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Bridge Number

—

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

90) Inspection Date Inspection Team 91) Frequency Class:

Rlslzlzf/1/] q<l1¢6 | A 2

— Indepth Insp Deck Survey Access Flagman
I : ' c B}
nspected By: | Jones & E. N wlla BRIDGE SAFETY & EVALUATION 1/22/2009 111/1900 12- HAl—l._ o _|_||_ M
Sufficiency Rating 68.00 STRUCTURE EVALUATION CRITICAC FEATURE INSPECTTONS -
Previous Inspection Date  1/22/2009 : T F T Dat -
SHEET_I__0F_lD_ (INSP.REPORT) YR Ciedquency tesm Jate a
Fracture: D
BS&E Received D Data Entry By: In—” WAy ﬂ(p#l{ﬂf ke u
Copies Made [J DataEntry Date: n\\\\\ v NA| Special: H ] 1
] 7 :
IDENTIFICATION AGE AND SERVICE

Bridge Neme 27) vearBult [gt887 [T ] 106) Vear Reconsiruced (1997 [T ]
Town Name ~ NEW CANAAL Town Code [ T T T ] 42 TypeofSerice:
5) Inventory Route: A)On 1" Highway D B) Under 1 HIGHWAY D

A) Record Type 1 | 1 28) Number of Lanes:

B) Signing Prefix 3 State Highway A)On Z B) Under 4 |

C) Level of Service 1  Mainline 29) Average Daily Traffic 12100 (O] a9 T 9] o] o | Half ADT?: No
6) Feature Intersected . 109) Percent Truck = 5% .

10 fADT P — -
I I I ] 20 YesraraD oy lelolol?
7) Facility Carried: 18) Bypass, Detour Length ~ miles
) — I _ GEOMETRIC DATA
9) Location o .
e 48) Length of Max Span 68ft

Ll . { . _ ~ _ | _ _ _»mv Structure Length 79ft | 1
11) Milepoint 3.08 Miles [ ] . | 50) Curb or Sidewalk Widths:
16) Latitude 41deg 7 min 00 ‘sec deg Imin . ~ |sec

17) Longitude

98) Border Bridge:
A) State Code
C) Border Town Name

99) Border Bridge Structure No

73deg 28 min m&oam sec eg min

LI I T T T T T T T T T 1T 1717

STRUCTURE TYPE AND MATERIAL

43) Structure Type, Main:

A)Material 1  Concrete

D B) Design Type 7 Frame (except frame H

culverts)

_U B) Design Type 0" Other

44) Structure Type, Approach:
A) Material @ Other

45) Number of Spans, Main Unit

48) Number of Approach Spans

107) Deck Structure Type

Concrete Cast-in-Place

. __Ise¢ 51) Brg Rdwy width,curb-curb

A) Left 0.6ft _HD . D B) Right 0:6ft )
45.0ft
52) Deck Width, Out-Out 51.5ft

32) Approach Roadway Width 451t _ | ft

ft
ft

33) Bridge Median 0 No Median

Deck Area 4068 sqft _ | | sqft
34) Skew Angle _
35) Structure Flared
10 )Iinv. Rte. Min. Vert Clearance ~ 98in | it | in
47) Log Inv. Rte. Total Horiz Clr.: s Ift
47) RLog Inv. Rte. Total Horiz. CIr.: N
53) Min Vert Clearance Over Bridge - ft Jin
54) Min Vert Under Clearance H Ref ~ 3in Ref Ift _5

55) Min Lat Under Clearance on Right I Ref
56) Min Lat Under Clearance on Left

Ref

BRIDGE COMMENTS

108) Wearing Surface/Protective System: o
A) Type of Wearing Surface 6 Bituminous [ ]
B) Type of Membrane Built-up |
C) Type of Deck Protection - None H




