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mast recent bridge Inspection has identifed this bridge to have signficant siruciural prablems. The curront suffice
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Bridge Project Prospectus
Additional Bridge Information
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Routine Bndge Inspection Report

OREGON DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

District District 3 Owner
Bridge W FORK SALT County Folk
MName CREEK
Local Mame Record 1
Type
Local ID 1] Insp Freg 12 Maonths
Suff Rating 28.20 Insp Date  08/26/02
2.0 Bridge H0n
AC Depth Length

County Highway Agency Bridge 1D

ECETVE

DEC 20 ¢

53

Fac Carrled HART ROAD

Mile Post

Inspecior 1

028

Gilligm, Gary
(Coonz)

Inspectar 2

Bridge
Width

.4t

Signature: {__hé'nu_{ l:_-.r'?. E:Ei:‘:-}_ e

ELEMENT CONDITION STATES

Element Condtion
Slatas
Elen Description Env Qty Units 1 2 3 4 5§ Temp
42  Timber Deck wiAC Olay Mederate 200 =gft D% Q% 0%100% 0% N
111 Timber Open Girder Modarate 488 ft D%50% 0% S0% 0% N
206 Timber Columa/Pile Exty Moderate 17 ea BA%24% 0% 2% 0% N
235 Timber Cap Moderala 4 &a 50% 0% 0% 50% 0% M
332 Timber Bridoe Railing Muoderate T2 1t DW25%75% 0% 0% N
APPRAISAL NBI CATEGORY
Appraizal NBI# Rating Category MEI # Rating
Scour 113 U Unknown foundation | Approach & Fair
Mo aval Condition
Bridge Rail 364 0 Does not meet slandards Deck Wearing & Fadr
Transitions 38B 0 Doas not meet standards Surface
Approach 38C 0 Does not meet standards Dieck 98  3Serous
Fail Superstructure §9 7 Critical
Rail Ends 360 0 Does not mest standards Substructure 60 2 Crilical
Structural 87 2 Basically intolerable Channgl 81 3 Bank failed
fequiring high priorty of CulvertRetaining82 N Mot Applicable
replacamant Walls
Deck B3 3 Basically intoferable
Geomatry requining high priorty of
corfective action
Clearance B9 M Mol Applicable
Walarway 71 i Egual to presant
desirable crilera
Approach 12 7 Better than present
Aliarnment minimwem eifera
REMARKS
hitp Hntranet odot state or us/transviewbrid gerounne insp reportefmYRequestTimeours  [O025/2002
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Routine Bridge Inspection Report

