sek-vp, (4% bask b woker, U Camere  Cathomeder, Lead Lin.

TIME IN WATER: /(D pm.

TIME OUT OF WATER: 4'%0 gow.
WATERWAY DATA: VELOCITY TS —EP.C-

visarniTy ¥ 2 et
DEPTH 2+0|5 feck at Yz g )ostyockure. onde wisgre ke

ELEMENTS INSPECTED Wiers |, 2,5, loamd 7

REMARES fh&%@ géﬁfi He pé chafte u(fowx e waker line, down

%%ﬁ‘b@okwﬁ b&ﬁl’ AC V\/ICPLCWWLCW -4:0 We g I;( SCﬁkf.a{ I lr)ll’b\

NP4 51@(?‘5‘560[ A@?\M%{-Qf ML U gt A e tom ¢ b " aumde o |
chobone b 17, T, e, apclatec when oposed are okde,,

(o aind treesolat. Me e vpShirona ende o Here Tamd & Ve Jncol-rv\j

L‘)WP@_AM Yace as muhas '2 fe-t, COHML&’/J“&,/‘[@(@M;: deel ok e

doone s all aroond Cack o Ve prefs omd ak Seere | Vorabon Yraver el

15 also pregent .

FURTHER ACTION NEEDED" _>é YES__ NO

- ‘ﬁ@ extent ég uvdéfmw‘nﬂ‘f) K He two Fw«r&vhgiﬁ S Pft’é&g
1h%l‘jht‘ﬁ{d%v;:{' whean Cov?.legd to He Crovmoos. STze- Wy 4o

(A FMM A ccovr and Aatron %ﬁ‘ﬂf{ii—r cmal»rsfg sheuld be- Wt&l}
howeates, o dedevwiiine. to wWhak exctent He <coor ceovld proafess amal ﬁC
7. :

% g_u%{'m(,{—wc_ um% We, Scodv C/L‘ti?dq(. .F
/ - Ad e arcas o ,

- As a mivmaum , conerede shoold be placed in &Mj ;fodﬂ e oie. Pmch
WMW"[H"TM S counter e asures f{nﬁ?\hv’cn ( analrses 12 e 1LS ’L’{
el s R ) F(,/'A?fwff!a( alder uwusua((_( hrgh waker edents untl

- 1 w-15,S Z : :

e by andbrses .
v comtcrmea SHES At (1 ﬂd(‘c o dEC e 4147 o7 T T

A < 1ym i Vl‘g&f\/ﬁf @1[ S ears,
— Qﬁamé]agd' onderweter at e normal max o~

yrant a Soorer xﬂ?f{(%on ,

onlzss sond ivige WA



\n.@ml&.\ 2O 272/0- 2)
le7~ 7475

PO e - T8 320 sy yo

misc. work



sy,
Mn/DOT Office of Bridges & Structures 5’;(?}

Office
DATE ¢ August 24, 1993 Memorandum
TO : Attendees /Y\otH’ | — leans wp e e
Are Scvan coden
FROM : Andrea C. H. Hendrickson %{Lg #
Hydraulics Engineer A’fwé‘*‘_/
PHONE : (612) 582-1185
SUBJECT : August 12, 1993 D-5 Interdisciplinary Meeting Minutes

5. Bridge 2440 - TH 65 over the Mississippi River

Barr Engineering completed a scour evaluation of this bridge. The bridge has spread footings
on Platteville Limestone, a semi-erodible rock. Most of the rock face shows negligable erosion
even after 76 years. The 1991 Collins underwater inspections notes cavities at piers 1 and 3.
Erosion is not extensive when compared to the size of the footings. The erosion appears to be
due to long term bed changes. Considering the rock type and site history scour occurs over an
extended period, rapid erosion of the rock under the foundations resulting in a catestrophic
bridge failure is unlikely. The bridge should continue to have regular underwater inspections
during which the eroded sections should be emphasized. Erosion should be repaired when

necessary.

ACTION: The scour code in the Bridge Inventory will be upgraded to 'L’ - Stable - Scour
Evaluation Complete, bridge judged to be low risk of failure due to scour.
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1991 BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT
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B & - & ; € . T RS
IDENTIFICATION: CITY #6206 MN/DOT #2440 RR # INSPEC. DA

LOCATION:3rd Avenue over Mississippi River

%

TE_6/28/91

INSPECTED &.6§%£L£;ké%;f“bREVIEW D

POSTED LIMIT: PREPARED BY: RHD, GES BY:

CONDITION & SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENT: RATING
1990 1991

RAILING:GOOD— All the nuts are rusty. f .8 1 _B

I |

I |
CURB:GOOD- "J" barriers have some cracks and spalls. i .8 | _8

] 1

I 1
ROADWAY:GOOD- Some scaling, transverse cracks and map } .8 | _8
cracking. | {

1 |

1 1

SUBSURFACE:GOOD- Some map cracks and spalls. | .8 | _8

| |

| |
SIDEWALK:GOOD— Some pop outs and transverse cracks. 1.8 | 7

1} !

I 1

SUBSURFACE:GOOD— Some cracks with efflorescence. 1 .8 ! 8

I |

| |
STRINGERS:GOOD-_Signs of seepage, efflo & rust stains on many, _7 | _7
floor beams. Some floor beam noses are heavily spalled and ! 4
cracked. :

| !

I |
(Arches ) :GOOD- Some map cracks, longitudinal cracks and; _8 | _8
spalls. : !

I I

I |
EXPANSION DEVICES:GOOD- Full of dirt. : ' 7

1 |

1 1
PIER BENTS:GOOD- Many map cracks, spalls and rust stains on P 2.0 7
the arch columns. The pier West of the river has horizontal | ;
and vertical cracks. The first pier East of the water has | {
signs of seepage as does the third pier from the ERast. Some ! :
scour at the water lines. ! :

| |

| |
ABUTMENTS:GOOD- Signs of seepage and minor fire damage. i B { #

! 1

I I
WALLS:GOOD- S.E. wall is pushed South 0.29' and is cracked R A P
and heavily spalled. N.E. is scaling. | ;

I |

| |
WARNING LIGHTS:Navigational Lights: GoOD- : 1 . B

I I

! I
LIGHTING:FAIR- Three standards are missing on the South and - I
wires are exposed. All bases are heavily greased. ! :

I 1

| 1}
OTHER:Large pigeon population. | '

| !

| |
GENERAL CONDITION & REMARKS:GOOD- Some vibration under load. LB 8

RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS AND REPAIRS:

ESTIMATED COST: DATE NEEDED:
OWNER:State NOTIFIED: DATE:
REPATRS MADE: - DATE:

CONDITIONS CODES: DECK:__ 8 SUPERSTRUCTURE: 8 SUBSTRUCTURE :



Mn/DOT OFFICE OF BRIDGES AND STRUCTURES

Bridge No.: 2440

County:27 HENNEPIN
Control Section:2710

Bridge Inspection Report

Road System:03 MNTH
Road Number:65

Jul 06, 1995 Sheet 1 of 4
Crosses:3RD AVE / MISS R & BN INC

Location:0.3 MI NE OF JCT TH 12

City: Ref. Point :001.716 Load Posting (Tons) :LEGAL
Township: Local Bridge Num. : Length: 1887 Width: 81.6
Maint. Area / District:5A Crew Number:3 Min. Vert. (Under) :18.3
Sec: Twp : Rge: Inspection Class:A Min. Vert. (Over):
Bridge Type:ST CONT BM SPAN Deck Area (s.£f.):110814 %Unsd: 1
NBI: Deck 7 Super 4 Sub 6 Culv N Paint Area (s.f.): %Unsd 99=
CONDITIONS
NO ELEMENT/QTY Env¥r| 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 | [ COMMENTS
7|Girder/Beam Pnt A|1|95| 1665| 185]| | | | *BR 2440
| 1850 LF| | | | | | | |
9|Prest Cone Girder|1|95| 1830]| | | | | SNOOPER INSPECTION TH65 NB, 14
[ 1830 LF| | | | | | | | JULY 1994. R SCHULTZ-J BACON.
26 |Reinf Conc Arch |4]|94| 3774]| | | | | 05 JULY 1995. R SCHULTZ-J
{ 3774 LF| |95| 1132| 2264| 377| | | PETERSON SOUTH ABUTMENT:
30|Con Arch SpandCol|1]|95| | 35| 35| \ |
| 70 EA| | | | \ | \ |3 SF SPALL FROM FIRE NEAR
41|Rein Conc PierCap|4|94| 816] \ | \ | ABUTMENT. 1 SF SPALL UNDER
| 816 LF| |95| 326| 408 82 | | | BEAM. BEARING ANCHOR BOLTS ARE
58 |Reinf Conc Column|4 |94 | 40| \ | | | SHEARED OFF, 1 AT BM#1, 1 AT BM
| 40 EA| |95]| 10| 20| 10| | | #8, 2 AT BM #9 AND 2 AT BM #10.
62 |ReinConc Abutment|4|94| 163 | | | | SOUTH APPROACH SPAN.
| 163 LF| |95| 163| | | |
90 |Strip Seal Exp Jt|1|95| 242 | | | | PIER 1:
l 242 LF| | | | | | | |
91 | Pourable Joint |4]94| 407| | | | | NORTH SIDE OF P-1 HAS SPALL AND
| 407 LF| |95| 407]| | | | | DETERIORATION ON EITHER SIDE OF
95 |Elastomeric Brg |1]95]| 48| | | | \ CENTER ARCH. ELASTOMERIC PADS
| 48 EA| | | | | \ | \ TILTED 1-1/2 INCH.
98 | Fixed Bearing |1]95] 20| | \ |
| 20 EA| | | | | | | | SPAN 1:
99|Bit Approach |4]94| 2| | | |
| 2 EA| |95] 2| | | | |H-1 SPANDREL: CONCRETE IS SHEARED
104 |Combination Rail |4|94| 3774]| | | | | IN EAST ARCH. C/L ARCH SPANDREL
\ 3774 LF| |95| 3774 | | | | HAS START OF SHEAR CRACK.
125|Conc Deck Epox&Rg|4|94| 1| | | | |
| 1 EA| |95]| 1| | | | |PIER 2:
|
|50 SF SPALL ON NORTH SIDE.
|
OTHER ITEMS 94 95 | _SMART FLAGS 94 95|SPAN 2:
180 Channel & Protection 8 8 |108 Scour 1]
181 Signing 2 2 |109 Traffic Impact N|EAST SIDE OF NORTH ARCH HAS 20 SF
182 Guardrail N N |156 Fatigue Cracking N| OF 3 TO 4 INCH DEEP SPALL.
183 Plowstraps 2 2 |157 Pack Rust M|
184 Drainage N N |158 Deck Cracking 1|PIER 3:
185 Slope Protection N N |159 Under Deck 2|
186 Curb & Walk 1 1 |160 Substruct Movmnt N|NORTHE SIDE HAS SPALL AT WEST ARCH
187 Roadway Over N |16l Section Loss N| TIE INS TO PIER,
188 Miscellaneous 2 2 | |
| SPAN 3:
INSPECTOR YEAR REVIEWED BY
R SCHULTZ J BACON 1994 TERRY MORAVEC | EXTENSIVE DELAM ON BOTH BOTTOM
R SCHULTZ J PETERSON 1995 ROGER SCHULTZ MAR96 | EDGES OF EAST ARCH.




Mn/DOT OFFICE OF BRIDGES AND STRUCTURES
Bridge No.: 2440 Bridge Inspection Report Jul 06, 1995 Sheet 2 of 4
PIER 4:
30 SF OF MAP CRACKING AT EAST AND WEST ARCH.
SPAN 4:
INSIDE BOTTOM EDGES OF EAST ARCH HAS 50% DELAM.
PIER 5:
GRAFITTI ON CENTER PIER COLUMN.
SPAN 5:
40 SF OF MAP CRACKING ON EAST SIDE OF WEST ARCH. 30 SF OF MAP
CRACKING ON EAST SIDE OF EAST ARCH. MINOR DELAM OF BOTTOM EDGE OF
EAST ARCH. GENERAL COMMENT,; THERE IS MINOR SPALL OF EAST EDGE OF
COPING AND EAST CAP OF SPANDREL AT POURED JT LOCATIONS.
PIER 6:
SOUTH SIDE HAS EXCESSIVE SPALL AT DRAIN PIPE ENDS.
SPAN 6:
SOLID ARCH AND SPANDREL EXCEPT FOR UTILITY SUPPORT BLOCKS AND
OPENINGS. EAST SIDE OF J SPANDREL HAS 3 LF SPALL 2 TO 3 INCH DEEP.
SPANDREL A-6 HAS MODERATE SCALING ON NORTH SIDE.
PIER 7:

SPAN 7:

SOLID ARCH AND SPANDREL. CONCRETE IN SPANDREL D, E, F, AND G IS
CRACKED AT COLD JT IN PORTION OF SPANDREL EAST OF UTILITY OPENING.

PIER 8: (NORTH RIVER PIER)

EAST END HAS 4 SF OF 4 INCH DEEP SPALL. GRAFITTI ON SOUTH SIDE OF
PTER. NORTH BRIDGE SEAT HAS 10 ELASTOMERIC BEARINGS.

NORTH APPROACH SECTION:
PLER 13z

20 ELASTOMERIC BEARINGS WITH SLIGHT TILT TO SOUTH.
SNOOPER INSPECTION
NORTH ABUTMENT : TH 65SB, 15JULY1994
06JULY1995
10 ELASTO BRGS. ALL ANCHOR PINTELS TILTED TO NORTH 1/2+/- INCH.

NORTH APPR SPAN 2:

NORTH APPR PIER 1:



Mn/DOT OFFICE OF BRIDGES AND STRUCTURES
Bridge No.: 2440 Bridge Inspection Report Jul 06, 1995 Sheet 3 of 4

NCRTH APPR SPAN 1:

LIGHT WIRE IS HANGING LOW, WEST WIRE LEADING FROM LITE IS OPEN ENDED.
PIER 8:

10 ELASTO BRGS ON NORTH BR SEAT ARE TILTED 1/2 INCH TO SOUTH.

SPAN 7:

NO DELAM ON W EDGE OF W ARCH.

PIER 7:

SPAN 6:

SPANDREL J-6 HAS 2 VERT CRACKS. MAP CRACKING OF REPAIR WORK ON W EDGE
OF ARCH.

PIER 6:

25 SF OF SPALL ON WEST END, NORTH SIDE. MISC MAP CRACKING AND
DETERIORATION.

SPAN 5:

SPANDRELS HAVE TYPICAL CRACKING OF COLD JOINT.

PIER 5:

TYPICAL EROSION AND SPALLING AT DRAIN OUTLETS ON SOUTH SIDE.
SPAN 4:

MINOR MAP CRACKING OF PREVIQOUS PATCHING ON W ARCH. SURFACE CRACKING
AT ORIGINAL CONSTRUCTION JTS.

PIER 4/5:

MINOR MAP CRACKING ON S SIDE. NO DETERIORATION FROM DRAINS ON S SIDE.
SPAN 3/4:

DELAM AND CRACKING ALONG BOTH EDGES OF W ARCH AND MINOR MAP CRACKING.
SOUTH HALF OF W ARCH; E BOTTOM HAS DELAM AND CRACKING ALONG BOTTOM.
PIER 3:

NORTH SIDE OF PIER HAS DETERIORATION AT DRAIN LOCATIONS.