CLASSIFICATION — STRUCTURE EVALUATION Bridge Number 00712 NBIS Length

112) NBIS Bridge Length Yes el SHEET 2 OF 2 FORM BRI-19 REV 10/00|Town Name NEWCANAAN  Yes 79
104) Highway System Off System 2 - , —
26) Functional Class Urban Minor Arterial r SHEET_Z__oF_I3 _ Facility Carried  ROUTE 124~
100) Defense Highway Route is not a STRAHNET Route L Feature Crossed ROUTE 1 m
101) Parallel Structure No parallel structure exists
102) Direction of Traffic 2-way traffic ] Inspected By: ../ cveD & Uc.f. lle
103) Temporary Structure ] LOAD RATING AND POSTING
110) Designated National Network Not on national network ”_ 31) Design Load 4 Evaluation Code L ]
20) Toll - On Free Road 63) Operating Rating Type 1 Year of Evaluation ~ 2000° " [T [ |
21) Maintain State Highway Agency 64) Operating Rating 860 [T | ] 70)Bridge Posting &
22) Owner State Highway Agency 65) Inventory Rating Type 1 41) Structure Status A 7
Report Class STATE - 66) Inventory Rating 39.0 Open, no restriction o
37) Historical Significance - On National Register [ ] OOZU_._._O_L ,,,,,,, APPRAISALS

WATERWAY Rating By Rating By
DrainageBasinCode L1 1 58) Deck N [ZT31 ] 67) Structure Evaluation
38) Navigation Control 59) Superstructure a,w

39) Navigation Vert Clr.
116) Vert-Lift Brg Nav Min
111) Pier Abutment Protection

\\ | 68) Deck Geometry
Wm 69) Under Clear Vert & Horiz

AN 71) Waterway Adequacy

DUU 40) Navigation Horiz Clr. [ 60) Substructure

61) Channel & Chan. Protection

U
O ZNTO

2=
FEHE

L 62) Culverts N A\ | 72) Approach Rdwy Alignment
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 113) Scour
75A) Type of Work Proposed |
75B) Work Done By Items 58 Thru 72 Checked By: 'A)
76) Length of Struct. Improvement | id 36) Traffic Safety Features: \ \ -
94) Bridge Improvement Cost A) Bridge Railings 0
95) Roadway Improvement Cost B) Transitions 0
96) Total Project Cost C) Approach Guardrail 1
97) Year of Improvement Cost Est. D) Approach Guardrail End 1
114) Future ADT : _ — _ — — — _._ 15) Year Future ADT : : —’— OTHER FEATURES
List No. PR Project No. 0135-0270 Advertised 11/27/2013 .
— POSTE IGNS & UTILITIES Fence Required = Barrel Ladder No
S Fence Present Stand Pipes No
Other Posted Signs 1 —
“m: — Fence Height _ _ _ ift CatWalks No
Other Posted Signs 2 ) |
R ) Fence Type Movable Inspection System No
Actual P.L. Single Unit Truck tons Actual P.L. 4Axle Truck )
) ) Fence Material Loose Concrete Checked?
Rec. P.L. Single Unit Truck Rec. P.L. 4Axle Truck Fence Tob Type
ce
Actual P.L. Semi-TrailerTruck Actual P.L. 3S2 Truck 4 Py

Rec. P.L. Semi-TrailerTruck
Rec. P.L. All Vehicles

INSPECTION COMMENTS

Yes
Proposed Next Indepth Insp Year 2019 HDUU

Rec. P.L. 3S2 Truck
Actual P.L. All Vehicles

Posted Vert Clearance On Bridge In Senior ~ Ron Jantzen

Posted Vert UnderClearance In Supervisor Joseph Kozlows! \ \

Posted Speed Limit mph

Utilty REVIEWED BY: Date h\ ! ﬂ. 2ol



BRIDGE TOWN NAME NBIS BRG
NUMBER LGTH
00712 NEW CANAA} Yes[ 79
*ACILITY CARRIED FEATURE CROS
ﬁ,koﬁlm 124 ROUTE 15
: il
INSPECTED BY: (,w,_ ne>

Po

REVIEWED BY:

IDENTIFICATION

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF BRIDGE SAFETY EVALUATION

INVENTORY ROUTE
UNDER STRUCTURE EVALUATION

FORM BRI-25 REV 10/00

|
DATE: &\\Nﬁx SHEET_3___OF_1I3 _ (INSP.REPORT)
[N

DESCRIPTION:

5) INVENTORY ROUTE:
A) RECORD TYPE

3

CLASSIFICATION

26) INV. RTE. FUNCT CLASSIFICATION 1
100) DEFENSE HIGHWAY DESIGNATION
** 102) DIRECTION OF TRAFFIC

2 Urban Principal Arterial -
0 Route is not a STRAHNE
2 2-way traffic

104) HIGHWAY SYSTEM OF INV. ROUTE 1 On System

DDDDH

B) ROUTE SIGNING PREFIX State Highway _H_ i ——
C) DESIGNATED LEVEL OF SERVICE [ Mainline _H_
D) ROUTE NO. 00015 LI T T T
11) MILE POINT (INV.RTE) 4 LT T T
AGE & SERVICE POSTED SIGNS
+ 28B) NUMBER OF INV.ROUTE LANES DU + POSTED VERT. CLR UNDER BRIDGE Q (in
* 29) ADT (INV.RTE) 69700 (o] 7] ilofo]
; . : e COMMENTS:
109) TRUCK ADT % (INV.RTE) 0 _H_I,l_
i Posted Verticle Under Clearance Si t this Bri
* 30) YEAR OF ADT (INV. RTE) 2007 No Posted Verticle Under Clearance Signs at this Bridge

* 41) INV ROUTE OPERATIONAL STATUS
19) BYPASS DETOUR LENGTH

GEOMETRIC DATA
+ 10) INV. RTE. MIN. VERT. CLEARANCE
+ 47) LOG INV. RTE. TOTAL HORIZ CLR.

+ 47) RLOG INV. RTE. TOTAL HORIZ CLR.
+ LOG MIN VERT CLR OVER INV ROUTE
+ RLOG MIN VERT CLR OVER INV ROUTE
+ 55) MIN LAT UNDERCLR ON RIGHT

+ 56) MIN LAT UNDERCLR ON LEFT

** FILL OUT ON EVERY INSPECTION 29, 109, 30, 41

Posted for other load-ca .
~ Miles

I 5
2897

+ VERIFY EVERY INSPECTION 28B, 10, 47, 53, 55, 56 & POSTED VERT CLEARANCE UNDER THE BRIDGE
** MUST BE FILLED OUT OR VERIFIED ON THE FIRST INSPECTION MADE BASED ON THE NEW FHWA GUIDE 102

[oT ek [olol



** BRI18 FORM ** - Structure No: 00712 Inspection Date: 3/22/2011

Bridge #: 00712

Connecticut Department of Transportation

Bridge Inspection Report BRI-18

Page +-of7

‘f’r3

Inspection Date: 3/22/2011

: . Routine Previous Inspection |1/22/2009 Snooper No
Inspection Type: Date: | Required:
Inspection Team 6 T ROUTE 124 . INo
Performed By: Feature Carried: Snooper Used:
Town: NEW CANAAN |Feature Intersected: |ROUTE 15 |Year Built: 1937
N EXIT 37 ; - Frame (except frame — 1997
Location: |ROUTE 15 Main Design: culverts) Year Rebuilt:
Main Material: IConcrete I
Visits Inspectors:
Visit Date: Temp:  Start Time: End Time: Inspector: Task:
[3/22/2011 |45 |[10:00:00 AM ]{1:00:00 PM | |E. Pucillo |{Inspector |
IJ. Jones IILead Inspector
[0 Matulis ||Senior Engineer |
DECK: As per the CONNDOT Bridge Inspection Manual, where the P
approach pavement is carried across a rigid concrete frame on
top of fill material, there is no deck and the overall deck rating will | Overall Rating:
be "P". However, the condition of any deck element present
(overlay, railings, etc.) should be rated accordingly.
Rating
OVERLAY: |6 The bituminous concrete overlay exhibits random longitudinal and transverse
cracks with some open up to 1/2" wide. Also there are some previously sealed
cracks that have reopened.
|Along the west shoulder there is a half moon sawcut shape bituminous patch.
This area may have been from past concrete work done on the underside.
(see photo #8)
DECK-STR. [N -
CONDITION:
CURBS: |7 The west and east curb reveal measurements were 3-1/2" and 3"
respectively.