Element & BentiSpan Member D Deficiency Description

DECAY/FUNGUSANSECTS IN 2X & 4X DECKING

Page 2 of 4

i - DEck  THRU-OUT SPAM 1 & LARGE AREAS OF SPANS 2 &
3. ALL DECKING CHARRED @ WEST SIDE.
CHECKED & SOFT @ THE ENDS
13 ALL FELLOE ROTTEN & BUG INFESTED.
12 ALL PAVE  WEAR, RUTTING & CRACKING OF AC
BUG INFESTATION, STRINGER ROT. CHARRED
(BURNT) GIRDERS 9-13 NEAR BT 4 IN §7.
ROTANSECTS THRU-OUT IN SPAN 1 & AREAS OF
111 51-3 GIRDER  SPANS 2 & 3. SOME SPLIT GIRDERS. ALL OUTSIDE
GIRDERS ARE ROTTEN. STRINGERS @ SPAN 1
ARE CRUSHING INTO BT 1 CAP. MOST AL |
STRINGERS ROTTING FROM TOP DO
PILE #5 MISSING & BRACING ROTTEN AND
206 B2 PILE i iy
PILE DISPLACED, PILE & MAS 8" ROT @ ToP &
206 B1 PILE BACKWALL ROTATION HAS MOVED PiLE #5 OUT
FROM UNDER CAP
ROT @ BOTH ENDS @ EXT STRNGR B3 B2
e = “APS  DECAYED @ RTEND.
RAIL POSTS & PIECES ROTTED & SOME HAVE
332 ALL RAIL FALLEN OFF DIRTY,CHIPPING PAINT & RAIL
BROKEN
GRAVEL IS BADLY POTHOLED. HOLE 2 X 4 ALONG
i B1.4 APER. B1 BRWALL INSIDE OF CONG. BARRIER
BACKWALL FAILING FROM ROT, BUG DAMAGE.
990 B4 HCKWL  DispLACING PILES
DRIFT CHOKING OPENING GRAVEL DERPOS|T
990 ALL CHANNL - STARTING B3, SEVERE Saous HOLE ALONG 81
280 814 SHLDER ~ SHOULDER EROSION BEHIND BACKWALLS
ot i i EL_IEFIE NTLY NO SIGNS ARE POSTED ON EITHER
MAINTENANCE REEHMMEHBA']‘I{]NS
Crow Woaork Elermn Bent/ Est Comp
# Order Priority 1 Span Member Work Cost Date
Rouline/Schediledz 512 DECK  REPLACE DECK £000
Roifine/Schedula111  S1.3 GIRDER REPLACE ROTTEN, 20000
INFESTED & SPLIT
GIRDERS.
Routine/Schedule208 B2 BILE § REPLACE PILE & B0
ERACING.
Routine/Schedule208 B FILES REPLACE BROKEN 5660
PILE 5 @ BT 1.
Rouline/Schoduie23s 82,3 CAPS  REPLACE GAPS@ 10000
BENTS 2 & 3,
Routine/Schedule3a?  ALL RAIL REPLACE RAILPOSTS 3000
& PAINT
Rouline/ScheduleS%0  APPR.  SHLDR REPAIR SHOULDERS 1000
Rouline/Schedule08)  B1 4 APPR  REGRADEROAD & 1500
FILL POTHOLES,
Rouline/ScheduleS9) B4 BEWALL REPLACE BACKWALL =18 Lun]
Lirgent 080  ALL SIGNS REPLACE 5TOM LOAD 90
LIMIT BlGNS.
Urgent 960 ALL CHANNELREMOVE DRIFT @ 82,3 2000

nitpdfimtranet odot state o ustransviewbridpe’routine Ansp report cfm

*Request Timeout=
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Routine Bridge Inspection Report

Page 3 of 4
& PLACE RIPRAF IN
SCOUR HOLE @ B1
LOAD RATING
Rating Date OB0saT Pesting Req (5] = or > jegal
Design Load Other of Unknown OR Method  Allowable Stress [AS]
Operating Rating 0.0 ton IR Method Adlowable Strass (AS)
Inventory Rating 0.0 ton
Operating Inventory Posting Controlling Actual Paoating
Truck Rating Raling % Below Required Member Posting Date
35.25 (S)=or> Mo  Stringer
Type 3 legal Shear tom
57.600000000000001 (S}=or>  MNo  Stinger
Type 35-2 legal Shear tom
4 67 200000000000003 (5] = ar= Mo Stringer
Type 33 legal Shear 1on
LOAD RATING CONDITION COMPARIS ON CHART
Catogory NEBl & Rating Condition Current Cendition
Approach Condition & Fair
Deck Wearing Surface 5 Fair
Dock 58 3 Serious
Superstructuse 50 2 Crifical
Substruciure &0 2 Critical
Temporary Repairs 103 M Mo
Wearing Surface 0in 20in
INSPECTION SCHEDULE
Activity Conducted On Frequency Mext Inspection
Foutine DB26102 Every 1yr W—
Inspection
X-Channel DER259E Every 10 yi DB425/06
Praoflia
_ﬁ-lhnrrﬂlaur;'_‘j ualf:_u.,ll.fﬂ;
http /Antranet. odot state or us/iransviewbridge/routine insp_report ofin?RequestTimesut=  [0/25/2002




Structure and Inventory Appraisal Report
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{41 SITY