SPAN 2:

SIMILAR CONDITION TO SPAN 3, BUT NOT AS SEVERE.

PIER 2:



Mn/DOT OFFICE OF BRIDGES AND STRUCTURES
Bridge No.: 2440 Bridge Inspection Report Jul 06, 1995 Sheet 4 of 4

DETERIORATION AT DRAIN LOCATIONS.

SPAN 1:

H-1 W SPANDREL CAP HAS MINOR VERT SHEAR CRACKS, NC REBAR RUST. HEAVY
CRACK IN SPANDREL CAP ABOVE E HALF OF MIDDLE ARCH SPANDREL. WATER
FROM WEEP HOLES IN W ARCH HAS CAUSED SPALLING 5 INCH DEEP ON TOP OF
ARCH BETWEEN S# AND P-2. 4 LF X 8 INCH WIDE CRACK WITH EXPOSED REBAR
AT BOTTM OF W ARCH AT C/L.

PIER 1:

SOUTH APPR SPAN 2:

SOUTH APPR PIER 1:

SOUTH APPR SPAN 1:

SOUTH ABUTMENT: ANCHOR PINS LEAN TO SOUTH.



Mn/sD0OT Office of Bridges and Structures
BRIDGE INSFECTION REFORT

Rridge He. @ 2430 T.H. Ko. ¥ 6% Ref. Point 3 (01.716 Location @ 9.3 WD BE OF JCT TH 12 Road System: 34
Crew MO, : 2 Stru. Cross @ 3RD AVE / WISE R & BH INC Posted Limit in Tons 3 LEGAL 8§  Inspeciion
Bridge Type: 57 COWT BH SPAN Inspection Date @ May 31, 1991 £.5. ¢ 2748
Hin.Vert { Und./Usd. } 18.3 Deck frea {Sg. Ft.) @ Li0BI4 Painted Area {Sg. Fi.} &

Hin.Vert [ OverfOver

CHAE MARTIN & LARRYLERRKE 1930

o ITEM | i RATING! REPRIR COBE (YPCTGUANTIUNIT: COHRENTS
SUBSTRUCTURE i VT i ; i i
1 Rbutments ..... T e T ' ; ; i Bridge 2440 Year 5t
F R e T O pibid VTN H } i P Bridee 2440 Year 90
I Eridge Seats ...... o T INTIN ; ! i i Bridoe 2440 Year B9
SUPERSTRUCTURE : A, ! } H i
4 TrusSsPE cisevenes SRR bad g i H ; }
3 Grders cesovenens e BaITT ! H H i 1.) 20 LF OF CRACKS 0N NORTH HIGH WALL ABUTHERT.
& Floor Beams ...... T i FdA g ; } i i
7 Stringers or Beams .......i R i i ; i 1.} FIRE HAS BEEK GET AT THE SOUTH ABUTHEWT. THERE IS
8 Bearing Devices ....vaweead Pidan : H ; ; A 3 B.F. BPALL.
9 Brohes assesviseves spavsss i YA : ; : i
18 Fascia BEams ...ccvevesass i EEan g ; i i v 2.) BOME CRACKS AMD SPALLING ALOWE THE CRACKS. ALED,
11 Diaphfadds cereeersncnnsest PR : i ; i 200 L.F, GPALL OH HORTH PIER - PAPPROXIMATELY &
12 Gpandrel Coluans ....cee.. H 1ihibi6) ; i ; i 8.F. PIER UNDER STEEL BEAMS HAZ B LF OF CRACKS.
BECK i T i i } i
{3 Structural Slab ..... R VIATIT : ; ; i 2.} GROUND WIRE EXTEWDINE FROM PIER. CAP IE
14 Wearing Hurface .eovessnsnal 1hibiEIE i i : H UNATTACHED TO ANYTHING.
S Curb & Halk covcvevnvrnnasd AN ; ; : ;
Yo RAiling veaewmesmemenmey - 1318181461 H : } i 3.} GOME STAIMING AND I 5.F. SRALL UNDER 5.E.
{7 Eupansion doints ..... | 1hiB166] ; i i : AELITHENT UNBER BEAH %
1 | S S I i 1] 1 ¥
¥ t E1 v ¥ ¥ 3 ¥ ¥
i8 FEridge Deck Drains ....... ; BIEIEIE H i ; i 7.} HORTH EHD OF STEEL REAM SPAN GIRDERS ARE SPALLING
19 Hedian ....... CRERE R ; PR EDG i ! i | PARAPET WALL 0N SOUTH RIVER PIER. ALSG AT SOUTH
AREA UNDER BRIDGE ; THIRIEIE i H i ; ABUTHENT ANCHOR BOLTE ARE BEING SHEARED OFF {THIS
20 Channel & Proteciion .....i 181BIBIE] i i H H APPERRS TO BE DUE 7O PAVEMENT THRUST FORCING
21 Fenders .oevecreces T : L } ; ; i SOUTH ABUTHENT 7O THE NORTH.} NOTE: COKDITION IS
27 Foadway,Raileay,Other ...} PEIRIRIE H : H i SEVERE. HOTE: IT IS RECOMHENDED THAT RELIEF
23 Slopes & BEr®S seuscesveadl P ELE ! i H i JOINTS BE CUT JUST SOUTH OF SOUTH APPROACH PAREL.
CHLVERT & WALL ; EH I H i : i i
28 Barrel & Floor ...occee.es 1 FRaEda ! ! H i 8.} ELAGTDHERIC BEARIHG FADS ARE ROLLINE UF AND
23 Apron Bingeall Headwall ..} I : : | ; BEGINWING TB SHEAR AT FIRST RIVER PIER. SOUTH
4PPROACH ROADMAY ; A ; : : ; EHD,
26 Approach Hear {5 or W) ...t 18iE18iT ; i i :
27 hporoach Far (Hor E ) ...1 HH i i ' v 3.} 20 §.F, OF L/2 IWCH DEEP SPALL IN BOTH OF ARCH
OTHER i hiA1AES ; i ; : SFAN #3 0N BEST BIDE.
78 IO oo aveeemnis v : R i i H ; ALBO, 3¢ 5.F. OF 2 7O 4 IHCH DEEP SPALL DM TOP
29 Retaining Hall ....ovensss ! I A E H ; H GF ARCH EAST SIDE SPAH B7 AT PIER 48, EAST SIDE.
0 Buardrail cieovnnrrerennend i R i i d :
B BEAERS cwvn wmermmmnn cucnsinn . HE { : i i 12.) APPROYIMATELY 500 L.F. OF CRACKS AT ARCHES,
32 Paint seesueias S ——— : HULH : ] ; : SPOHDRELS ARE STAINED FROM WATER LERKABE. (ABOUY
33 Flow Straps ...... SO HEE i i | H EVERY 4TH OME}. EAST EHDS OF SPAHDREL CAFS RAVE
3 Drainagfescascesss R i HE I } i P H 20 G,F. OF 1 70 2 INCH DEEF SPALL. THESE AREAS
35 Biscellansois cveevesenensd I H H i ] : RRE AT JOINTS ON EAST BIDE OF BRIDGE, ALSD, 235
INSPECTER YEABR 34 b REVIEWED BY
CHET #.,DALE D.,CHAS.H. i98% N

CHESTER HARTIN L.LEHRKE 1390

CHAS AMB JERRY AHDERSON 1991



i4.)

14.1)

Comments Continued for Bridoe 24490 Year
S5.F. OF DELAMINATED CONCRETE ON CORMERS GF OLD
SFPFANDRELS. WEST ENDS OF SPAMDREL CAFS HAVE % S.F.
OF SPALL AT JOINTS ON WEST SIDE OF EBRIDGE.

12 BE.F. OF COFINE SPALL OM EAST EDGE OF BRIDGE AT
JOINTS AMD 2 E.F. OF SPALL IN WEST COPING AT
JOINTE. Z00 LO.F. OF LEACHINMG CRACKS OVER STEEL
BEAME ONM THE SOUTHERRN END.

SOME EBEFALL AND CRACES. SFaLL IS5 LOCATED IM THE
NORTHEOUMD LAKE MEAR CUREB AT EXFAMSION AREA 1/3
THE WAY ACRKROSSE AND IS APROXIMATELY 9 SLG.FT.

14 S5.F. SPALL SOUTHROURND. 1,300 L.F. OF CRACEKS
IN LOW SLUMP OVERLAY.

1006C LINEAR FT. OF CRACKS IM WEARING SURFACE WERE
EFOXIED 4BOUT 3 YEARS AGO BY BRIDGE CREW 2.

FOF OUT A&ND SOME LIGHT SPALLING. 300 L.F. OF
CRACKS. ALSG, GRAFFITI ALL OVER STAIRWAY AND
SIDEWALK. 2 S5.F. SFALL IN SIDEWALK — UPSTREAM
SIDE 173 FROM SOUTH EMD. AND 1 S5F 20 FEET HORTH
OF THAT BOTH EAST AND HWEST SIDEWALES HAVE
GRAFITTI.

RAILIMG OM THE EAST SIDE OF THE HNORTHEROUND LARNE
IS SPaLLED 172 IN. DEEF - APROXIMATELY S00
SG.FT. 400 L.F. OF VERTICAL CRACKS WITH LIGHT
SCALING ON BOTH FACES OF THE JERSEY BARRIER.
JERSEY BARRIER ON MORTH APFROACH OF BRIDGE
SETTLED APPROXIMATELY 2 INCHES.

SOME LEAKAGE AND FULL OF S5AND. 250 FEET FROM
MORTH END NORTH BOUND 20 LF OF SPALL AT
COMSTRUCTOR JOINT. EXTENSION JOINT AT S0UTH ARCH
IS5 1 INCH OFENED.

NORTHEAST END OF ARCH SFANS HASE DRAIN THAT IS
ERCDING AT ENMD OF SPRUT.

SO0UTH AFPROACH HAS SETTLED ONE INCH. BITUMINOUS
BROKE UF AND UNEVEN.

MORTH AFPROACH SEVERLY CRACKED AND MEEDE SEALING.
? PLOW STRAFS MISSING ON SOUTHERN END.
ALl LIGHT POLES NMEED REPAINTING.
ALl AREAE OF SPALL IN COPING AND SPARDRELES
HAVE EXFPOSED REEBARE THAT ARE RUSTING WHICH

SHOUL D BE CLEANED AND COATED WITH A PROTECTIVE
COATING.

Frinted 11JULZ1

21



Comments Continued for Bridge 2440 Year 21

MOTE = TEMFORARY LIGHTING IN #2Z S5PAN FROM MORTH MWIRE
HANGING DOWN HAS BEEN HERE FOR AT LEAST 2
YEARE. LIGHTS ARE SUFFPORTED BY 2 = 10 AMND
WEDGED BETWEEWM BEAMS

MOTE = CITY OF MINMNEAFOLIS FLUSHING SIDEWALE ON
e 0 BV A s

Printed 11JUL 71

PAGE 2



MR/7D0T Office of Bridges and Structures

Bridge Mo, @ 2450 T.H.

Mo. 1 &5
Crem K0, 1 2 Stru. Cross :

Bridge Type: ST CONT BM SPAN
iiin.Yert {Under/Over}: 18.3

Deck Area {53. Ft.}

BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT
Ref. Point : 001,716 tocation

JRD AVE / MISS R & BN INC

: 110814

: 0,3 MWD ME OF JET TH 12 ficad Systea: S
Posted Limit in Toms @ LEGAL A Inspection
Inspection Date @ August 7, 1990 L. 8. 1 2140

Painted Area {5q. Ft.} :

N3 TTEH : i RATING; REFAIR COBE (ZPCTIBUANTIUNITS COMHENTS
SURSTRUCTURE ; T ; ; ' :
I Pbutments .coeiviimnnineis i VAV ANE i i ; i
PR S ——— : VT i : ; i Bridge 2440 Year 90
I Hridoe Seats ...iseeneas erh TR ] ] i i Bridoge 2440 Year 89
SUPERSTRUCTURE : 111716161 : i i :
4 TFUSSEE severas S : R i : H i
5 BIFIRTE sunananyines e it 1718818t ; ; ; : 1.} FIRE HAS BEEW SET AT THE SOUTH ABUTHMENT. THERE IS
&6 Floor BEals sueivvaserinrs i A i H i : A 3 3.F. BRALL.
7 tringers or Reams ....... 4 PoEoE R ; i ; :
8 Bearing DEVICEE vswwnreensi Py ] ; : i 2.} SOME CRACKS AMD SPALLINE ALONG THE CRACKS. ALSO,
3 BRCRBS sammwsmsrmeme nrman i R AN ; : ; } 00 L.F. SPALL OM HORTH PIER - APPROJIMATELY &
10 Fascia Beams cvovvveninnaai S ; ; ; ; 5.F.
11 Diaphrages ..co.ens Sm—— A : ! : :
12 Spandrei Columns ..... v i VTR A ; ; ; i 2.) GROUND WIRE EXTEWDING FROM PIER. CAP I5
DECK ; T ; ; H ; UHATTRCHED 7O ANYTHING.
13 Structural Slab ...oeinn, ' VAT ; : i :
14 HWearing Surface ..c.uvaees ; FRFAT-EE-Y : | : 3. SOHE STAINING AWD 1 §.F, SPALL UNDER 5.E
15 Curb & Malk oovicvinninans g 1T i : ; i ABUTHENT,
¥ RALHBT eeamsmmevrsrresnd 7iRIEE ; i i
i7 Expansion Joints ......... : IFETRE I i ; : ¢ 7.} NORTH END OF STEEL BEAM SPAW GIRDERS ARE SPALLING
H R ; ; ; | PRRAPET WALL ON SOUTH RIVER PIER. ALSD AT SOUTH
18 #ridge Deck Drains ....... ; P BRI ; g : g AHUTHENT RMCHOR BOLTS ARE BEING SHEARED OFF (THIS
19 BeUEan oowbommmnebmn bt i A i i i | APPEARS TO EE DUE TO FAVEMENT THRUST FORCIKG
AREA UNDER BRILEE : PHINTHIHG ; ; | ! SRUTH ARUTHEMT TO THE NORTH.} NOTE: CONDITION IS
20 Channel ¥ Protection ..... i 38818 ; ; i i °E¥EPE HOTE: 17 IS RECORMENDED ?HA; RELIEF
21 Fenders ...iuave. . it I i ; : i JOINTS BE CUT JUST SOUTH OF S0UTH APPROACH PRHEL.
?7 FHoadway.Railway,Other ....} 8181881 i ; ; ;
23 Slopes & Berss vuvvvverins ; A : i ; i 8. ELASTOMERIC BEARING PADS ARE ROLLING UP AND
CULYERT & HALL ; PN : : ; ; REGIMRING TD SHERR AT FIRET HIVER PIER.
i U ] S — i Poroaor : ; } :
2% hpron,Mingwall,Headwall ..} P ; ; ; v 9.1 200 5.F, OF 1/2 INCH DEEF SPALL IN BOTH GF ARCH
APPROACH ROADHAY : RS : ! l i SFAN #3 OH HES T SIDE,
26 hApproach Near (S or WY ... R H : ; : : ALSO, 30 5,F. BF Z 7O 4 IHCH DEEP SPALL ONM TOP
Z] Approach Far (Hor E ) ...0 RS HH ; ; i i OF ARCH EAST QIBE 3PAK 47 AT FIER #8, EAST SIDE.
OTHER ; 1 HH ; ; : ;
I8 BERAANG weew s msmvessers : P ; i : i $2.) APPRONIMATELY 300 L.F CRACKS AT ARCHES.
29 Retaining Wall «...suusnsad A i } | ; SFANDRELS ARE SnﬁINED FRDH WATER LEAKAGE. {ABOUT
30 Buardrall sivvvenirininan : JBIHINING H : | ' EVERY 4TH ONE), ERST EHDS OF SPANDREL CAFS HAVE
I Fence siuivns COCTOTETnnTT H R A i : ; ; 20 5.F, OF ¢ IB Z JHCH DEEP SFALL, THESE AREAS
R L R S | HURR Y ; i ; i ARE AT JOINTE OM EAST SIDE OF BRIDBE. ALSOD, 25
SO s ¢ - S — | O ) : : ; 5.F, OF DELAWINATED CONCRETE OM CORNERS OF GLD
3 Dralna0Beseesnrvincnnrsaas i O : ) ; ; SPANDRELS. WEST ENDS OF SPANDREL CAPS HAYE 9 G.F,
30 Miscellaneous siievviaense ; oahlalhl | i g : OF SPALL AT JOINTS ON ®WEST SIDE OF RRIDGE,
INSPECTOR FERR 330 REVIEWED BY
MARTIN & LUEBESHMIER 1387 P
GREENWDOD & BERGHANN 1988 P 12/13/88
CHET M., DALE D, CHAS.H. 1389 !