"The safety walks show some vertical cracks on the face. I

Areas of the vertical face display random vertical hairline cracks. Transverse
cracks with efflorescence .

PAINT: .|=— =]

MEDIAN: IN

SIDEWALKS: I7
PARAPET: |6

http://dot-sdcdbs57v/Bridgelnventory/SISLite/BRI18Reports/BRI18Reports1.aspx 4/5/2011



** BRI18 FORM ** - Structure No: 00712 Inspection Date: 3/22/2011 Page 2-of7
3/13

FENCE:|N Il 1
DRAINS: [N IF - ]
—

LIGHTING |N -
STANDARD:

UTILITIES [N " —
TYPE/SIZE:
CONSTRJOINTS: [N IF —

EXPANSION |7— Both expansion joints are sawed and sealed and display sealed cracks.
JOINTS:

http://dot-sdcdbs57v/Bridgelnventory/SISLite/BRI18Reports/BR118Reports1.aspx 4/5/2011



** BRI18 FORM ** - Structure No: 00712 Inspection Date: 3/22/2011 Page 3-of7

{13

59.
SUPERSTRUCTURE:

Rating

The overall condition rating for the superstructure is poor. Overall

Rating:

BEARING DEVICES: |N

STRINGERS: IN

b _ |

|E J

GIRDERS: |4

||Fascias: Both fascias exhibit horizontal and vertical hairline cracks up to 15'

FLOOR BEAMS:

TRUSSES-
GENERAL:

TRUSSES-|N

PORTALS:

TRUSSES-|N

BRACING: | -
[

PAINT:

|

Reinforced Concrete Rigid Frame:

Soffit: The soffit exhibits longitudinal and transverse cracks up to 18' long x
1/16" wide with and without efflorescence, areas of map cracking with and
without efflorescence, isolated hollow areas up to 3' x 5' spalls up to 5' x 3' x
2" deep with and without exposed rebar. Some spalls have been previously
repaired/coated. The heaviest concentration of deterioration is adjacent to the

fascias.

long with and without efflorescence. There are areas of map cracking up to
14' x 3' with light efflorescence.

The east underdiside edge is hollow in both spans approximatlely 50ft.L x
2ft.w with short longitudinal cracks some with efflo.

_ — |

RUST:[N____ | T |

MACHINERY MOV N

SPAN:

| _

RIVETS & BOLTS: IN ||- -
WELDS - CRACKS: |___ﬁm F .
TIMBER DECAY: |__N -

CONCRETE[4

CRACKING:

DAMAGE: |

MEMBER
ALIGNMENT:

L

L
COLLISION |7 | There are random scrape marks located over the southbound lanes. See
8

See item "Girders" above.

Field Note Sheet 5.

DEFLECT. UNDER
LOAD:

i [
VIBRATION UNDER |N "
LOAD:

STAND PIPES: IN "
BARREL LADDERS: 'N "

http://dot-sdcdbs57v/Bridgelnventory/SISLite/BRI18Reports/BRI18Reports].aspx

4/5/2011



** BRI18 FORM ** - Structure No: 00712 Inspection Date: 3/22/2011 Page4—7l“7
73

ARE BARREL LADDERS OSHA COMPLIANT? NA

60. The overall condition rating for the substructure is satisfactory.

SUBSTRUCTURE: Overall Rating:

Rating

ABUTMENTS-|g Borth frame legs exhibit vertical hairline cracks up to 8' long. Also, there are
STEM: areas of light scale up to 5' x 4' and edge spalls up to 1' x 6" x 1-1/2 " deep.

ABUTMENTS-|N
E——

BACKWALL:

ABUTMENTS-|N No visible.
FOOTINGS:

ABUTMENTS-|3 -
SETTLEMENT:

ABUTMENTS-|6 The wingwalls exhibit random horizontal and vertical hairline cracks up to 10'
WINGWALLS: long some with efflorescence, areas of mapcracking and areas of light scale.