5} INVENTCRY ROUTE
6 FEATURES INT

(71 FACILITY CARRIED
(&) STRUCTURE
HUMBER

(0 LOCATION

(13} VERT CLEARANCE
{10 MILEPCINT

{18 LATITUDE

17} LOM@ITUDE

(¥ BYFP&ES DETOUR
{20 TOLL

(1) CUSTODMAM

@3 CWHER

(26) FUNC CLASS
(Z7V YEAR BLHLT

[F5] LANEE i

(250 AVERASE DAY
TRAFFIC

(M YEAR OF anT

1) DESIGM LoD
(52} APPREACH
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FEATURE
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$25) HAVIGATION VERT
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[0} NAIGATEDN
HORZ CLEAR
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WD TH
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53} VERY CLEAR cvER ion
DECK
1541 WERT {LEAR UNDER 0.00m
DECK ch
(58) MM LAT W RTOO
UNDERCLEAR CD
(58} MM LAT LT 0.0
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S CONDITION =
58] DECH 3
(551 SUPERSTRUCTURE )
B SUBETRUCTURE z
1L CHANNEL 3
eI CULVERT M
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= APPRAIGA| =
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ERIDGE MO S3C06s
INSPDATE  pEmo

23] CRITCAL FEAT [WMTE &3} DATE
wEp

(A FRECTURE CRT ni0d 2004
{&) UNDERWATER m i 001
ING#

(8d) COST OF 15K
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[5=] ROADRYAY 150000
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(37 YR OF RN o -0
IMPRCAVEMENT 00000
{9 BORDER BR 57. %
CODE
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{101 PARALLEL H
ETRUCTURE
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TRAFFIC
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LOCAL AGENCY - PROJECT SCOPING NOTES

Datg;  16-Sept-03 Name: OBEC Consulting Enginesrs

Phope:  541-683-6090

Project Name: W. Fl. Salt Creck (Hart Road) Bridge #53C069

Road Mame: Hart Road

Local Agency Boad Mumber:

Agency: Polk County

6616

Mile Post / Length:

028 /0,02

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE: Information taken from approved project prospectus

COST ELEMENTS

FUNDING TYPE

DOLLARS

Preliminary Engineering Cost

| Right-of-\Way Cost

Safety Cost

Roadway Cost

Bridge Cost

Const Engr & Contingencias

Construction Cost

TOTAL ESTIMATE

PROPOSED SCHEDULE:

STIP Year

Quarter

Begin Survey Waork

Beqgin Pralim, Design waork

Begin Environ. Wark

Begin RAW Acquisition

TRAFFIC DATA:

Functional Classification: | Laocal Current ADT (Year):

63 (2003}

Accident History (Injuries - Fatalities)  ¥es / No Design ADT (Year):

106 (2025)

Accidant Location Prosamity: Mile Paint

GEOMETRIC DEEIGH STANDARDS
Bridge Replacement

@n_qn Standards: County'AASHTO

Type of Terain: Flat

DESIGN ELEMENTS

Existing Standard

|

Proposed

Exception

Dasign Speed (kph or mph)

40 mph

40 mph

Lane Width (m [ f)

20

Shoulder Width (m / ft}

18" (total width)
EI

Bike Lane Width (m / ft)

Sidewalk Width (m / i)

Bridge Length & Width (m J ]

36 Lx24.5'W 45'L x 20'W

45 Lx 20°'W

Horizontal Curvature (min. radius)

Verical Curvature ( (crest) (K value = LIA)

Vertical Curvature (sag) (K value = LIA)

Grade (max. percent)

Stopping Sight Distance {min)

Crozs Slops (min. parcent)

Superelevation (max. percent)

‘Vertical Clearance

Superslevalion runoff (@ max. &)

Run-out Length & Taper Rale

&Y - COST ESTIMATE 15 BASED ON THE WIDEST IDENTIFIED TYPICAL SECTION

Page | ofd




Hakrt Roan BRIDGE #53C069 16-SEPT-03

w

The Hart Road Bridoe is strocturally deficient with very rotieq timbers. upstream interior end pile is missing and
back w fuiling. Cao installed concrete barri siream side of brj tect the public
debriz damaged bridge.
PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES (SCOPE]:
Construct a precast prestressed single span slab bridge on fhe same alignment.