CHAS HARTIN & LARRYLEHRKE

1990



1.3 )

i4.)

145 )

16.)

Z95.)
Z5. )

NOTE =

Comments Continued

12 S.F. OF COPING SPALL OW EAST EDGE OF BRIDGE AT
JOINTS AND 2 S5.F. OF SFALL IN WEST COFING AT
JOINTS. 200 LO.F. OF LEACHING CRACKS OVER STEEL
BEAMS ON THE SOUTHERN END.

SOME SPALL AND CRACKS. SFALL IS LOCATED IN THE
NORTHBOUND LANE NEAR CURE AT EXFANSION AREA 1/3
THE WAY ACROSS AND 1S AFPROXIMATELY 29 S50.FT.

4 S.F. S5FPALL SOUTHROUND. 1,300 L.F. OF CRACES 1IN
LOW SLUMF OVERLAY.

i000 LINEAR FT. OF CRACKS IN WEARING SURFACE WERE
EFPOXIED ABOUT 3 YEARS AGD BY BRIDGE CREW 2.

FOF OUT AND SOME LIGHT SFALLING. Z00 L .F. OF
CRACEKS. ALSG, GRAFFITI ALL OVER STAIRWAY AND
SIDEWALK. 1 5.F. SFALL IN SIDEWALE — UPSTREAM

SIDE 173 FROM S50UTH END.

RAILING ON THE EAST SIDE OF THE NORTHBOUND LANE
IS SPALLED 1/2 IN. DEEF - AFROXIMATELY 500
SQ.FT. 600 L.F. OF VERTICAL CRACKS WITH LIGHT
SCALING ON BOTH FACES OF THE JERSEY BARRIER.

SOME LEAKAGE AND FULL OF SAND.

MORTHEAST END OF ARCH SFPAMNS HAS DRAIN THAT IS
EREBDING AT END OF SFOUT.

NORTH APFROACH SEVERLY CRACHED AND NEEDS SEALING.

AlLL LIGHT POLES MEED REFPAINTING.

ALL LIGHT FOLES MEED REPAINTING.
ALL AREAS OF SFALL IN COFPING AND SPANDRELS
HAVE EXFOSED RERBARS THAT ARE RUSTING WHICH
SHOULD BE CLEANED AMD COATED WITH A FROTECTIVE
COATING.



Minnesota Department of Transportation
Office of Bridges and Structures

Eridge No, : 2440 T.H. Mo. 1 &5
Crew NO. 2 Stru. Cross @
Hridge Type: 57 EOWT RH SPAN

BRIDGE

3RD AYE / MISS R & BN INC

INSPECTION
Ref, Point : 001,716

REFPORT
Locatien 3 0.3 WD NE OF 3CT TH 12

Maint Rrea : SR

Posted Liait in Tons @ LEGAL &  T-spection
Inspection Date : Hovember 7, 1989 S 2740

Min. Vert. Clearance 1 18.3 Deck Area {5q, Ft.} : 110814 Painted Area {5q, Ft.} @
NOD  ITEM COND'T FRICRITY PER- COMHENTS
; i RATINGISEPAIR CODE TCENT | BUANT 1 UNIT!
SUBSTRUCTURE ; AT : i i
1 Abutsents ..oooviviniiinnn, : VT ' i ; ;
2 PABPE. ,y sapan ey sy ; AT ] i : i Bridge 2840 Year 89
3 Bridge Seats ...vvevnvnees ; P AT ; ; ; i
SUPERSTRUCTURE ; VAN Y ! i ; :
4 FPUSEEE coapvmasseraaiei i S i i i i 1.} FIRE HAS BEEM SET AT THE SOUTH ABUTHENT. THERE I3
5 GIRHETS asaramaisiannraie : 13718181 i | | i 4 3 5.F. SPALL.
5  Floor Beams .v.ovvivnnnseas : A A ; i i |
7 Stringers or Beams ....... ] P | : i i 2.) SOME CRACKS AND SPALLING ALDNG THE CRACKS. ALSD,
8  Bearing Devices ...ovveenne ; b bR | ' | ' 500 L.F. SPALL ON HORTH PIER - APPROXIMATELY &
B BFERES summmesie s v same i VAT g ; i i 3.F.
10 Fascia Beams ...vuvevie s i ) : i '
11 Diaphrages .ovvvvieranness : R | : ; i 3.) SOME STAINING AND 1 §.F. SPALL UNDER S.E.
12 Spandrel Columns ......... : Poisidibi i | : ; ABUTHENT.
DECK ; POINETITS 1 i : :
13 Structural Slab .....uven ; VoL ELRT ; : : : 9.1 20 5.F. OF 1/2 INCH DEEP SPALL IN BOTH OF ARCH
14 Wearing Surface ..ievevuias : VATITE i i ; i SPAN #3 ON WEST SIDE.
15 Lorb & Walk coeoscvsionins ; PRI : : : ; ALSO, 30 5.F. OF 2 TG 4 INCH BEEP SPALL OW TOP
y RAILING wwurenmiii svmniimens d Pa7iael i ; ; ; OF RRCH EAST SIDE SPAM #7 AT PIER #8, EAST SIDE.
17 Expansion Jeints ......... ; IRV EWAT. ; ; ; ]
(E.D. TYPE) seveivnnnsss ' SN | ; H i L2.} APPROYIMATELY 300 L.F. OF CRACKS AT ARCHES.
1B Bridoe Deck Brains ....... ; I - ; E : ; SPANDRELS ARE STRIMED FROM WATER LEAKAGE. ({REOUT
19 Mediah suwwswsors coos — R i : i i EVERY 4TH OME). EAST ENDS OF SPANDREL CAPS HAVE
AREA UNBER BRIDGE i PoNIHIN ; ; : | 20 §5,F, OF 1 70 2 INCH DEEP SPALL. THESE AREAS
2% Channel & Protection ..... g p 1888l : ; : } ARE AT JOINTS ON EAST SIDE OF BRIDBE., ALSG, 25
21 Fenders s.uevveieerinianes : P ; ! ; i S.F. OF DELAMINATED CONCRETE OW CORNERS OF OLD
22 Roadway,Railway,Other ....1 1 1818181 i i ] g SPANDRELS, WEST ENDS OF SPAMDREL CAPS KAYE 9 5.F
23 Slopes & Beres o.vviiiins i RS | i ' : F SPALL AT JOINTS ON KEST SIDE OF BRIDGE.
CULVERT & WALL ! N i ; ! |
24 Barrel k Floor c.oovvenens ; R } | | i 13.} 12 5.F, OF COPING SPALL ON EAST EDBE OF ERIDGE AT
25 Fpron,Wingwall Headwall ..| T | : ; ; JOIRTS AND 7 5.F. OF SPALL [N WEST COPING A7
APFROACH ROADWAY : HIRFERAT.Y i ! i : J01INTS,
26 Approach Near (5 or W) ...} VaagiE ; ; ; ;
27 hApproach Far iNor E ) ...1 VALY | d d  14.) S0ME SPALL AND CRACKS. SPALL IS LOCATED IN THE
QTHER ; POINING A i : ; : HORTHBOUND LANE NEAR CURB AT EXPANSION ARER 1/3
28 Signing ..... T i Fa A | ; ; : THE WAY ACROSS AND IS APRDYIMATELY 9 SB.FT.
9 Retaining Wall .....vvensd b | i i i 4 5.F. SPALL SOUTHROUND, 1,300 L.F. OF CRACKS 1
30 Buardrail c.e.e..ns p—— ; POIBININ ; ; ; ; LOW SLUKP GYERLAY,
Bl EBBCE v e snwuwensin gy bpwn i Pl ; ' : :
32 Paint sweenisy S B i P ; ; ; 1 NOTE: 1000 LINEAR FT. OF CRACKS IN WEARING SURFACE
33 Plow Straps cvvvvicvncnens ; PR ; : 5 ' WERE EPOXIED ABOUT 5 YEARS AGD BY BRIDGE CREH
34 Drainage..evverieversans o Fok a8 : ] ) i 2.
39 Miscellangous ..evevvsseas H Db ] g H H
iNSPECTOR YEAR 111 REVIEWD BY
MARTIN & LUERESMIER /19/88 0 3 0
GREENWOOD & BERGMANN 12/13/88 vy 12/13/88
CHET M.,DALE D.,CHAS.M. 11/07/89 i

Signature :




15-3

16.)

389:3

Comments Cantinued for Bridge 2440
POF OUT AMD SOME LIGHT SFALLING. 300 L.F. OF
CRACKS. ALSO, GRAFFITI ALL OVER STAIRWAY AND
SIDEWALK. 1 S.F. SPALL IN SIDEWALK - UPSTREAM
SIDE 1/3 FROM SOUTH END.

RAILING ON THE EAST SIDE 0OF THE HMNORTHEROUND L ANE

IS5 SPALLED 1/2 IN. DEEFP - APROXIMATELY 500
S@.FT. 600 L.F. OF VERTICAL CRACEKES WITH LIGHT
SCALING ON BOTH FACES 0OF. THE JERSEY BARRIER.

SOME LEAKAGE ANMD FULL OF SAND.

Year

NORTH APFROACH SEVERLY CRACKED AND NEEDS SEALING.

ALL LIGHT POLES NEED REPAINTING.

ALL AREAS 0OF SFALL INM COPING AND SPANDRELS
HAVE EXFOSED REBARS THAT ARE RUSTING WHICH

SHOULD BE CLEANED AND COATED WITH A PROTECTIVE

COATING.

Frinted 11JAN90

89

FAGE

4



Minnesota Department of Transportation
Office of Bridges and Structures

BERIDGE INSFECTION REFPORT

Bridge No. : 2440 T.H. No. @ &5 Ref, Point @ 001.716 Location & 0.3 MI NE OF JCT 7H 12 Haint Area : 34
Crew NO, 2 Stru. Cross : JRD AVE / MISS R & BN INC Posted Limit in Tons : LEBAL A Ingpection
Bridge Type: ST CONT BM SPAN Inspection Date : December 13, 1988 G+ By 3 2200
Min. Vert, Clearance : 18.3 Deck frea (8g. Ft.) : 110814 Painted Arsa (8g. Ft.)
MO ITEM COND'T PRIGRITY PER- COMMENTS
; | RATINGIREPAIR CODE [CENT BUANTIUNIT:
SUBSTRUCTURE ; T i i i i
L Abutments ..vvivvinenis . | VAT i i ! | Bridge 2440 Year BB
2 PLEFS o vewenmnen suaamngnna H | : 177 i | |
3 Bridge Seats .cvuiinnene o VAT ! | | i 2) SORE CRACK3. SPALLING ALDNG THE CRACKS. 30% LINEAF
SUPERSTRUCTURE | PR | | ' { FT. SPALL ON NORTH PIER APPROX.& 50.FT.
§ TFUSSES svesvarrssrsraraanl P | i i i
5 Birders iiiacens RA—— PoioTie : i : i 3} GOME STRINING.
6 Floor Beass ......covvnnend P i : | i
7 Stringers or Beams ...c..ai P i i i H
B Bearing Devices . .uvevreat P ! ; ! {12} GSOME CRACKS AT ARCHES,APPROK. 300 LF. SPANDRELS
7 Arches covvviieseaian GaasE P i | i ! BRE STAINED FROM WATWR LEAKAGE. { ABOUT EVERY 4TH
14 Fascia Beams ....... oo I i i i ONE).
11 Diaphraghs ....... SR Pl i | ; |
12 Bpandrel Columas vuovvvues i P | i | i 14) SOME SPALL AND CRACKS SPALL IS LOCATED MORTH
EECK H P T i | ! BOUND LAME NEAR CURE AT EXPANSION AREA 1/3 THE WAY
Structural Slab ovvoviniid PTIT i i ; ! ACROBS. APROX 3 SH.FT.
14 Wearing Surface .......... : AT i i H !
13 Curb & Walk ooovennene i PR | | § i NOTE: 1000 LINEAR FT. WERE EPCXIED ABOUT 3 YEARS AGD
TR LR R — | P ARY i | ; | BY BR.2,
17 Expansion Joints v.oevevead AT : i ; |
(Eed. TYDR] wrvvnnrnvans | A H i i i 13) POP OUT AMD SOME LIGHT SPALLING.
18 Bridge Deck Brains ....... i R} H i i i
19 Hedian ..uvens R S PR : H i ! 14) RAILING GN EAST SIDE NORTH BOUND LAME ARE SPALLED
AREA UNDER ERIDBE 5 T i i ! i 1/2 IN, BEEF AFROX 500 S4.FT.
20 Channel & Protection ...l PRI i : i |
21, FendBrs ysvsrernrimqiniedt T i E | ! 17) SOME LEAKAGEAND FULL OF SAND.
22 Roadway,Railway, Dther ....| i i : ‘ i
23 Siopes & Berms «veeevavnend P H H H ! 27) NORTH APPROACH SEVERLY CRACKED NEED SEALING.
CHLYERT & WALL ; P H H | |
24 Barrel & Floor ....... i R H H ; i 3%} LIGHT POLE OW SCUTH WEST END OF ERIDBE ARE OUT OF
2% Apron,Wingwall, Headwall ..i I | i : i ACCESS HOLE LIGHT POLE NORTH BOUNB LANE ERST SIDE
AFPROACH ROADWAY ! PEATIT E | : i MEEDE TO BE PAINTED AT THE BASE.
25 PBpproach Mear {5 or W) ...} i1 17iBi i ! !
27 Approach Far (Nor E } ...1 aant | i i |
OTHER i R ! i i H
20 Bignind seeweas an pees ! Pl i | i
29 Hetaining Wall ...... i st . | i i i
30 Buardrail v.aeaen. oo i POIBING : : | i
LM o o R T—— ; P ! ' H
32 PAIRY sun vevae P ; RIS ! :
35 Plow GLTEDE verewssven an st A i i :
HoDrainags.  eincirsarranien i A : i i :
I3 HiscellanBous veevveress! Pl oial H | i :
INSFECTOR YEAR 11l REVIEWD BY
1% T
.
19 HIN
Lo
MARTIN & LUEBESMIER 1587 o
EREENWCOD & BERGMANN 1988 i 12/13/88



Mn/DOT TP-17108-02 (8/85)

Minnesota Department of Transportation
Office of Bridges and Structures
BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

%
O Original to Area Maintenance Enginégz

O Second copy to Bridge Inventory Group,

O First copy to Bridge Maint. Supervisor‘x‘ ]

Bridge No. T.H. No. o Mile Post Location 813 Y& WM. & | Maintenance Area
QY4HO %) § Jck- H B>
Type (ya) Cone. AKCH B Over SRD AVs ove—— Meis(Fsied Limit [=@=Annual Inspection

7 srars (mmsy

] Under))"sj P, 4 B -

in Tons [0 Special Inspection

| ITEM

RATING

COMMENTS AND SKETCHES
Refer to item number in comments and sketches
Use additional sheets if necessary

I Abutments

[qu)@ ‘S‘Q’J@,m\@\. Surfaca &-,}w\sﬁ'

Piers

NSIN

&n N Ww- Comat % "y . ABeY. 1S

Seaq han

G\UV\.‘(‘E l?a@;_}z,j; AREAS |

3 ~Trusses
4 Girders 7
5 Eteepeea'f’agcf’"a? 3
o M -
2 w7
S i -
7 Bearing Devices

@ SPamDReks QR Shaswel é\’sm E o
- ater heaxne—

CRor

® ECupar s o,

Bt{'g-‘?«\' nﬂ)Lg

o SPawv®

8 Expansion Joints 7
9 Railing =7
10 Structural Slab 7
11 Wearing Surface 7
12 Curb & Walk ¢
13 Bridge Deck Drains

@ Fooa LM?) li&ubuw\-\

ars PBoUX Y0 % La’*fjﬁ\bg B

oo Yoo LSaR aacH.