PIERS/BENTS- .
CAPS:
PIERS/BENTS-PILE |N I
BENT:
PIERS/BENTS-|N -
COLUMNS:

PIERS/BENTS-|N
FOOTING:

PIERS/BENTS-
SETTLMT:

N
EROSION-SCOUR: IE J|— |
CONCRETE |6 See items "Abutments-Stem" and Abutments-Wingwalls" above.
N

|

|

CRACK-SPALL:

STEEL
CORROSION:
N

PAINT:
TIMBER DECAY: [N " |

COLLISION|8 -
DAMAGE:

DEBRIS: [3 |F - 1

Z

61. CHANNEL &
CHANNEL Overall Rating:
PROTECTION:

62. CULVERTS & [- N

http://dot-sdcdbs57v/Bridgelnventory/SISLite/BRI18Reports/BRI18Reports1.aspx 4/5/2011



#* BRI18 FORM ** - Structure No: 00712 Inspection Date: 3/22/2011 Page 5of 7

813
RETAINING .
WALL.: Overall Rating: | |
65. APPROACH The overall condition rating for the approaches are good. .7
CONDITION Overall Rating:
Rating

APPROACH SLAB: |N " I
RELIEF JOINTS: [N |

]

APPROACH GUIDE 7 The metal beam railing along both sides of the approaches displays on-I;
RAIL: minor scrapes and dents. The transition rub rails do not connect to the
parapets. The metal beam railing extends past the approach limits.
APPROACH |7 The bituminous approach pavement exhibits random cracks up to 1/2" wide. 1
PAVEMENT: Also there are some sealed cracks.
APPROACH |7 Southeast embankment has(2) trenches from roadway runoff exposing the
EMBANKMENT: lower end of the
H-posts

TRAFFIC SAFETY
FEATURES

Rating

BRIDGE RAILINGS: |[Last Inspection: ||-
_Current: -

TRANSITIONS: |Last Inspection: ||-

o

o

Current: -

APPROACH [Last Inspection:
GUARDRAILS: |1
Current: -
APPR. GUARDRAIL |Last Inspection: ||-

ENDS: |4
Current: -

|
|

66. LOAD
POSTING

- Posted

Loading -
SINGLE UNIT (TONS): [Last
Inspection: -

Current: -
——— 1 m— s

http://dot-sdedbs57v/Bridgelnventory/SISLite/BRI18Reports/BRI18Reports1.aspx 4/5/2011



** BRI18 FORM ** - Structure No: 00712 Inspection Date: 3/22/2011
SEMI TRAILER
(TONS):

4 AXLE (TONS):
3S2 (TONS):

ADVANCE WARNING [-
(YIN):

LEGIBILITY: ,:lr
VISIBILITY/LOCATION: [ _<|F

Last
Inspection: -
Current: -

Page

Last
Inspection: -
Current: -

Last
Inspection: -
ICurrent: -

[ ]

67.
MISCELLANEOUS
Rating
MIN. VERT. |Last Inspection: ||The previous clearance of 12'-3" was not found/verified at the time of
UNDERCLEARANCE: |13' 3" inspection. See Field Note Sheet 2.
Current: -' -"
POSTED CLR. |Last Inspection: "7
UNDER BRIDGE: |-' .-
Current: -' -"
POSTED CLR. ON [Last Inspection: ||- ]
BRIDGE: |-’ -"
Current: -' -"
ADVANCED |No
WARNING (YES/NO):
SPEED LIMIT (IF |Last Inspection: ||-
ANY): |-
Current: -
CHARACTER OF -
TRAFIC:
ADDITIONAL L
NOTES: |
ADDITIONAL The bridge identification number is clear and legible. The bridge is logged ]
COMMENTS: from south to north which is consistent with the previous inspection report and

Inspectors' Signatures:

http://dot-sdcdbs57v/BridgeInventory/SISLite/BRI18Reports/BRI18Reports1.aspx

bridge plans. A 35' bucket truck was used for this inspection.

