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GENERAL NQTES:

Congtruction Speglfigation - Arlzona Department of
Transportation Standard Speclflicat!ons for Road
Bridge Constructlion, EdTtlen of Z000.

Deslgn speclfications -
AASHTD Standard Speciflcations for Highway Bridg

16th EdTtlon 1996 and 1937, 1998 and 19939 I[nterTm
Speclficatlons.
All Concrete shall be Class "3" (™ c = 3000 psl).

ahal | conform to A5TN Spec! flaat!
shall ba furnished =

Ralnforclng ateal
AGls. All relnforeTing stesl
Grades &0, (fs 24, 000 psT!)

berds and hooks ahall maet the ragulrements
of AASHTO Artlcle B.23. All bend dimenslons for
retnforcing stesl shsl | be out-to-out of bars. A
placement dimensicna Tor reinforcing steal shall
be to centear of bars unless noted otherw!se.

All relnforcing steel shall have 2 Tnch clear cover
unless otharwlas noted.

Dimenslons shall not be scaled from drawlngs.

All gtatleons, alevations &rmd dimsnalons ahown ara b
on "Ag-byi 1" plansg and do not necesaarily Gorre
to structure conditlons now ax(sting. Statlons.
alevations and dimensTons Tn field may vaery frar
those ehown and shall be ad)usted as reguired an
directed by the Enginser,

The Contractor shall provide weakanead plane Jelnts
regulred by the Enginaer.

Chamfar al| exposed corners ¥i* per Stendarg B-19.1
unless noted otharwiae,

New RTight-of-Way and Easemants are not required
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All
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dowal 'n hole wlth an aspproved epoxy sdhestve. E
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of 13 kips for %6 dowals. Detalls of the anchor
systoam shall be submltted to the Englrneer for
approval priler to Installatton.

EXCAVAT[ON NOTE:

Exoavated materfal shall be placed back on top of
the floor and the charmnal ragradad to exTetlng
ITne as directed by the Englreear.
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| essons Learned

Environmental concerns may delay the project
development and affect the design methodology.

The few ADOT site installations suggest that
scour monitoring does not appear to be a
feasible option to pursue at ephemeral washes.

Revisiting the initial scour assessment, prior to
committing scour retrofit construction funds
through a scour technical evaluation memo
during initial phase of development of projects
within the corridor of the bridge site, Is
beneficial.

Presence of ground water and sudden rainstorm
during construction can lead to change orders.



Challenges Ahead

s Selecting a maintenance free and
cost effective scour countermeasure
over ephemeral rivers considering
factors such as recent FEMA studies,
remaining life of the bridge etc.

s Incorporating non-scour related
repair works into the project in order
to reduce impacts to traveling public
and construction mobilization costs.

s INncorporating concerns from bridge
Inspection engineers and
maintenance staff into the statewide
plan of action.
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ANY QUESTIONS?



	2003 Midwestern States Hydraulic Engineers Conference - August 2003 -
	Contents of the Presentation
	Lessons Learned
	Challenges Ahead
	THANK YOU