14 Channel & Protection g

15 Roadway, Railway 8)
Other ‘ i

16 Slopes & Berms

578 f

;;B&'U& T g-g“ a%

€), s perate AP GMC%;VS (v Edens

QA-M r‘—?«'%uév l\ﬁ»/%*%
\-"&DMJTS ales kanwd. Cassi Spiom

& f&qcf(sé% 24 - L’*"‘)

g@.%;ﬁr’\\ gv‘?gﬁu )fN\SH

G\

o

I

. P.j ; o8 s)[-uc‘l'm?k,;
17 Barrel & Floor ?nﬁ_\“ H:B g‘}‘j
- ) 7
18 Apron & Wings
Pk A5 D
19 Retaining Wall { S‘}L E}\
20 Approaches 9
21 Signing
22 Paint (year painted)(’/( &
23 Drainage
24 Guard Rail g
=" o PR, TR, PERES, ITEM ESTIMATED COST OF REPAIR REVIEWED
26 - No. Labor Material Equipment Total By Engineer
Inspected by N Date "
gff;; Fa /Uu_bp[ W, 1-19. £
4 Date

Date

Date




Form 171084 (1-74)

Minnesota Department of Highways

BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

[0 Original to Area Maintenance Engineer
O First copy to Bridge Maint. Superv. .
[0 Second copy to Bridge Inventory (jioup

Bridge No. T.H. No. -y Mile Post Location o2 2 a7/ So. Main.esiance
ZaFo &5 AEN )72 o= A TH 27 |Aea g4
Type (1ra) = Over PUSSISS 1P/ & /yE£) Posted Limit "4 annual inspection
CoTLETE AL O Under €. = pram/ s~ | i [] special inspection
COMMENTS AND SKETCHES
I ITEM RATING Refer to item number in comments and sketches

[Jse additional sheets if necessary

oz

z) S FINSH gl PuEos LS
STERLTING T SCh i = A

SfPors — (M/é /l/oT/Cc—:'Adoc:'.' t‘"f‘??_ré"ff‘/)

4 sex z) BGoss - Sume e

Trusses

OLRLIRRING ) ARcCries . .

Girders JELNES

L) A Gooo SHARE o< THE SEhnoesy

FzAa

GRS THA7T SPLpw T 72 Decis
CRLELE  Zop g oy s/ ELrPANS sd Y

Stringers or Beams

3
4
= = 5
5 Bl ﬁnfﬂ&;é‘ P
6

UNTS ARE toeaTED ACE SPacs s

7 Bearing Devices

OE  Malls SPALLED. Abrlnes

SELIoS yET

) ST SEG L TS Loo~ Sooe)
BT Ex P Conlre, cbowrs o/ rwte

ALt SEAL Hesn s ALLE LB

Ao Zema ofF Teis Mor e

8 Expansion Joints
9 Railing
10 Structural Slab
1 Wearing Surface

SELLERL IS Pkl kS Loos—

12 Curb & Walk

FRO@F7 TuE 4 S

Y TROES ) Baeoic o Lo rrspre gy
StHs ks THRoc Ty S a0

13 Channel & Protection

BRICGE  (Byrei =y L’:—,Sﬁ

//) 20 - 262 L., OF Lok TIOMaL

14 Roadway, Railway, Other
15 Slopes & Berms

LCACES s/ THE DEcL o= T

MHARCA  Splp a5 ﬂ/c;#r— 7o MoﬂE.@A?’E\)

16 Barrel & Floor

MANY  LIGHT 7Ra VESSE @ acris
IV DECAK 2/~ SopFh 4 PR g o

17 Apron & Wings

BoONT s S STEE L TEAr) SpPas

18 Retaining Wall

19 Approaches 7~

?ﬂ VDY, o O STz ALeg)m? Srans
SO, 0 o BR/ioGE

/98¢

SNERP SRR Rk R SRR N N SRR RN NS

Sqf s [Pabal  [RRR(RPRPPIOPAN I [N Py PRRNIN RN [N PN
R P PN RN [ R RPY PSSR (S N N SsPe N N R N YN

TN PRI PPN PPN 3 [ BSQoqSa N PN N N ISPIN N [ NINNN

20 |  Signing 2) Se€ 7) pboke ~ SR SPacinly 1S
21 Paint (yr. ptd.) ﬁd@%@,&:’//{/q IRELLE Dlisny Dowr] SHoe
22 e : CUTLETS ARIE LJCATEL — EXTEANS oS
s WIGUT . B LSonEFrerpkd
23 Guard Rail 1)5 é@ 21) M AHANG fc*;—’,é'-'g)
24 |adopae STAIEnIAY 7 ESTIMATED COST OF REPAIR REVIEWED
25 Labor Material Equipment Total By Engineer
Inspected by Da
=) =
. ate
A/e*r €L £ DT $/257 /ﬁ
WAL S mideri]  1/6/86°

[t B SemBades 4/[/47&9

S S —




Form 17108A (1.74)

Minnesota Department of Highways

BRIDGE iNSPECTION REPORT

[ First copy to Bridge Maint. Superv.

[ Seccnd copy to Bridge Inventory Grouy.

D Ong rml to Area I\Iarn'pna nce Engineer

APSSISS IR

Bridge No. “T.H. Nag Mile Post Locaticn =2 = g// 4/ 2=, Maimenan:e. 3
P 45 // S ,zf/z:) 20 OF ICT™ 7o /2 Area =5 4 "
Type E\a Over Posted Limit [T annual inspection

Wiy vl

-

@B 185 7ol ahuigd [0 Under 7 #74m/ 57 5 # in Tons "Cr - (] special inspection
COMMENTS AND SKETCHES
R ITEM RATING Refer to itein number in comments and sketches

[Use additional sheets if necessary

SUPERSTRUCTURE

Trusses

Girders

Floor Beams

Stringers or Beams

Bearing Devices

8 Expansion Joints

9 Railing 7~y = 22
10 Structural Slab
1i Wearing Surface
12 Curb & Walk

Channel & Protection

14 Roadway, Railway, Other
15 ’Dpes & Berms

Y
16 Barrel & Floor At
17 Apron & Wings /n_/

SO PP PN P NN N Pl [ R PP e

/777

MIOGE (S BEMG @omrlETECY

ot/ TG CT I AZS
Ly o

A BI s TATE R ~
SUESTT. IO IPA TELD
SthEo o s
THE pdpi” ol T BY
Face o (750

) ‘nld gR m/zf:&' OF THE ELOSTH07E0 s

PHE of THE appas END crF vaE
SELTH ArPEsaCH SHLas 48 AT
Clrrt e EFELY SEMTED prr THE Press

A -
f) APPE QS THAT p1os7
AOTS S TRE
M LER Ky —  ESFEE ey TS
=TT n  ESTRERZ Spus
)‘4//:/‘1
1) o, 017 el E rf’477z,‘xf,./ ﬂ,é-é!(,e’//u»%
OFF FHME DENCHETE  odelint 3
ESrimy ey /0/ TRE B Ppa -
xi/r//ﬂ:ﬂ 7o TS S 5:1/“/'{&;.{75

e

= .-t/y fe A

v MET e #have

THE  ErmnsSion
FOM O ETE T Sl

—

Uz PR Pasal Az e e PR elealea o N st N N e B R R PR ook e

: g ;f THE L CAETas rfnde We s
18 Retaining Wall ~ :
19 Approaches e WoTE » Selor CIJ(J‘FTE’N% o=  THET ALCHECS
- gy 2 o= Yy s e P - -
20 Signing . f f{ FTELS 1S IT ROpeFLLETEO Yoy
21 Paint (yr. ptd.) =27/ P = 'ﬁ"j,'"" HET O celor sty e Y LS
i g1l QRET 0 (AT R e g ,‘r//‘:{‘f'i.:- P Pr SEE TN
22 Drainage ({ /;‘-"ﬁ’_’
A Ty = 7 uYerd o
23 Guard Rail ; [ﬂ,»—,_ﬁ’_‘, ~ ‘7) e ") ALO U o
28 | syasa y” 5 ESTIMATED COST OF REPAIR REVIEWED
25 Labor Material Equipment Total By Enginzer |
Inspected by G,
(? SRS ){ & -7 S j:.r/ )21 5 ",, o
’Daie = 5%
,-{41’,1/:1_ e -:3,‘ LA TE L j//f"d 2
; e Jate o
At 5. thTREALS /f 26 / ; i |
= R /- Date i
Hadre & cnsei g 7/ 2/ /2 |




Form 17108A (1-74)

BRIDGE IN

Minnesota Department of Highways

NSPECTION REPORT

il Original to Area Maintenance r
d First copy to Bridge Maint, Supe.
[ Second copy to Bridge Inventory

Bridge No. T.H. No. Mile Post Location €+ 3 =1 #. L Maintenanae
v T LS ThT2 & rer oM 2D Area 5
fype (L m Over RIss135 001 RIVER Posted Limit {71 annual inspection
5 Y. £4 ;
Y i [_“] Under in Tons

] special inspection

|
|

- COMMENTS AND SKETCHES i
L iTEM RATING Refer to item number in comments and sketches
Jse additional sheets if necessary
// EFEFSRESE o I fr.' MAR CpNC I I AL
MW Eer Farrom of D, 2 Holes W
Borrem ofF 'DECK AT Ee T P arD . ot t HaE sy
cE Rasbwry g pe SRESSram™ AT T 0TS Japros s
rucl CDPETERICRATED CawWcRETE,
3 Trusses V ~ b
CRACRS /N BI7 SafFACE From 27 posnr
4 Girders 4
: Te  ROTALHET  ESTIMATE 180,00y L.F
5 Floor Beams - ’
a2 LB C s
6 Stringers or Beams ,
12" ey WA . i ¢ g PEEY.Y P o
7 Bearing Devices ;IR A of canf ICALED 7 WED . S04
et (P o0& Coprare SPALLED 74 RE-[ARS.
& 4N b A ’ £ :
8 Expansion Joints MOST 0F 3R WALy CoveEs En o PTA
9 Railing LoesE BITumberoucs , REMAnEL 15
10 Structural Slab 2 1517 1 4~ ReTTEN ComepfTE,
: o e S 2
11 Wearing Surface 212 b7 1 '.;.;., EnsT A oo powes § ’
P - a1 i
12 ! Curb & Walk F, ,—") SaaTs A!’_“I'?'-"'I'Fr"r'?" (REThH a2 il b 7 ja‘f-' 4
"'Ar-n:ﬁ UNP[:R BRIDGE i : . .
o8 < T HEM vy SCRLING FHiT AT wWiE ST Esd,
13 Channel & Protection N e e : e o
MHZDETIaW S | B P L B L Y SHfew g [y
4 Roadway, Railway, Gther BL Poirave N
15 Slopes & Berms W )
£ AcCCEss MOLES oM L)aHT Polfs
AVE Y Mussiwn. CovELs
16 Barrel & Floor s (E
17 Apron & Wings
. o
£ -7 =
i { / As gL
=3 = il T
18 Retaining Wall e =
19 | Approaches gl |7 |- [ 7)o B
pproaci 2 7 AlomE b L erycin s 75 {/)’:, //?(/” 5 _‘/
20 Signin o ;
: > _{3’(‘,{),-"' ‘[’:,ff fon ('— f/f, f‘r..;
21 Paint {yr. ptd.} 7|7 7 rron/ C,J’N/ £ meT
2z Drainage CSErE TH ",z,t,,if' i
23 Guard Rail DL B s ATEDRr  Op) FLE SR e Le T
- i R SRR E ESTIMATED COST OF REPAIR - REVIEWED
25 Labor Material Equipment Total By Engineer
Inspected by A/L0577ca~ Date T )
f‘“ 2 C e ipnt T u
Date
194 |
f/-:.z“"; /"‘,.,}D.“?‘te 7
LT
Date /
£2 /I 5007 il

]



Form 17108 (12-71)

Minnesota Department of Highways

Prepare 4 copies:
7] Original to Pistrict Engineer

TG 72 o [ First copy to Area Maintenance Engineer
19°Z BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT ] Second & Third copies to Central Operations

, Bridge No.. MPLS - G206¢ | Check One: [ annual inspection | Date _ Year Built LR :
J MHED - 2445 [] special inspection I-18~T= ¥

Maintenance Area o T.H No. # & Mile Post Location 37 Aye . S. @ Mississippl

and £1.H,C5 . Broes
Type Gnerele HAreh PI Over J’?fgs;'gsgfai Bridge Posted For Tons
g Cii=2) [} Under V2 e —

Channel & Protection

18

Area Under Bridge

49

Stream Bead

20

| oo e | &

Slope Protection

Culverts

21

Barrel & Floor

22

Apron Wing Wali

- RAT- COMMENTS AND SKETCHES
;8 ITEM Refer-to item number in comments and sketches
ING Use additional sheets if necessary
Substructure -l G A Cft'fq;!f_g' r@F,orf or 'f’r}e, p'ravaes"rr‘z‘-caﬁ;-or)s
1 Footing - Cor ducled by the cansulfant (AnTR) s
2 Abutments b available . !
3 ng Walls g %5 [ V—E,rv /N‘é’w?- SiZze Df:—&? \/ef'“’rlC;HJ
4 Piers &"L'—i.G}C‘} LMﬁﬁ S—E‘J‘.?Pf’-gfta o (,}J')CJ @ EC‘*—-‘—:—‘,{-
5 d S * abofimen 1‘; Debris  and g}:a_” @
Bridge Seats , iﬂ,off sesds ; Gacks in The back wxi!
&, = . { _ ;
Superstructure G £ . - Seyerely sexled — shel exposed and i
: = T 7 o ; - S 1w ;
6 -Hesses hrehes G rucledd . Corcirele. gzueﬂfyp A,gffe_,-(_\c\,:,.fé_é |
i3 Girders & many locat@rns  incladdng becdge é
8 Floor Beams ceals ) 96*'1/50—3&’_' e ‘pi‘er Lenita |
tri ; i . i H
9 Stringers G G . Sevepel sccxl»ﬁc’j y steel .{2’?‘/5 C’Sf?'d; !
10 Bearing Devices G eI S zds Lo %V,em,;?, Jﬂfergm‘ja';ﬁ
HE Paint (Yr. Ptd. ) tnder deck dreaims. : i
Decks G |9, ¢ Medivn o severe spall, cracks and |
12 Imch;,—)g retonr 5 Nediorn o seveee |
12 Railing H &%p{ﬂ”@e‘“c‘e 'LJ " J) ed §
. " " (3. 1 Mary concrele posls haye sealled, :
14 : al Sia G e P
= Sitiuchir = il Cmc}n’.d . crnd € Zef hago bcer ﬁ{ﬂPo')'e"%} %
15 Wearing Surface G ool m}h’r)ﬁ is brokes and missing &
16 Curb & Walk G 15 chservettoos deck Lom Wi fon seudbsid]
i Drains G

4 15, = NMumerows medives o Jarge-size
open frensverse  ciracks  snd ;E:w Foelo
e . S deefs ot lines @ curd ;5 Semne
feach l"")c;_‘ Ao L med iy Fo Seyere Sd;«.!(a)i
7@(‘).-1 ; n’)(“\# Cko;(‘k!-rjﬁ L,‘D#') : "fﬁ?"-ss{’;:?iy(‘.e
o uf‘}cf o The gmdﬁﬁzl}ﬁe :;ﬁ The 5;;}{33.
M. C«,J’é is 52\!6,-{!7 S("\_L?_{:l‘} S de Lh,fer:,”: })ﬁg:
fcl-'r’ig-e. (ffep ceades oo Cr&('liirjj, éj: fropo-=;

Stajromy on E. side }{c beoken and 15 o !

