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Figure C1 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 1 Shaft 1
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Figure C2 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 1 Shaft 2

343



0
1.0

2.0
3.0
4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0
10.0

Depth, m

——

FAT, ms

'«

Apparent
Velocity

Tubes 1 & 2

/

Relative
Energy

0 0.1

2000

0
1.0

2.0
3.0
4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0
10.0

Depth, m

02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1o [mems

2500 3000

3500 4000

4500 Velocity, m/s

FAT, ms

i

Apparent
Velocity

Tubes 1 & 3

/

Relative
Energy

0 0.1

2000

0
1.0
2.0
3.0
4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0

10.0

Depth, m

02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0

2500 3000

3500 4000

Time, ms

4500 Velocity, m/s

Tubes 2 & 3

FAT, ms

Apparent
Velocity

/

Relative
Energy

0 0.1

2000

02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0

2500 3000

3500 4000

Time, ms

4500 Velocity, m/s

Figure C3 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 1 Shaft 3
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Figure C4 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 1 Shaft 4
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Figure C5 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 2 Shaft 1
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Figure C7 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 2 Shaft 3
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Figure C8 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 2 Shaft 4
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Figure C9 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 2 Shaft 4 with Offset
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Figure C10 CSL Data from Site #2 Abutment 2 Shaft 4 Retest
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Figure C12 CSL Data from Site #2 CenterPier Shaft 1
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Figure C13 CSL Data from Site #2 Center Pier Shaft 1
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Figure C14 CSL Data from Site #2 Center Pier Shaft 2
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Figure C15 CSL Data from Site #2 Center Pier Shaft 2
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Figure C16 CSL Data from Site #2 Center Pier Shaft 3
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Figure C17 CSL Data from Site #2 Center Pier Shaft 3
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Figure C18 CSL Data from Site #2 Center Pier Shaft 4
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Figure C19 CSL Data from Site #2 Center Pier Shaft 4
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