2o//

Date: . =
(%4 /_5’{_/

4/5/2011



** BRI18 FORM ** - Structure No: 00712 Inspection Date: 3/22/2011

2) ‘_" i .
C /Zﬂ

3)

4)

P.E. Signature:

P.E. #:

Reviewed by:

conndot

Page F-0f7

Date: R (S [SS—

Date: ====/====[=====

http://dot-sdedbs57v/Bridgelnventory/SISLite/BRI18Reports/BRI18Reports1.aspx 4/5/2011



BRIDGE NO: (y( )/ DATE: .3 I 1 Z6//
CREW: -7, ( SHEET 4 _of _¢3
[CJField Original [] Transcribed By:
DESCRIPTION: (/¢,/¢ OF DECK Koute 1y o de L5 A/cu/ (anaan
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I JOB N0.170-2729 | BRIDGE NO: 00712
i \ Engineers, Inc. OATE: 0//22/09 |SHEET J2.  OF /B
FIELD NOTES CREW: rOB , MT
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/3// -

Structure Inventory and Appraisal Sheet (English Units)

87.0 J

Bridge Key: 00712 Agency ID: 00712 Sufficiency Rating:
4 ™\ ™
IDENTIFICATION ( INSPECTION
State 1 08 Connecticut Struc Num & 00712 Frequency 81 24 months  Inspection Date 80 32272011 Next Inspection 03/22/2013
Facility Carried 7 ROUTE 124 Location 9: EXIT 37 RQUTE 15
FC Frequency 92A: NA FC Inspection Date 83A: NA Next FC Inspection.  NA
Rie.(On/Under)5A; Route On Structure Rte. Signing Prefix 5B: 3 State Hwy UW Frequency 92B: NA UW Inspection Date 938: NA Next UW Inspection:  NA
Level of Service 5C: 1 Mainline Rte. Number 5D 00124 SIFrequency 92C.  NA SI Date 93C NA Next SI: NA
Directional Suffix 5SE: 0 N/A (NBI) % Responsibility o
Element Frequency: 24 months  Element Inspection Date:  03/22/2011  Next Elem. Insp. Due: 03/22/2013
SHD District 2 03 County Code 3: Fairfield \ )
Place Code 4: NEW CANAAN Mile Post 11 3.070 mi g N\
CLASSIFICATION
Feature Intersected 6: ROUTE 15 Defense Highway 1000 0 Not a STRAHNET hwy  Parallel Structure 101 No || bridge exists
Latitude 16 41d 07 08" Longitude 17 073d 28' 54" Direction of Traffic 1022 2 2-way traffic Temporary Structure 103:  Unknown (NBI)
Highway System 104 0 Not on NHS NBIS Length 112: Long Enough
Border Bridge Code 98: Unknown (P)
Toll Facility 20 3 On free road Functional Class 26 16 Urban Minor Arterial
Border Bridge Number 99:  NA
\ J Historical Significance 37 1 Br on Natl Reg Hist Pl
( b Owner 22: 01 State Highway Agency
STRUCTURE TYPE AND MATERIALS i ; e
Number of Approach Spans 46: 0 Number of Spans Main Unit 45 1 L Custodian 2 1 )
Main Span Material/Design 43A/B {
. CONDITION
1/ encwa 97 Frame Deck58: N N/A (NBI) Super 56: 4 Poor SubB0: 6 Satisfactory
Culvert 82: N N/A (NBI) Channel/Channel Protection 81 N N/A (NBIY
\ —
4 N
Deck Type 107 1 Concrete-Cast-in-Place LOAD RATING AND POSTING
Wearing Surfacs 1084: 5 Bituminous Inventory Rating Method 65: 1 LF Load Factor Operating Rating Method 83. 1 LF Load Factor
Membrane 1088: 1 Built-up
Inventory Rating 66 HS21.5 Operating Rating 64 HS36.4
Deck Protection 108C: None
s e Design Load 31 4 M 18 (H20) Posting 70: 5 AUAbove Legal Loads
N\
( AGE AND SERVICE Posting status 41 A Open, no restriction
Year Built 27 1937 Year Reconstructed 106: 1997 \_ -
Type of Service on 42A; 1 Highway ( 5
APPRAISAL
Type of Service under 428 1 Highway
Bridge Rall 36A 0 Substandard Approach Rail 36C 1 Meets Standards
Lanes on 28A: 2 Lanes Under 28B: 4 Detour Length 18 0.0 mi
Transition 368 0 Substandard Approach Rail Ends 36D 1 Meets Standards
ADT 29 12,342 Truck ADT108: 5% Yearof ADT 30: 2007
\_ / Str. Evaluation 87: 5 Deck Geometry 68 9 Above Desirable Crit
d GEOMETRIC DATA h Underclearance, Vertical and Horizontal 69 ?
Length Max Span 48: 68.0 ft Structure Length 49: 8aot Waterway Adequacy 71: N Not ppi h Alig w72 & Equal Min Criteria
Curbi/Sawlk Wath L 50A. 0.6 ft Curb/Sidewalk Width R 508. 0.6 f L Booar Crkioa! 113 N Not Pver Aiinvay )
Width Curb to Curb 51 4507 Width Out te Out 52 5151 - N
Approach Roadway Widih 32: 45,0 f Median 33: 0 No median PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
(w/ shoulders)
Deck Area: 273.35q. f Bridge Cost 84 $ 1,000 Type of Work 75 38 Other Structural
Skew 34: 23.00° Structure Flared 35: 0 No flare Roadway Cost 95 $ 1,000 Length of Improvment 76: 0.3 ft
Total Cost 86 $2,000 Future ADT 114: 4,850
Wilrnim Mutical Qiarance. mr Bridyeraa ks ‘Year of Cost Estimate 97: 2000 Year of Future ADT 115 2019
Minimum Vertical Underciearance Reference 54A; H Hwy beneath struct O S
4 A
Minimum Vertical Underclearance 548: 133 NAVIGATION DATA
Minimum Lateral Underclearance Reference R 55A H Hwy beneath struct Nawigation Control 38 N NA-no waterway
Minimum Lateral Undrclearance R 55 24t Vertical Clearance 39, oon Horizontal Clearance 40 oon
Minimum Lateral Undrclearance L 56. 27n Pier Protection 111 Unknown (NBI) Lift Bridge Vertical Clearance 116
9 J —_—
ELEMENT CONDITION STATE DATA
Str Unit |[Eim/Env, Description Units [Total Qty | % in 1 |Qty. St 1] % in2 |Qty. St 2| % in 3 |Qty. St 3| % in4 |Qty. St 4| % in5 [Qty. St 5
0 Mo/3 P Conc Slab/AC Ovly (SF) 3,735 0 % 0 100% 3,735 0 %] 0 0 % 0 0 %| 0
0 P153 |R/Conc Abutment ) 115  90% 103 10% 12 0% d o%W d 0% 0
0 3013 |Pourable Joint Seal (LF) 121 100 % 121 0 % Q 0 % 0 0 % 0 0 % 0
0 331/3 |Conc Bridge Railing [WF)| 168 96% 159 4% 7 0% 0 0% q o% 0
0 359/3 Soffit Smart Flag | (EA) | 1) 0 ,}q q o %| 3 0% ool ; o 3
— 1 SI== 1
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Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15 Project No.:

Photo #1 : Photo #2 :

Looking south over structure Looking north over structure
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Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15 Project No.:

Photo #3 :

General view wearing

Photo #4 :
Kerf cut joint over north leg

Printed on March 24, 2011
00712-11.doc

Page 2




Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15 Project No.:

Photo #5 : Photo #6 :
2°x10”area of punky concrete east parapet ML.B.R. transition to bridge at northwest approach
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Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15 Project No.:

Photo #7 Photo #8
Damp area along east curb line Saw cut not sealed mirrors patch underside
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Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15 Project No.:

Photo # 9

East elevation

Photo # 10
West elevation

Printed on March 24, 2011
00712-11.doc

Page 5




Project No.:

Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15

i 0

Photo #11

General condition of leg #2

Photo # 12

General view of underside
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Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15 Project No.:

Photo #13 Photo # 14
Spall with exposed rebar northwest over Spall with hallow area southwest over northbound
southbound lane lane
Printed on March 24, 2011 Page 7
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Bridge No. 00712 Inspected by: JAMES JONES
Town: New Canaan Inspected by: ED PUCILLO
Feature Carried: Route 124 Date Inspected: 03/22/2011
Feature Crossed: Route 15 Project No.:

Photo # 15

lanes

3" wide hallow area east fascia over southbound

Photo # 16
Transverse cracks some with efflo. and some spalls
have been repaired west fascia
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