}no'h?w,ft}\f hazaird . ' f

23

Retaining Wall

24

e

26

27

Inspected by: fi- Shire iz’ £ E.| Date:

a

= {u (lfl'}--\-—l,zﬂ
E. LL,'J'\J eu s j'L 2 7 & /

Cordition rating from 9 (very good) to O (very poor) for conditiens noted

Rating of 9 ---- new conditicn

Rating cf § ~--- good condiricn - no repalr necessary

Rating of 7 -——- minor items 1n nesd of repair by maintenance forzes

Rating of 6---— major items in need of rapalr by maintenance forces

Raring of §---- major repaic contract needs 1o be lat

Rating of 4 =~~~ minimum adegquacy to tolerate present traffic - immediate
schahiliation recessary to keep open

" Ratingof 3---- inadaquacy 1o tolerata present neavy luad - warrants

closing bridge to truzks

Rating of 2 -—--izadeguacy to tolerate any live load - wartants closing

bridge to all traffic
Rading 6f 1-=-— tidye rapaizaile, if desrabis to reopen to raific
Rating of 0 ---- bridige conditans beyond repair - danger of imrnediate
collapsa

Flace dass where iemis not raied




Form 17108 (12-71) ) )
Minnesota Department of Highways

1971 BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

Prepare 4 copies:
[ Original to District Engineer
[0 First copy to Area Maintenance Engineer
[J Second & Third copies to Central Operations

Bridge No. Check Cne: _-E| annual inspection | Date Year Built 1917
240 [] special inspection [ Bemodeled 10,0
Maintenance Area T. H. No. Mile Post Location Nvep ﬁiﬁ@isﬁippi Rver at
) THE & £8 84 82 Sk, Ankh B
Type ‘ fe] Over I Bridge Posted For Tons
Conc. Arches [] Under Mississippi River
< COMMENTS AND SKETCHES
I ITEM RAT. Refer to item number in comments and sketches
ING . Use additional sheets if necessary
Substructure '
: Over all conditien of substructure is good, some
1 Footing urface scale and epalls visible but none
2 Abutments structurally damaging.
3 Wing Walls Super structure under contimual maintenance,
4 Piers Approach spans have been re-enforced with steel
5 Bridae S beams between original concrete deck girders,
idge Seats “ddewalkes in varing stages of maintenance/
Superstructure rmalc;eerr:ent. Northwest walk has approximately
LSS replaced) remalning 557 is a bitwminous
6 Trusses
overlay as is the complete southeast walkway,
v Girders Heavy secale wvhere bituminoue overlay has broken,
Mego below railing and along copings, up an
8 F loor Beams deep, ' - S
9 Stringers 7
10 Bearing Devic foadway has eracks transversly every 10 feet in
aring vevices bituninous overlay., YNorth abutment has a large
11 Paint (Yr. Ptd. ) vertical erack rumnning full length of face,
Decks Open @ 1" wide with some rebars visible midway
up. Spiral staircase should be removed as its
12 present condition falls short of being fatal,
13 Railing
14 Structural Slab
15 Wearing Surface
16 Curb & Walk
Drains
Channel & Protection
18 Area Under Bridge
19 Stream Bed
20 Slope Protection
Culverts
21 Barrel & Floor
22 Apron Wing Wall
23 | Retaining Wall
2 4 ‘;v"rut a ir ease Condn;:zn r;t:;qgfin:? é:;q;:xr:ijo:: 0 (very poor) for conditions noted
2 5 - Rating of 8 ---- good condition - no repair necessary
Rating of 7 -~~~ minor items in need of repair by maintenance forces
2 6 Eﬁng o: g = ma]:ar item_s in need of re;l;air by‘;e rr;a:‘menanue forces
ting of ====Major répair contract needs to &
Rating of 4 —--- minimum adequacy to tolerate present traffic - immediate
rehabilitation k
2 7 Rating of 3 ===~ inadeq:::ct;otur:?l:lﬁ?ptr:sa;:ph:ap:;luad - warrants
s closing bridge to trucks
InSPEGtEd by: Hanel & Date: Rating of 2--——i;:gequacy to tolerate any live load - warrants closing
a 2 . # i all traffi
farm & Blornstad b T2 Rating of 1-=-~ hidg;g::pair:l:!a,?fdesirabie to reopen to traffic
Rating of 0 =——— bridge conditions beyond repair - danger of immediate
collapsa

Place dash where item is not rated




Form 17108 (12-71)

CONDITION: Material Condition Analysis Condition Rating
Substructure ?
Superstructure &

Deck o
2]

Channel & Channel Protection
Culvert & Retaining Walls
Estimated Remaining Life ;!.;0 i
Operating Rating Pormal

Approach Alignment
Inventory Rating

Use Rating Numbers at bottom of page for terms below this line.

APPRAISAL Deficiencies Adequacy Rating
Structural Condition _~earinzs on sppreoach spans & surface deterioration ¥
Deck Geometry ; 7
Underclearances - Vert. & Lateral a
Safe Load Capacity "

Waterway Adequacy 7 a2
Approach Alignment : : 7

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS '
Year Needed _______ Completed Describe
Type of Service
Type of Work

Improvement Length
Design Loading
Roadway Width
Number of Lanes

ADT Year
Prop. Rdwy. Improvement - Year
Prop. Rdwy. Improvement - Type

COST OF IMPROVEMENTS

Remarks (comparison with last report, outline of recommended repairs, etc.) . :
Inspection performmed by City of Mimmeapolis in the past., Continuous work being done

under pinning deck girders in the approach spans due to concrete deterioration,
Conerete surface deterlioration is evident on all swfaces of bridge especially on
sidewalks and probably under the bit, overlay on the deck due to salt,

ESTIMATED COST OF REPAIRS Quantities Aeounk
Kind of Worl
Pl 0 timate ol cost maqe
= N 151 M RATTE L COE maae
Material s = 5
Equipment
TOTAL
Adequacy rating from 9 (adequate) to G (def-icient) for deficiency noted
Rating of 9 conditions superior to present desirable criteria 3
Rating of 8 condition equal to present desirable criteria Rev|ewed By: Date é' - ‘9‘- 7?___..
Rating of 7 condition better than present minimum criteria E
Rating of & condition equal to present minimum critetia Engneer
Rating of 5 condition somewhat better than minimum adequacy to tolerate
being left in place as is
Rating of 4 condition meeting minimum tolerable limits to be left in
place as is
Ratingof 3 basically intolerable condition requiring high priority of
repair
Rating of 2 basically intolerable condition requiring high priority in
replacement
Ratingof 1  immediate repair necessary to put back in service

Ratingof 0 . immediate replacement necessary to put back in service



Depth of Water

VERT. AND HORIZ. CLEARANCES

MULTIPLE SPANS REQUIRE DETAILED SKETCH ON REVERSE SIDE &

g Sketch north Spens TYPE OF STRUCTURE AND DESCRIPTION
| arrow in relation to N Lenath Ematerial b tri te.)
5 o | direction of survey 0. eng erial , beams , stringers , etc.
e 3 4 5 & 75’7—"'94 ) Sv.¢6 lone BEFG spias Tr.
w2 an sohl 7or#l | 2 | Jad 2 | STEFL  prek & ieps Tr
14) (8) T 7ersL 7 /3258 Cpae %a/ﬁ Tr.
55 FaEE CE — gost | 4 | 1£2.3 | ae Bepr spo Tr.
: 2 -+ 175.2 Fee Prsps Tr
o @ GEE gpek o peypits) T
j v 0" o' |:_ Total f"‘/ /Xﬁ,{/ Measure spans in direction of inventory
If 3 10 5 is less than 8 fake height ROADWAY APPROACH WIDTH:  NEAR_£4 _ FAR_££
at 1,2,3,5,6,7 und 8,9,10,12,13 % DESCRIPTION Width Between
&|4 If more 1han 8' take herghf at = =, = =T
1,3,5,7,andB,10,12,814.1f no knee | b5 [ Curbs Fec- R. pec Se-$
braces,fuke height 0(; 1,4:27, 8,8||l = | Railings L. P g o0fn jtos |R PLE 7 Dfn j/on i
and 14.Points 8,9,10,11,12,13,814 - = =
Sidewalk L. ) (g & R. s Sr
are at, far portal: @ 18 "/ le" P
Near Far & | peck Tr. pcc Width(out-to-out): 75
ec = 5 -
: 8 a Surfacing K J7 Width of median strip: B
Tr. 2pPcc st JTYFPE
& - ‘fr" Abutments £
3, 10. =
4 I Qf Tr. Lol
- " g Wingwalls
5. 12 1;)
6. 13 D] Pilings, Tr. /2 JSE£E4ek
7 . 14 @1 Piers, etc.
TYPES-OF BRIDGE STRUCTURES BRIDGE DESCRIPTION ABBREVIATIONS
I. Concrete Ol . Beam Span £ ron Angle Iron I I-Beam
2. Concrete Cont. 02. LowTruss B.H. Bulkhead Lam. Laminated
3. Steel 03. High Truss Bit. Bituminous M.P Metal Plate
4. Steel Cont. 04.  Deck Truss Caps Caps 0.C. On Center
5. Prestress 05. Thru Girder € Centerline PB. Pile Bent
6. Prestress Cont 06. Deck Girder C Channel Beam PC.C Portland Cement Conec.
L i ' 07. Box Girder C.M. Corrugated Metal SC. Sectional Concrete
7. Timber ) s Def. Deformed S. Steel
8. Masonry 08. Rigid Frame , i
. 09. Slab Span D.or® Diometer Str Stringer
9. Wrought Iron, 0. Slab Span—Voided FI.Bm. Floor Beam T Timber
Cast lron- Aluminum : 49 ap % F B. Frame Bent w/ With
0. Other Il.  Channel Span
12.  Arch , Example~if the description under Piling, Piers,Etc.,reads:
ididts sizali does 3. Box Culvert 2-7-12" T.P.B. W/ 12" x12" T. Caps —1-4-8"LPB. /8" T'Cap,
_ pRes 14. Pipe Culvert it would indicate that two of the piers were pile bents and were
13,14815,i.e,.ClO8,12 @ 5. Pipe Arch made up of 7-12" diameter, hmber piles, with 12" x12" timber caps
or 117" x 7'=5" 16. Pedestrian and that one pier had 4-8 ' I-beam piles with an 8" I -beam cap.
i I7.  Tunnel
Also !I‘Idlncﬂff barrel length. T n:g\r:ab!e o J. ‘/3
Encircle Tr. if timber is treated. 19. Other Field Photo ldentification No. P

ES272/9 S0 #rE
2938—1-REV. 3-7I
Party No. MINNESOTA HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT 7 /# Rosd No. F 2
Party Chief OFFICE OF PROGRM PLANNING Date .S -7- 27
Driver. County M EAA/EFins
| ROAD INVENTORY Sec-Tup-Ra 27 25 2
Ares of Gpgning L.00 020 ss W BRIDGE SHEET /7 JntEBpo LLS
' s Bridge No. P iy 2
i A METREL (SEW [0 Replaces
No of| Panels| * g?ohgrf 'trun 0 Posted Load Limits
®fJ il = .
///////// 7777 TG T 77 ZIRZ IZIT I T g?_ s;li:etc:hI ] * Year Built [?/2 Remodeled 19‘?‘2
—] A T L'l ¢ N > No. Traffic Lanes
2] L] <o I i = Name of Stream
5g.0 £4-9 Tl &lS |5 LIS/ PPI KIVER vﬂa?/u 37
1858+ — % a Mile Point__ §4.82 sl
~ el AR . =
= Location ; = — .
=1y A 0.5 pf ME ofF Jei THIR
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1989
€c.5.= 2710

(206) 2440 (1)
5 Maint Area 5A
County HENNEPIN

City MINNEAPOLIS

District

Tounship

MNTH
Route

565
Number

MAIN LINE
Function

Rduy Type 2 WAY ROAD

3RD AVE - MISS R & BN INC
Name of Feature Crossed

0.3 MI NE OF JCT TH 12
Descriptive Location

Sec 23 Twp 029 Rge 26K
Reference Pt 001+00.716
o o
44 59.0° 93 15.5°"
Latitude Longitude
Detour Length 01 Mi
STATE HWY STATE HNWY
Maint Resp Ouner
Fed-Aid System FAP

16 URBAN MINOR ARTERIAL
Functional Classification

Year Built 1917 1980
Date Open To Traffic 10780
G

Rem

Lanes on Br

17300
A.D.T.

Rduy Appr Width 66 48
Shld Surf

o
00

Under

1988

HCADT Year

Median Skeuw

Defense Sys YES Temp

Plan Available CENTRAL

DISTRICT - JURISDICTION

58 HWY ,PED/HY,RR,S
Type of Service

Span
ARCH

BM SPAN
Span

Main
CONCRETE

ST CONT
Approach

Type
BOLTED

Type

Fract NON-APL
Critl Member

#
Proc Date

Specl

Feat Member Date

Ft
Length

11
Total

1887.8 Ft
Total

Lt 8.0 Rt 8.0

OVER 58.7
Nb-Eb

Proc

Culvert Type

7 )
Main Appr

Length 236.7
Max Spn

SDWK WID

Rduy Width
If Divided

Dack Width (Out-Out)

No Spans

Vert Clear Over = Ft
Vert Clear Undér-ignﬁgFt

Ft
12.0 Rt

Max Vert Clear
Underclear Lat
Type Wearing Surface
Depth of W.C. & Fill

LOW SLUMP CONC. OVERLAY
Deck Protection System-Yr

Coated Rebar EPOXY 1980
RAILINGS 23 23
8

Type
Condition 8
Base Height

Curb Height

3roon
03"

300
03

Approach Guardrails

112

501

Sb-Hb
081.6
Ft

Ft

7211

A

Ft
Lt

CONCRETE
0.17

Ft
1980

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - STRUCTURE INVENTORY

8,2871990

Suff Rating 89.6 ADEQ

Status

Abut CONCRETE FTNG/PILE

CONCRETE SPRD/ROCK
Mater'l Foundat'n

Pier

EC [9/90 4790
Proc Scour Dr Area
Waterway Opening 99999

Navig Clear/Prot

Vert Horiz
*¥ APPROACH PANELS
Near 2A A
2A A

Yr Prtds: s isems

Typ@. et nnan 6K

BFEaE o 5w

% Unsound...... 99

X EXPANSION X
¥ DEVICE x

Tirpiets » o o memssew 4 BB

Condition...... 1

IYr Instleeessss 80

Area 154044
Structure

Deck

110814
Roaduway

CONC/CIP
Material

01.00 7

%Unsd

Superstructure
Substructure
Channel & Protection..
Culvert & MWall..... .
Inspection Date.l1/07/789
Insp. Freq..12 Plan

Structure Eval
Deck Geometry
Underclearances
Safe Load Capacity
Waterway Adequacy....
Approach Alignment...