= CHECK PROJECT LiMiTs (PRIOR PROJECT LIMITS, MISSED SECTIONS, APPROPRIATE START & END., SAFETY, FLUNMNG
LIMITS )

Total project limits £120¢, Pave to end of guardrail ai N, approach.

*  ACCIDENT LOCATIONS (ACCIDENT PROBLEMS, SEE TRAFFIC ACCIDENT REPORTS, SIGHT DISTANCE):
Mong

* TrPICAL SECTION, DESIGN SPEED & PAVEMENT NEEDS (LAME WIDTH V5. DESIGN STANDARDS, WIDENING / LEVELING
{ SUBGRADE REPAIR | PAVEMENT DESIGN) SEE TASLE oM FIRST PAGE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

County Pavement Section — 2.5" AC over 9" agerepate base.

= SHOULDERS | DiTeHES (ADEQUATE WIDTH / SLOPES | SHOULDER Rock /| DircH WoRk):

There are narrow shoulders and ditches at all 4 comers,

= DRAINAGE NEEDS (FisH CuLVERTS, DAMAGED OR PLUGGED CULVERTS, EXTENSIONS, OFFSITE DRAINAGE, FLOODING
PROBLEMS, CATCH BaSING, DITCHES)

Take munoff to bridee ends.

= ROAD APPROACHES / ACCESSES (PAVE OR GRAVEL / CLOSURET / SIGHT DISTANCE PROBLEMS?):
Mane

» DESiGN EXCEPTIONS AND CONCURRENCES (VERTICAL/HORIZONTAL CLEARANCES, ALIGNMENTS, BRIDGE WIDTHS &
RAIL, SHOULDER & Lane WiDTHS, SIDE SLOPES, CLEAR ZONE, ETC.);

Mone anticipated.

=  SPECIAL DESIGN FEATURES TO BE ADDRESSED (EXISTING SLOPES vE. DESIGN STANDARDS -HORIZONTAL & VERTICAL
ALIGNMENT ¥5. DESIGN STANDARDS).

MNone anticipated.
* BRIDGE/STRUCTURE MEEDS (NUMBER OF SPANS PROPOSED, BRIDGE RAILNG, END TREATMENTS):

The existing bridge is 36' long x 24.4' wide. Propose a 45" long x 20' wide single span slab bridge.
» BRIDGE APPROACH NEEDS (IMPACT PANELS, EXPANSION JOINTS):

Mao

- GumﬂﬂmL HEEI:rE [F.Ep.u.m / FIE.|=L.q|:-.E { EXTEND { ADD / DELETE { APPROPRIATE LENGTH ! END TYPE):
i i 4 comers (37,37,

e for ghort 34 day v:]nwm to su'.'t & jmut slabs.

Hr 530060 - Hen Rd Br Scoping Noics dos Mage T af'4



HART ROab Brip:y #5300 (659 16-5SErT=013

= FOUNDATION ! GEOTECHNICAL | GEOLOGY CONSIDERATIONS | PH & RESISTIVITY (DRILLING NEEDED? / SURCHARGE?
! OTHER?):

bridee 15 found i ili ici ile foundations for the new bridge,

Recommend drilling 2 holes for geotechnical explorations. Can possibly get by with one drill hole. Perform
sofl pH & resistivity testing.

= HyDRAULICS CONSIDERATIONS (SCOUR | ERDSION ! RIPRAR | FEMAT):

Perform USGS regression analysis for hydrology with standard HEC-RAS backwater analvsis and ODOT
seour analysis, No special erosion congems,

*  SIGNING REQUIREMENTS [ PAVEMENT STRIPING { OTHER PAVEMENT MARKINGS (REPLACE OR REINSTALL | SIGNING
PLANST | SHOULDER DELINEATORS? / STRIPING PLANS? [DURABLE STRIPE PRODUCT?] I
Mone

» ADA NeeDs (Ramps, DRivEwAYS, CURES & SIDEWALKS):
BiA

*  MaiLeox NEeDs (REPLACE, MOVE Of COMBINE MAILBOXES):
Muilbox at SE corner.