-------------
........
-----

Posted Load 0 Traffic

Horizontal Vertical 0

¥ CAPACITY RATINGS

Design Load HS20+MOD
Operating HS 31.0
Inventory HS 20.0
Posting LEGAL
Rating Date 046/80
INeed New Rating NO

¥ IMPROVEMENT DATA ¥

Prop Work

Prop Structure

Length Wi dth

Prop Adt Year

Appr Rduy Work

Bridge Cost
Appr Cost

Project Cost

Yr of Improv Data




1989

(206) 2460 (2)
District 5 Maint Area
County HENNEPIN
City MINNEAPOLIS
Tounship

MUN
Route

699
Number

MAIN LINE
Function

Rduy Type 2 WAY ROAD

MAIN ST UNDER TH 65
Name of Feature Crossed

AT JCT OF TH 65
Descriptive Location

23 Tup 029 Rge 26K
000+00.210

Sec

Reference Pt
o

23 15.5"

Longi tude

00 Mi

STATE
Quner

NON

o
44 59.0°
Latitude

Detour Length

STATE HWY
Maint Resp

Fed-Aid System

17 URBAN COLLECTOR
Functional Classification

Year Built 1917 1980
1080

HWY

Rem
Date Open To Traffic
Under G

1974
Year

53
Shild

Skeu

Lanes on Br

2850
A.D.T. HCADT

Rduy Appr Hidth
Surf

o
Madi an 00

Defense Sys NO Temp

Plan Available CENTRAL

DISTRICT - JURISDICTION

58 HWY , PED/HY,RR,S
Type of Service

Span 112

ARCH

BM SPAN
Span

Main
CONCRETE

ST CONT
Approach

Fract NON-APL /s
Critl Member Proc Date

Typa
BOLTED

Type 401

Specl
Feat Date
Ft
Length

Member Proc

Culvert Type

No Spans 7 G 11
Main Appr Total

Length 236.7 1887 .8 Ft
Max Spn Total

SDWK WID Lt 8.0 Rt 8.0

Rduy Width UNDER 50.0
If Divided Nb-Eb Sb-Hb

Deck Width (Out-Out) 081.6

P

Ft .
[he™Y

Ft

Rt

CONCRETE

Vert Clear Over

Vert Clear Under 246.0
Max Vert Clear
Underclear Lat 15.0
Type Wearing Surface

Depth of W.C. & Fill

LOW SLUMP CONC. OVERLAY
Deck Protection System-Ypr

Coated Rebar EPOXY 1980
RAILINGS 23 23

0.17 Ft

1980

Type
Condition 8 3
3Too" 3tpo"

o3n o3n

Base Height
Curb Height

Approach Guardrails 0

Ft
Ft
Ft
Lt

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - STRUCTURE INVENTORY

872871990
Suff Rating 89.6 ADEQ
Status
%¥ SUBSTRUCTURE DATA
Abut CONCRETE FTNG-/PILE
Pier CONCRETE SPRD/ROCK
Mater'l Foundat'™n
| ¥ WATERWAY DATA
E Js90
Proc Scour Dr Area

Waterway Opening 99999

Navig Clear/Prot

¥ EXPANSION *
¥ DEVICE

Design Load  HS20+MOD
H5S 31.0
HS 20.0

LEGAL

04780

Operating
Inventory
Posting
Rating Date

Need New Rating

Area 1540449
Structure

CONC/CIP
Material

110814
Roaduway

01.00 7
#%Unsd

Deck

Superstructure........ 6
Substructure.......... 7
Channel & Protection..8

Culvert & HWall N

Inspection Date.ll/07/89
Freq..12 Plan

Structure Eval........... a6 ]
Deck Geometry......oo0u... 8 |
Underclearances. ...oouve.. 8 |
Safe Load Capacity........ 9 |
Wateruway Adequacy......... 6 |
Approach Alignment........ 8 I

¥ BRIDGE SIGNS ¥ I
Posted Load O Traffic 0 i
Horizontal O Vertical 0 |

Prop Work

Prop Structure
Length Width
Prop Adt Year

Appr Rduy Work

Bridge Cost
Appr Cost

Project Cost

Yr of Improv Data
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‘ . CITY OF MI&EAPOLIS

' g m © IseeCTioN T
I “ tridges and RKelated Structures

. 4 MDD .

1. IDENTIFICATION: Bricge he._ &£20¢&  Bridge_ Z4de _Anproach__

e Location Jep Aus, 25 owvew. fisz. K

2 Pos"f:ed Limit /7~ 72 7 Inspected By /2% £Z Date_J-/-75

2. CONDITION & SUCGESTED IMPROVEMEWT : ORATIHG

Roadudy SUrface Jirue re secp sl Teausvi Cavces (O geviwiry torepyies 4(2)

Ve

Sidewallk Surface F9p DeTelronATiors Tird oo Pz e Temal PEEIECE EEEON fo w2

Roadvay SUbSUrTaCRIirra SWytejeics | LEmEriitlcs I L EEEL. vmee ool ) I 2)
7 s

) Sidewalk Subsurface S oowrmewr Pasi i’ clopsp i AR A -""Jj w2 # e Fress (7)
: : i

- 4 . i : S ;
Ratling Meosr cosvwere Fesrs osecssn < snneen - METiL Hedrd  Lolnyald (Jf)

e

] > ) 5 — - A , &2
Curb vfaM,c'g e REIA e g Tep = Gl T POS ias AICETEl | e TEEL LT EEE0 o 2 MK
p ransdSE - P Gt PR £ L Gwrd 65 DLPGE pape Fepsoe Heul § leclcdivds D
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MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATI|ON Mn/DOT TP 21532
SUPPLEMENTAL STRUCTURE |NVENTORY

IDENTIF1CATION

Bridge No, 2Y40 County _HEN City_MPLS

Name of feature crossed by main span(s)M1SS. RIVER,

Name of feature crossed by other span(s) ZnN® ST S.& , BNRR. & C+NWRR.
Other features in vicinity (roads, railroads, buildings, natural features)

UPPER. ST. ANTHoMy Loclk L+ DA, Tt MLk BRIDGE,

NiCoLLlET lSLﬁHDiMA!P’ PosST ofFfFlcE

STRUCTURAL DATA ;

Type of main span(s) _&Ceal . ARcH sPEN SpPAnIee
(specific name, such as Warren truss, rigid frame concrete, concrete T beam, etc.)
Number of main spans e Number of other spans 10
Type of other span(s) _DECK CIRDER + CoNC. Bm s
| f metal bridge, type of connections: Pinned Riveted We l1ded

Structure style, if girder or truss: Through Pony Deck
Unusual features of this structure, such as iron or stone decorations, unusual bearings

DATA FROM BRIDGE NAMEPLATE

Year constructed Owner

Builder, builder's address

A1l other information

ABUTMENT DATA
Materials COoONC

Type of construction CAST /M PLACE COMC .
(such as stone masonry, cast in place concrete, etc.)

PIER DATA
Materials Cong |
Type of construction SolLif) PIER

(such as pile bent, solid pier, column pier, etc.)

OTHER

Location where bridge plans or drawings are filed
Names of designers on plan

Firm names on plan

Manufacturer or fabricator
Dates on plans

Dates of construction

Remarks

f%c’,l.J\S‘%ca BRIDCE wAas REMopeleEy /M 1939 L

7

AL So I and i 979




MNDOT 29171 (-02)

¥ Data Documents 07 A-7968

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - STRUCTURE INVENTORY

YYEAR 1981 PAGE___44%
@ ' C.S.=2710 2 WAY ROAD BY DISTRICT 9/29/81
IDENTIFICATION EXPANSION DEVICE CONDITION CODES APPRAISAL RATINGS
8BR.NO. (208) 2440 (1) TYPE_AC  CONDITION..._ / |DECK AREA 110814 %| 67 STRUCTURE CONDITION ... .. = 2
2DISTRICT 5  MAINT. AREA__5A | YEARINSTALLED ......... 19 5o _mwownmmmm_ ................ OR 68 DECK GEOMETRY ........... 8
3 COUNTY___ HENNEPIN 38 NAVIGATION CONTROL __ NG 59 SUPERSTRUCTURE ......... _ 8 |69 UNDERCLEARANCES ........ 8
4 CITY .. MINNEAPOLIS P VERT oY ORI, 60 SUBSTRUCTURE .. .......... _ 8 |70 SAFE LOAD CAPACITY ....... 9
5 ROUTE NO. FUNCTION WATERWAY OPENING 99999 ft| 61 CHANNEL & PROTECTION 8 |71 WATERWAY ADEQUACY ...... -
I MNTH 65 _MAIN LINE 42 TYPE OF SERVICE ...__ 58 62 CULVERT & WALL .......... _ N |72 APPROACH ALIGNMENT . . . ... _8
" 6 NAME OF FEATURE CROSSED HWY yPED/HY 9RRyS |63 EST.LIFE ............... 30  yrs|PLAN AVAIL. DISTRICT
3RD / MISS R MAIN ST &BN  43TYPEOFMAINSPAN.._ 112 |65 APPROACH ROADWAY RAILINGS TYPE _23 23
9 DESCRIPTIVE LOCATION CONCRETE ARCH INSPECTION DATE CONDITION. ... ... o §
0.3 MI NE DF JCT TH 12 44 TYPE OF APPROACH SPAN _ 401 | APPR. PANEL TYPE _ZH 2A  |pasempigar _ 2-¢0° 3o’
SEC. 23 TWP. 02 RGE. 24 ST_CONT BM SPAN PANEL CONDITION. .__#t A CURB HEIGHT 3n 2"
REFERENCE POINT 001+00.716 CULVERT ID. € LENGTH......... APPROACH GUARDRAILS 0
16 LATITUDE ... ........ 44°56.0! BARREL LENGTH . .. ft.| YEAR PAINTED TYPE (K CAPACITY RATINGS
117 LONGITUDE ......... 93915.5" 45 NO SPANS MAIN UNIT 7 | PAINTED AREA . .. .. ft| DATE OF RATING-MN 04 19 80
" 18 PHYSICAL VULNERABILITY 8 46 NO.SPANS APPR. UNIT 4 | UNSOUND AREA ... . IO %|64 OPERATING HS 31.0
19 DETOUR LENGTH . .. 1 mi TOTAL NO. SPANS . . ... 11 BRIDGE SIGNS 66 INVENTORY “HS 20.0
21 CUSTODIAN 22 OWNER 48 MAX. SPAN LENGTH 2367 ft |POSTED LOAD 0 TRAFFIC _ Q |POSTING LDS. LEGAL
STATE HHWY STATE HkY 49 TOTAL LENGTH .... 18878 ft.|HORIZONTAL _ O VERTICAL__ O |NEW RATING NEEDED NO
24 FED _ AID FAP URBAN S SISEWALK WIDTHLT BO/45% gy 5.0 #6 o. PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT DATA
25 ADMINISTRATION . ... . . STATE 51 ROADWAY WIDTHOVER 5847 ft. ft. |73 YEARNEEDED 19____ 74 TYPE SERVICE
26 FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION 52 DECK émqﬂﬁ_m“” — Out) MBI B1.6 . |75 TYPE WORK
16 URBAN MINOR ARTERIAL 53 VERT. CLEAR OVER ft. ft. |76 LENGTH WIDTH LNS
27 YEAR BUILT_17 REMODELED_80 54 %mmo__“mwmumwxa. "18.3 ft. ™ % |soPrROJECTEDADT 81 YEAR 19,
DATE OPEN TO TRAFFIC __ /2= §0 10 MAX. <mMﬂummwa ft. T |s2rowY Me YR, 19 83 WORK
28 LANES ON BRIDGE__% UNDER____ 55 UNDERCLEARIATERAL RT. 1220 f LT fi. |83 EST.IMPROVEMENT COST $ ,000
29 ADT._ 21500 30YEAR 80 57 TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE CONCRETE _ SUFFICIENCY RATING 89.3
31 DESIGN LOAD . ......., HS20#MOD  TOTAL DEPTH OF W.C.-FILL ETC. <17 £t REMARKS
32 RDWY, APPR. WIDTH— 246 _ A8 COATED REBARS EPCXY YEAR 19 80O
VRN sASKEw 009  LOW SLUMP CONC. OVERLAY 19 80

DECK PROTECTION SYSTEM

YEAR




,

MNDOT 29171 (4/77)

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET

YEAR_1979 PAGE__453
BY DISTRICT (10/02/79)
IDENTIFICATION 35 STRUCTURE FLARED NC CONDITION CODES 9 APPRAISAL RATINGS
g BR.NO. _ (206) 2440 {1) 38 NAVIGATION CONTROL _NO 67 STRUCTURE CONDITION . . r\ -
2 DISTRICT __ 5 _ MAINT. AREA_5A 39 NAV. VERT. CLEAR. ft. L._Wl 68 DECK GEOMETRY . . ...... B
3 COUNTY HENNEPIN 40 NAV. HORIZ. CLEAR. ft. | 60 SUBSTRUCTURE ....... _4 |69 UNDERCLEARANCES. . . . .. .
4 CITY . M INNEAPOLIS WATERWAY OPENING99999 ft. |61 CHANNEL & PROTECTION _7 |70 SAFE LOAD CAPACITY . . b -
5ROUTE NO.  FUNCTION 42 TYPE OF SERVICE . 58 62 CULVERT & WALL . . . ... N |71 WATERWAY ADEQUACY . ..._6 _
T.H. 65 MAIN LINE HWY3PED/HY RRsS |3 EST.LIFE.......... 06 yrs. |72 APPROACH ALIGNMENT, .. . _6
6 NAME OF FEATURE CROSSED 43 TYPE OF MAIN SPAN . . 112 |65 APPROACH ROADWAY 7 |PLAN AVAIL. L& NOQ_PEAN
3RD /7 MISS R MAIN 37 &BN CONCRETE bwnm . YEAR PAINTED 19__ |BRIDGE RAILINGS Dm_.&|1 045
9 DESCRIPTIVE LOCATION 44 TYPE OF APPROACH SPAN _*0T ot CONDITION OF PAINT . ... ____|APPROACH oc»mu_ﬁwrm i m
0.3 MI NE OF JCT TH 12 ; TYPE OF PAINT . .. ..... . CAPACITY RATINGS oo
SEC._23 _Twp.029 RGE._2% CULVERT ID. BRIDGE SIGNS YEAR OF RATING 0% 1025
11 MILEPOINT . . .. ... 0,11 BARREL LENGTH . ft. POSTED LOAD ........ ¥ 2~ |64 OPERATING #¥3/ HS—I151
16 LATITUDE . ... ... 44959 D' 45NO.SPANSMAINUNIT __ 7 | TRAFFIC CONTROL .. ... 0 |66 INVENTORY #579 H-~"04.0
17 LONGITUDE . . . ... 93°15 5' 46 NO. SPANS APPR. UNIT Y T HORIZONTAL CONTROL .. @ |POSTING LDS. 38— 30 390
18 PHYSICAL VULNERABILITY _2% TOTAL NO. sPANS . .../ I | VERTICAL CONTROL . . ... 0 |NEWRATING zmmumnm« NO
19 DETOUR LENGTH 0L ni. 48 MAX. SPAN rmﬂ@mmmglpm g, (IMSPECTICN DATE312/13/48 \NWVWA./
21 CUSTODIAN 22 OWNER 49 TOTAL LENGTH ~186%1 i i . PROPOSED IMEROVEMENT DATA
STATE HWYo  STATE HWYs 50 SIDEWALK WIDTH LT wix RT 10+0 ;. |73 YEAR NEEDED 1988 74 TYPE SERVICE 58
24 FED — AIp _FAP URBAN 51 ROADWAY WIDTHOVER mﬂw_ﬂww\%& 4 ___ft. |75 TYPEOF WORK ... ...\ REHABILATATE
25 ADMINISTRATION . . . _STATE 52 pECK WIDTH A_mm ik AR - hb83%5 4 PROPOSED STRUCTURE TYP
26 FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION 53 VERT. CLEAR. OVER o . ft. |76 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT LENGT
44 MINGR ART. URBAN 54 yNDERCLEAR VERT. _ Y& .1 @ \ ft. |78 PROPOSED WIDTH
STRUCTURE DATA | 10wmaAx. vERT. CLEAR. s i ft. |80 PROJECTED A.D.T. 22300 . g1 YEAR 1990
74 IF DIVIDED NB-EB ", e
27 YEAR BUILT 17_ mmgoumrmc“@h\ 55 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL RIGHT i7Y3s0 4 |s2 RDWY. MP. YR. 83 WORK _RESURFACE
28 LANES ON BRIDGE__%_UNDER 56 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL LEFT T fr. |83 TOTAL IMPROVEMENT COST $_____ 72800 000
29 AD.T. 19000 30 YEAR _ 738 57 TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE Q?&%ﬂ\: REMARKS SUFFICIENCY RATING 22.9%
31 DESIGN LOAD . . . . .. BT H5797M7 1 omaL, DEPTH OF W.C. - FILL ETC. 0.7 ft. NE 00 Lrnc  ComALETECY
32 RDWY. APPR. WIDTH N_2% p 65 SLAB WATERPROOF SYSTEM YEAR fewplarep — CLeSED.
33 MEDIAN 34 skEW__ 99° Lw slap 198




MNDOT 29171 (4/77)

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET

YEAR_L279 PAGE_ 45%
BY DISTRICT (10/02/79)
IDENTIFICATION 35 STRUCTURE FLARED NG CONDITION CODES APPRAISAL RATINGS

| 8BR.NO. _(206) 2440 (2) 38 NAVIGATION CONTROL _NC % UNSOUND \\h|l\ |67 STRUCTURE CONDITION . ,\H
2 DISTRICT__2 _ MAINT. AREA_____ 39 NAV. VERT. CLEAR. ft. |59 SUPERSTRUCTURE . . . . . %4 __ |68 DECK GEOMETRY . . . . . . o
3 COUNTY HENNEPIN 40 NAV. HORIZ. CLEAR. ft. |60 SUBSTRUCTURE ....... _4 |89 UNDERCLEARANCES. . . . .. 1
4CITY . .. MINNEAPOLIS WATERWAY OPENING99999 ft. |61 CHANNEL & PROTECTION _7 _ |70 SAFE LOAD CAPACITY .. g
5 ROUTE  NO. FUNCTION 42 TYPE OF SERVICE . . . _58 |62 CULVERT & WALL . ... .. N |71 WATERWAY ADEQUACY . ..._& _
cITy MAIN LINE HWY3PED/HY 9RR9S |g3EST.LIFE.......... 06 yrs. |72 APPROACH ALIGNMENT, ., . ._&

6 NAME OF FEATURE CROSSED 43 TYPE OF MAIN SPAN . . 112 |65 APPROACH ROADWAY ... _7__ |PLAN AVAIL («7%" NO PLAN
MAIN ST UNDER TH 65 CONCRETE »mnﬂ& YEAR PAINTED 19______|BRIDGE RAILINGS w|m~\| IW.WI

9 DESCRIPTIVE LOCATION
AT JCT OF TH &5

44 TYPE OF APPROACH SPAN 101

CENCRETE BM SPAN

Cor ST

CONDITION OF PAINT . . ..

APPROACH GUARDRAILS . -

TYPEGE PAINT . .. . v e oo _ I

CAPACITY RATINGS g»

YEAR OF RATING 0% 1975

SEC. 23 _Twp.82% RGE._24 _ CULVERT ID. | BRIDGE SIGNS
11 MILEPOINT . . ... .. . BARREL LENGTH . . ft. POSTED LOAD . ........ ¢ g4 OPERATINGH> 3! HS—1151
16 LATITUDE . ...... 44959 ,0' 45 NO. SPANS MAIN UNIT 7 TRAFFIC CONTROL . . ... “ |66 INVENTORY 77 H—0%.0
17 LONGITUDE . ..... 93915 5' 46 NO. SPANS APPR. UNIT 4 _~T° HORIZONTAL CONTROL .. POSTING LDS. w\m.lnlw.n| 30
18 PHYSICAL VULNERABILITY _6 TOTAL NO. m@»me. e | x4 VERTICAL CONTROL . . ... ¥ __|NEW, RATING NEEDED NO
3k s 8 Ry i/
19 DETOUR LENGTH 00 mi. 48 MAX. SPAN rw&%%ﬁ t. ULNSPECTICN DATE-izfisr1s | //19/ 5o
21 CUSTODIAN 22 OWNER 49 TOTAL LENGTH Mﬁ? - g5 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT DATA
STATE HWYo» STATE HWY» 50 SIDEWALK WIDTH LT _ 18—9 RT 0.0 . |73 YEAR NEEDED 19_____ 74 TYPE SERVICE
: . =9
24 FED — AIp LOCAL STREET 51 ROADWAY WIDTHUNDER «.\zw\m\m\.w 7. a—— ft. |75 TYPEOF WORK . .........
IF DIVIDED = i1
25 ADMINISTRATION . .. _LOCAL 52 DECK WIDTH (Out — Out) . . . . .. §ht 83+5 g PROPOSED STRUCTURE TYPE
2 FUNGTJONAL CLASSIFICATION 53 VERT. CLEAR. OVER . 1t ft. |76 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT LENGTH _________ ft.
7 2 dm IF DIVIDED NEEE i 2 SB-WE
_ il BAN 54 UNDERCLEAR VERT. 18 % A ft. |78 PROPOSED WIDTH ____ ft. 79 LANES
| IF DIVIDED NB-EB 5B-WB i
STRUCTURE DATA | 10MAX. VERT. CLEAR. o« ft ft. |80 PROJECTED A.D.T. 81 YEAR 19
Gq o IF DIVIDED NB-EB - ..mm.,s..m
27 YEAR BUILT 17 wmgoumrw@umnw 55 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL RIGHT [5¢ 3«0 4 |82 RDWY.IMP.YR.____ 83 WORK
28 LANES ON BRIDGE UNDER__4 56 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL LEFT ft. |83 TOTAL IMPROVEMENT COST $ ,000
29 AD.T. 2850 30 YEAR _T%4 57 TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE REMARKS SUFFICIENCY RATING 22.9
o Tl .
31 DESIGN LOAD . . . ... E * POTAL DEPTH OF W.C.-FILL ETC. ft.
32 RDWY. APPR. WIDTH N_22 r 22 SLAB WATERPROOF SYSTEM YEAR
33 MEDIAN 34 SKEW__ 00° 19
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MNDOT 29171 (4/77)

L MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET , .. 44
BY DISTRICT {89/23/7717)
IDENTIFICATION 35 STRUCTURE FLARED ND CONDITION CODES APPRAISAL RATINGS
8 BR. NO. 2440 {1) 38 NAVIGATION CONTROL _NO |58DECK.....-. % UNSGUND 5 |67 STRUCTURE CONDITION . .. _%& =
2 DISTRICT._ 2  MAINT. AREA_ 5A - 39 NAV. VERT. CLEAR. ____ft. |59 SUPERSTRUCTURE . .. .. 5 |68 DECK GEOMETRY . . ...... - %
3 cOUNTY _HENNEPIN 40 NAV. HORIZ. CLEAR. _____ft. |60 SUBSTRUCTURE . ...... 5 |69 UNDERCLEARANCES. . . . .. v
4 CITY ... MINNEAPOLIS WATERWAY OPENING 99959 fi. |61 CHANNEL & PROTECTION _T . |70 SAFE LOAD CAPACITY ...._3
5ROUTE NO.  FUNCTION 42 TYPE OF SERVICE . .. _58 62 CULVERT & WALL . . . . .. N |71 WATERWAY ADEQUACY . ..._6
us £~ 8 MAIN LINE HWY3;PED/HYsRR9S |g3 EST. LIFE.......... 08 /yrs. |72 APPROACH ALIGNMENT, , . . _6
6 NAME OF FEATURE CROSSED 43 TYPE OF MAIN SPAN . . 112 |g5 APPROACH ROADWAY ... _T__ |PLAN AVAIL. NO' PLAN
3RD / MISS R MAIN ST EBN CONCRETE ARCH YEAR PAINTED 19_____ |BRIDGE RAILINGS
9 DESCRIPTIVE LOCATION 44 TYPE OF APPROACH SPAN_10L |  CONDITION OF PAINT . ... ___|APPROACH GUARDRAILS _0:
B+3 MI NE OF JCT TH 12 CONCRETE BM SPAN TYPE OF PAINT . . . . . . .. Sk CAPACITY RATINGS
sec. 23 Twp.029 RGE._2%4 _ CULVERT ID. BRIDGE SIGNS YEAR OF RATINGG & 1975
11 MILEPOINT . . . . . o —se—82— ..\ BARREL LENGTH . . ft. POSTED LOAD . ........ _2 |64 OPERATING HS 11,1
16 LATITUDE . ... ... 44°59 0" 45NO. SPANSMAINUNIT __ T | TRAFFIC CONTROL .. ... 0 |66 INVENTORY H  O4e0
17 LONGITUDE . ... .. 93°15 5' 45 NO. SPANS APPR. UNIT T | HORIZONTAL CONTROL .. @- |POSTINGLDs. 18 30. 30
18 PHYSICAL VULNERABILITY _® = TOTAL NO.SPANS..... 1% VERTICAL CONTROL . . . .. 0 |NEW RATING NEEDED NO
19 DETOUR LENGTH /81 i 48 MAX. SPAN LENGTH 214 5 1 [INSPECTION DATE 8948376 /7/ g7/
21 CUSTODIAN 22 OWNER 49 TOTAL LENGTH 1864 1 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT DATA
STATE HWY.  STATE HWYe - 50 sDEWALK WipTH LT _ 10 . 0 'Ry 1040 . ¢ |73 YEAR NEEDED 19.8C - 74 TYPE SERVICE 38 _
24 FED — AID _FAP URBAN 51 ROADWAY WIDTHOVER __56 5 ¢ ft. |75 TYPEOFWORK .......... REHABILITATE
25 ADMINISTRATION . . . _STATE 52 DECK WIDTH mmmﬂ_ mUm”_.s i .z.m..m.m ..... 83.5 ft. PROPOSED STRUCTURE TYPE BRIDGE
26 FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION 53 VERT. CLEAR. OVER = ft. _____ . |76 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT LENGTH _2000 g,
44 MINOR ART. URBAN 54 ynpERCLEAR VERT. _ 18 .1 g tt. |78 PROPOSED WIDTH 87 " fr. 79 LANES __ %
STRUCTURE DATA | 10 MAX. VERT. mwmmmmww ””H ft. HH ft. |80 PROJECTED A.D.T. 333000 g1 YEAR 1990
o7 YEAR BUILT 27 _REMODELED *9_ 55 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL RIGHT 30 4 |s2zrDWy.IMP.YR._78 83 WORK_RESURFACE
28 LANES ON BRIDGE__ % _UNDER 56 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL LEFT tt. |83 TOTAL IMPROVEMENT COST $_____ 92392 000
29 A.D.T. 16625 30 YEAR _ 76 57 TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE ASPHALT REMARKS __ SUBMITTED FOR S<BeRo
31 DESIGN LOAD . . . . .. H10-  TOTAL DEPTH OF W.C.-FILL ETC, ft.
66 66

32 RDWY. APPR. WIDTH N_2° F
o
34 SKEW__ 90™

83 MEDIAN

SLAB WATERPROOF SYSTEM

YEAR

19




MNDOT 29171 (4/77)

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - STRUCTURE INVENTORY SHEET

AT JCT TH § 6

CONCRETE BM SPAN

sgc. 23 Twp.829 RGE._2%

CULVERT ID.