¢ LITiLiTY CONFLICTS (UNDERGROUND AND OWVERHEAD CONFLICTS):

OH — Power on downstream side of bridee
UG — Phone on upstream side of bridee
= SURVEYING NEEDS!
County will perform and provide Topo - rf'w retracement & hvdranlic x-sections survey,

= RIGHT-OF-Way NEEDS:
Existing r/'w = 60 per county.
=  How will additional RAW be paid far, if required? OT1A
(If federal funds are available, need a letter from Local Agency requesting programming with an estimating cost.)
® Who will prepare R Descriptions & Maps? County
®  Who will perform RAV Appraisals & Negotiations work? Counly

* ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:

" MHarmat:

Treated timber piling and timber bridee membars

®  Historical (BRIDGES, STRUCTURES, BULDINGS, ETC.) [SECTION 108):
None anticipated.

® aArchesological SITES (KNOWN OR POSSIBLE SITES) [SECTION 106];

= WETLANDS I:I":Hl'_'lil"i'l'-! OR POSSIBLE WETLANDS [ MIMiGATION EITEE}:
Mo wetlands.

=  SpeciaL Erosion / RipariAN MEEDS :H:PW} EEEI‘.‘IIHG AND Pﬂ.u.c:nm.r THEE F'I.,I.H'I'IHGE '} ETC. ¥
Polk County has a historic problem with hig 1 {fefi

of the new bridge.

Fir F3C0E9 - Han Bd Br Scoping Mol doc Pags 3 ol 4




HART ROAD BRIDGE #3309 16-SEFT-03

* THAREATENED & EMDANGERED SPECIES:

%wﬂwn indicated that this is g potential fish stream, With a proposed longer bridge, anticipate 5 no-
15 memdo.

" WATER QUALITY |SSUES ANDVOR CONGERNS
Runoff of the bri into veeetated di

* 4(f) (PARK LaNDs, RECREATION AREAS, WILDLIFE REFUGES, SCHOOL GROUNDS, ETC.)
Mo

* B
N/A

= NOISE:
N/A

*  IN-WATER WoORK PERIOD;
July 1 — October |5

®  NoN-LISTED WILDLIFE ISSUES (MIGRATORY BiRD TREATY ACT, WILDLIFE PassasE, ETC. ) %
Potential for bats,

®  QOTHER EMVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:
None identiffed at this time.

= FEDERAL AGENCY COORDINATION (LISFS, BLM, BIA, ETc ) [EABEMENTS ANDIOR PERMITS]:
NSA

= PeERMITS (RaLROAD, CORPS OF ENGINEERS, DSL, FLODDPLAIN, FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL PERMITS NEEDED):
COEMDSL. County Floodplain w/ No-Rise Certification.

= PouTiCAL OR CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES (THAT CoULD DELAY PROJECT, CONSTRUCTION TIMING, RAILROAD
CROSSINGS, APPROVED F PLANNED DEVELOPMENT);

Large Cak tree £50-100" SW of bridge may get impacted by limbing,
* OTHER;

ATTENDEES:
(Polk County) = Aaron Geisler, Fred Lowe, (OBREC) - Kevin Bovle, Larry Fox

flr S3C065 - Hart Wi Br Scoping Motes. doe Page 4 ol 4







1 POLK COUNTY

Public Works

B30 5, W, ASH STREET » DALLAS, OREGON HT338-2102 w SII-GLLSTET | FA X S05-33 AR0T

HBRR/OTIA III APPLICATION

Bridge No. 53C069
Hart Road

October 10, 2003

This County will only accept OTIA funding (and not HBRR funding) for this
particular project



FOLK COUNTY

Bridge No. 53C069
Hart Rd.

VICINITY MAP

LOCATION MAP

AFFROACH

Date

DOWNSTREAM

Q7/14/03




Approach Approach