YEAR_1977 PAGE__ 453
BY DISTRICT {89/723/77)
IDENTIFICATION 35 STRUCTURE FLARED NO CONDITION CODES APPRAISAL RATINGS
! 8 BR. NO. 2440 :(2) 38 NAVIGATION CONTROL _NO |58DECK...... % UNSQUND 5 |67 STRUCTURE CONDITION . ok 4
2 DISTRICT 3 MAINT. AREA____ 39 NAV. VERT. CLEAR. ft. | 59 SUPERSTRUCTURE . . ... 5 |68 DECK GEOMETRY . . ... ... _9 -
3 cOUNTY _HENNEP IN 40 NAV. HORIZ. CLEAR. _____ft. |60 SUBSTRUCTURE ....... 5 |69 UNDERCLEARANCES. . . . . . X
4 CITY . MINNEAPOLIS WATERWAY OPENING 9995S rt. | 61 CHANNEL & PROTECTION _7 |70 SAFE LOAD CAPACITY . .3 -
5 ROUTE _NO. FUNCTION 42 TYPE OF SERVICE . 58 62 CULVERT & WALL . .. ... N |71 WATERWAY ADEQUACY ...._6&
@:w\mmﬁm.\_ 5T292" MAIN LINE EM\,{E :;wumﬁw vmo\:f RRy S |63 EST.LIFE........... WQVWE. 79 APPROACH ALIGNMENT, .. ._6
6 NAME OF FEATURE CROSSED 43 TYPE OF MAIN SPAN . . 112 |65 APPROACH ROADWAY _1 | PLAN AVAIL. NG PLAN
MAIN ST _UNDER THE (5 CONCRETE ARCH YEAR PAINTED 19____ |BRIDGE RAILINGS
9 DESCRIPTIVE rooEHoz 44 TYPE OF APPROACH SPAN_101|  CONDITION OF PAINT . ... ___ |APPROACH GUARDRAILS e

TYPEORPAINT . . ... .o o

CAPACITY RATINGS

BRIDGE SIGNS

YEAR OF RATING 0% 1975

11 MILEPOINT . . . . . . . . BARREL LENGTH .. ___ft. POSTED LOAD ......... ____ |64 OPERATING HS 11l.1
16 LATITUDE . ... .. . 44°59 0% 45NO0. SPANSMAINUNIT _ T~ TRAFFIC CONTROL . . . .. ___ |66 INVENTORY H 04.0
17 LONGITUDE . ... .. 93915 ,5' . 45 NO. SPANS APPR. UNIT __ 7 - | HORIZONTAL CONTROL .. ____ |POSTING LDS. 18 . 30: 3B
18 PHYSICAL VULNERABILITY _© TOTAL NO. SPANS . . . .. 14 | VERTICAL CONTROL .. . .. ____|NEW RATING NEEDED ND
19 DETOUR LENGTH . 00 ' i 48 MAX, SPAN LENGTH 2145 ;; (INSPECTION DATE ess0rs76- 1157
21 CUSTODIAN 22 OWNER 49 TOTAL LENGTH 1 E PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT DATA
STATE HWY. STATE HWYs  505DEWALK wipTH LT 10 . O.p7 1040 ¢ |73 YEAR NEEDED 19 74 TYPE SERVICE ____
24 FED — Ap _LOCAL STREET 51 ROADWAY WIDTHUNDER 47 7 g tt. |75 TYPEOFWORK . .........
P e e e
25 ADMINISTRATION . LOCAL 52 DECK WIDTH (Out — Out) . . . . .. . ... 9323 g, PROPOSED STRUCTURE TYPE
26 FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION 53 VERT. CLEAR. OVER o L. _____ft. |76 PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT LENGTH ft.
46 LOCAL URBAN 54 UNDERCLEAR VERT. _ 18 . 1 -fp, tt. |78 PROPOSED WIDTH ______ft. 79LANES
_ STRUCTURE DATA | 10max. VERT. m_wmwm,.mu . . ft. |80 PROJECTED A.D.T. 81 YEAR 19
e — T P
o7 YEAR BUILT 17_REMODELED_49_ 55 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL RIGHT 340 ;4 |s2RDWY.IMP.YR.____ 83 WORK
98 LANES ON BRIDGE____ UNDER__%4 ' 56 UNDERCLEAR.-LATERAL LEFT t. |83 TOTAL IMPROVEMENT COST § ____,000
29 A.D.T. 2858 ‘30 YEAR _ T4 57 TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE REMARKS
31 DESIGN LOAD . . . . . . H10.  TOTAL DEPTH OF W.C.-FILL ETC. ft.
32 RDWY. APPR. WIDTH N_23 p_23 SLAB WATERPROOF SYSTEM YEAR

O
~~ MEDIAN 34 SKEW__ 99

19




E 7031

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 55401 @

MANUFACTURED BY HOLDEN BUSINESS FORMS CO.

MHP 28171

REV. 18-73)

YEAR 1973 BY M OA
1 STATE MINNESOTA
2 H’WAY DIST. _5MAINT. AREA 54
3 COUNTY HENNEPIN
4 MUNICIPALITY MINNEAPOLIS
5 ROUTE US 8 MAIN LINE
6 NAME OF FEATURE CROSSED

OVER MISS R MSAS292 8N RR
8 BRIDGE NUMBER 2440 (1)
9 DESCRIPTIVE LOCATION
7.3 MI NE OF JCT TH 12

SEC. 23 TWP. 529 RGE._24
11 MILEPOINT 86.82
16 LATITUDE ______.______. 4% 59.9
17 LONGITUDE . 3% 15, m\
18 PHYSICAL VULNERABILITY &
19 BY-PASS DETOUR LENGTH  O1MI.
20 TOLL BR. TOLL RD. _ FREE RD. X
21 CUSTODIAN 22. OWNER

STATE HGY. STATE HGY.
24 FED. AID SYSTEM  FAP URBAN
25 ADMINISTRATIVE STATE
26 mGZO%Hoz>r|¢m PRIN. ART. URBAN
27 YEAR BUILT 17 REMODELED 49
28 LANES ON STRUCTURE “4UNDER _
29 ADT. ©25804%0 YEAR OF A.D.T. ¢
31 DESIGN LOAD UNKNOWN
32 R'DWAY. APPROACHWIDTHN 66 F €6
33 34 SKEW Cde

MEDIAN

MIN me0q> HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT

I N

35
38
39
40
42
43

TENAMNCE AREA
STRUCTURE FLARED N
NAVIGATION CONTROL _NO

NAVIGATION VERT. CLEARANCE fts

NAVIGATION HORIZ. CLEARANCE ft.
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BRG. ¢ ARCH PIER 1

f—% S. ABUT. &
%

i
] 1

NU

BENT PILE 1

MBERED JOINTS ®

REPLACE INPLACE WATERPROOF DEVICE WITH NEW WATERPROOF JOINT INCLUDED FOR
"RECONSTRUCT EXPANSION JOINT TYPE A'.
FOR RECONSTRUCTION IS QUT TO OQUT BRIDGE WIDTH INCLUDES JOINTS IN SIDEWALK.

PAYMENT UNDER [TEM

REPLACE INPLACE POURABLE TYPE JOINTS ADJACENT TO PIERS WITH NEW WATERPROOF JOINT.
INCLUDED FOR PAYMENT UNDER ITEM "RECONSTRUCT EXPANSION JOINT TYPE D". LENGTH OF

4

Va PROFILE GRADE

1\

A

it

AR

gn 1-alp 1-9Y/," o
150" BAILING TYPE "J" BARRIER TYPE "J' BARRIER V-0 RALLING
/‘/ 1|/2|| o B"EI/Z" ‘ ‘ 5gi-gn ‘ EI_EVZ“ oy 1|/2||
~ SIDEWALK ROADWAY SIDEWALK
€ T.H.65 —

LENGTH OF FAYMENT

PAYMENT FOR RECONSTRUCTION IS OUT TO OUT BRIDGE WIDTH INCLUDES JOINTS IN SIDEWALK.

REPLACE INPLACE POURABLE TYPE JOINTS WITH NEW WATERPROOF JOINT. INCLUDED FOR PAYMENT

SPANDREL

COLUMN TYP.

{TYP.)

o/

/iCAP BEAM

§ ARCH PIER 6

G MN. ABUT. & BRG.—=

§ BENT PIER 2—=\
§ ARCH PIER §—=\

[] UNDER ITEM "RECONSTRUCT EXPANSION JOINT TYPE D*. LENGTH OF PAYMENT FOR RECONSTRUCTION GENERAL PLAN § ARCH PIER 7T—
IS ROADWAY WIDTH PLUS 1'-0"% AT EACH RAIL. POURABLE JOINTS IN SIDEWALK AT THESE LOCATIONS
SHALL BE CLEANED AND SEALED PER 3723. INCLUDED FOR PAYMENT UNDER "CLEAN AND SEAL
JOINTS TYPE 1", : ,
(7) GLEAN AND SEAL INPLACE DECK AND SIDEWALK SAWCUT JOINT AND INCLUDE UNDER PAYMENT
FOR "CLEAN AND SEAL JOINTS TYPE 1"
 SOUTH APPROACH ARCH SPANS NORTH APPROACH

FED. PROJ. NO. STATE FUNDS

DESIGN DATA
2002 AND CURRENT INTERIM A.A.S.H.T.O.
DESIGN SPECIFICATIONS.
LOAD FACTOR DESIGN METHOD
HS 25 LIVE LOADING
DEAD LOAD INCLUDES 17 p.s.f. ALLOWANCE FOR
FUTURE WEARING COURSE MODIFICATIONS,
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE DESIGN STRESSES:
REINFORCED CONCRETE:
f'c = 4000 p.s.l. n =8
fy = 60000 p.s.l. REINFORCEMENT

DECK AREA 155837 SQ. FT.
14600 CURRENT A.D.T. FOR YEAR 2002
OPERATING RATING HS 35.3 AFTER RECONSTRUCTICN

LIST OF SHEETS

NO. DESCRIFPTION

1 GENERAL PLAN AND ELEVATION

2-6 | RECONSTRUCT EXPANSION JOINT TYPE D

7-8 | RECONSTRUCT EXPANSION JOINT TYPE A

9 REMOVE SLAB TYPE 1 AND 3

10-11| REPAIR CONCRETE SURFACE

12 RECONSTRUCT CONC RAILING AND
RECONSTRUCT CONDUIT SYSTEM (LIGHTING)

13-14| WATERPROOF EXPANSION DEVICE

15 | AS-BUILT BRIDGE DATA

CONSTRUCTION NOTES
THE 2000 EDITION OF THE

| MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION "STANDARD
SPECIFICATIONS FOR

3 l CONSTRUCTION" SHALL GOVERN.

ARCH RIB (NOT SHOWN) AND SPANDREL COLUMNS.

THESE SHALL BE REPAIRED BY REMOVING UNSOUND

CONCRETE AND PLACING SHOTCRETE TO THE
ORIGINAL CONCRETE PROFILE. APPROPRIATE
DUST CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE PROVIDED

THE DECK REMAINS UNSOUND.MQST OF THESE

AREAS ARE ADJACENT TO THE POURABLE JOINTS.

THESE AREAS SHALL BE MILLED AND PATCHED
AND INCLUDED FOR PAYMENT UNDER ITEMS

REINFORCEMENT CR LAP NEW REINFORCEMENT- OF EQUAL
AREA. REINFORCEMENT STEEL REQUIRED TO REPLACE
DAMAGED OR UNSOUND REINFORCEMENT IN ADDITION

TO THAT DETAILED IN THE PLANS SHALL BE CONSIDERED

a e ] i -
eamsA T (TYP.) % (=] c:
SOUTH L LAY PN P I PR == =5 =
ABUTMENT BENT PIER 1 BENT PIER 2
ARCH PIER 1 ARCH PIER 2 ARCH PIER 3 ARCH PIER 4 ARCH PIER 5 ARCH PIER & ARCH PIER 7 ARCH PIER B
REPAIR NOTES GENERAL ELEVATION
]
E NO CUTTING WILL BE PERMITTED UNTIL CUTTING @ THE BARRIER AND CONDUIT FOR LIGHTING ® SEAL CRACKS IN CONCRETE OVERLAY WITH
- LIMITS HAVE BEEN OUTLINED BY THE CONTRACTOR ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE BRIDGE AN APPROVED EPOXY INCLUDED FOR PAYMENT
o AND APPROVED BY THE ENGINEER. REMOVAL AND SHALL BE REPAIRED AND INCLUDED FOR UNDER ITEM " SEAL OVERLAY CRACKS"
= RECONSTRUCTION SHALL CONFORM TO SPEC. 2433. PAYMENT UNDER ITEM “RECONSTRUCT CONDUIT
& SYSTEM (LIGHTING)". @ NEW STRIP SEAL EXPANSION JOINTS SHALL
- @ NEW STRIP SEAL EXPANSION JOINTS SHALL REPLACE REPLACE 14 POURABLE JOINTS IN SIDEWALKS
= 38 POURABLE JOINTS & THE 4 EXISTING STRIP THE ROADWAY FACE AND TOP OF THE TYPE "J" {BOTH SIDES). AS NOTED, REMAINING SIDEWALK
= SEAL JOINTS. THE SAWCUT JOINT AT G BENT PIER 2 BARRIERS CON BOTH SIDES OF THE BRIDGE POURABLE JOINTS SHALL BE CLEANED AND SEALED.
e TO BE CLEANED AND SEALED. SHALL BE COATED WITH A PAINTED SURFACE
o FINISH. INCLUDED UNDER ITEM " SPECIAL 3
@ THERE ARE AREAS OF CONCRETE SPALLS AND SURFACE FINISH (INPLACE)." REINFORCEMENT NOTES:
= DELAMINATION, UNDER THE POURABLE JOINTS,
% ON THE UNDERSIDE OF DECK, CAP BEAMS, AFTER JOINT RECONSTRUCTION ABOUT 1% OF THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SALVAGE THE EXISTING SOUND

=322

THE FIRST TWO DIGITS OF

EACH BAR MARK INDICATE THE
BAR NUMBER WHICH APPROXIMATES
THE NOMINAL DIAMETER

OF THE BAR IN MILLIMETERS (mml.

NORTH
ABUTMENT

BARS MARKED WITH THE SUFFIX "E"
SHALL BE EPOXY COATED
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SPEC. 3301.

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAN WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECT
SUPERVISION AND THAT 1 AM A DULY LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER UNDER

THE LAWSy)E STATE OF MINNESOTV
A 4
- iy = o4 ¢ A7
SIGNED il dedliid /{‘I/ Lt ] e L /85
LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER g " / s
NAME: DUANE M. GREEN, JR. LIC NO. 13361
B.M. ELEV. (M.S.L. 1929 ADJ)

TRUNK HIGHWAY NO. &5
MINNESOTA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BRIDGE NO. 2440

T.H. 65 (3RD. AVE) OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER,

"REMOVE SLAB TYPE 1" & "REMOVE SLAB TYPE 3". INCIDENTAL AND INC N THE PRICE BID FOR OTHER MAIN ST.IN MINNEAPOLIS
S FOR REMOVAL AND SCARIFICATION WORK. ITEMS. LERE 306 e
& TO BE INCLUDED "UNDER ITEM “REPAIR
5 CONCRETE SURFACE" _ s
g ALL MEW REINFORCEMENT TO BE EPOXY COATED THERTIRIERTION e 112
GENERAL PLAN ELEVATION
SCHEDULE OF QUANTITIES FOR ENTIRE BRIDGE EERE] B AND ELENA
ITEM NO. 7401511 2401.618 2402.591 2404.501 2404.618 | 2433.505 | 2433.505 | 2433.601 | 2433.603 | 2433.603 | 2433.603 | 2433.606 | 2433.618 CITY OF MINNEAPGLIS  HENNEPIN COUNTY
SPECIAL | EXPANSION | CONCRETE : RECONSTRUCT|RECONSTRUCT|RECONSTRUCT|  CLEAN / 4/
[TEM SIRCLEL | surrace JOINT WEARING | BLASTING | REMOVE: | REMOWE |conpurr ™| EXPANSION | ExPANsION | anp sEal | ooEfb | BERSLS APPROVE 4%7”‘ Gl 2 Lt
i FINISH DEVICES COURSE (SPECIAL) RE 1 TYPE 4 SYSTEM JOINT JOINT JOINTS EARES SURFACE 3/4 /03 s s el
(INPLACE) [TYPE SPECIAU  (3U17A! (LIGHTING) | TYPE A TYPE D TYPE 1 DATE 4L/ 2
UNIT S0 FT SQ FT LN FT SQ FT S0 FT SO T SQ F1 LUMP_SUM LIN FT LN FT N FT GALLON SGFT DES: bR CAG 2440
QUANTITY 170 16162 2932 1400 1400 1400 170 1 340 (P 2642 (P} 496 3 4000 CHk: Chk: GDB

JOB NUMBER: 734983

STATE PROJ. NO. 2710-2440

(T.H. 65=105)

SHEET NO.1 OF 15 SHEETS

DESIGN UNIT: DUANE M. GREEN, JR.
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