ADDENDUM

TO: ALL HOLDERS OF CONTRACT DOCUMENTS
FROM: ST.MARY’'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND PROCUREMENT OFFICER
PATRICK HUNT

SUBJECT: IFB NO. 25183 ADDENDUM NO. 3
F.A.P. NO. TAP-3(765)E
MDOT SHA CONTRACT NO. SM193B51
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

DATE: DECEMBER 3, 2021

Please be advised that the St. Mary’s College of Maryland has issued an addendum for IFB NO. 25183
The Bid Opening is still set for December 16, 2021.

The attention of prospective bidders is directed to the following revisions, additions and/or deletions to
the Invitation for Bids booklet, Pen and Ink Changes, and responses to Contractor inquires.

Invitation for Bids Booklet

Page No. Description

148-153 REVISED Special Provisions “SECTION 400 - TIMBER BOARDWALK”.

154-156A REVISED Special Provisions “SECTION 400 - TREATED PILES FOR TIMBER
BOARDWALK".

193A REPLACED Miscellaneous Contract Details “GEOTECHNICAL INFORMATION” in

its entirety.

220A ADDED Miscellaneous Contract Details “MDOT SHA Office of Structures Guidelines
and Procedures Memorandums”.

Pen and Ink Changes

Sheet No. Description
43 REVISED Specifications Note No.1 to “MDOT SHA Specifications dated July 2021,

revisions thereof and additions thereto and special provisions for materials and
construction.”

43 REVISED Foundation Note No.1 to “Install timber piles to the minimum tip elevations as
directed by the Boardwalk Contractor,”

Contractor Questions

Included in this response are contractor questions received as of December 3, 2021,
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Contractor Questions (continued)

Ql:

Al:

Q2:

A2:

Q3:

A3:

Q4.

Ad:

Qs:

AS:

Q6:

A6:

The bidding requirements and conditions section — give 2 options to bid, Option 1 “submit the
details plans, specifications and estimate of savings. Reading the spec requirements, we are
responsible for the design and cost, so there is no detailed plans and specs? Also, the line item
states estimate of savings. How does this apply to this line item? We do not understand this
portion of the bid option.

TC 2.03 would only apply if the Contractor is to modify the Contract Documents that were
bid for the purpose of reducing the total cost of construction without reducing design
capacity or quality of the finished project. Since this is a Contractor proposition, Option 1
would make the contractor responsible for submitting detailed plans, specifications, and
estimate of savings,

Option 2 would take beyond the bidding process if submitting a VECP for tentative approval,
then submit detail plans, spec and estimate. Again, not really understanding this pottion of the
bid option.

Option 2 would only apply if the contractor is proposing to modify the Contract Documents
as stipulated in TC 2.03.

The specs call for lag screws on the decking, but if the boardwalk contact uses heavy duty screws,
since it's design build, would this be allowed?

Alternates to the wood decking lag bolts will be considered upon review of the proposed
materials,

Since the spec says alternate design similar, would helical piers be considered. Please clarify.

Helical piers will not be considered for the project. The boardwalk construction shall use
timber piles as shown in the construction plans and project manual.

Sheet 20 of 62 — The miscellaneous quantity sheet. Are we to use these quantities for our bid?

Per page 49 of the Project Manual provides information to the bidder regarding the
measurement and payment of the project. Construction item quantities and general
quantities are provided in the plan set for the basis of the lump sum bid at the contractor’s
own risk, or do their own quantity take-offs. The bid is for a fixed price contract, not a unit-
cost contract. A Schedule Of Prices is provided on page 229 for the Contractor’s use when
submitting the bid.

Pile subcontractor wants to know what the bearing required for the pile?

The Timber Boardwalk loading requirement shall be designed for a minimum uniform live
load of 90 ibs. per square foot live load, H-5 Truck live load, appropriate dead load, wind
load, and a minimum deflection of L/360. The piles shall be designed to meet this loading
requirement. “SECTION 400 - TREATED PILES FOR TIMBER BOARDWALK?” has
been revised with this Addendum.
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Contractor Questions (continued)

Q7:  What is the estimated cost of this project?

A7:  Asnoted on eMaryland Marketplace, this project falls within the $1,000,000 and $2,500,000
cost class.

Q8: A Maryland State Marine Contractors licensc is required by the Prime on projects where the work
is conducted over Maryland State Tidal Wetlands waters). Where are the requirements for this
project indicated in the documents?

A8:  Per WL#16-0082(R) as provided in the Project Manual, Item 15 on page 98 describes the
requirements for a marine contractor.

Q9: Is “top down” construction on the “bridge” a requirement?

A9:  As currently permitted, the boardwalk construction is “top down” and mitigating
requirements have been coordinated for this method of construction. Any deviation from the
“top-down” construction method would be at the contractor’s own risk to obtain additional
permits and meet mitigation requirements.

Q10:  There are tip elevations shown on the plans. What is the reference point for the tip elevations? Top
of deck, MLW, etc.? Are the additional borings referenced in the Pre-bid meeting available?

A10: Per the updates issued in Addendum No. 1, it will be the contractor’s responsibility to
establish the tip elevations. Addendum No. 1 has removed the requirement and provided
these as recommendation.

QI1: Please confirm which Telephone/electric poles will be removed or moved by others.

All: The utility poles to be removed or relocated by others are noted on the plans. The successful
contractor will not be responsible for relocating the utility poles under the lump sum bid.

QI2:  We noted the requirement to coordinate with Historic St. Mary’s archeologist during land
disturbance. How are any delays (if any) handled by the Owners?

A12: The contractor must provide adequate notice to Historic St. Mary’s of its schedule for ground
disturbance to permit HSMC to monitor the work. Should archaeological discoveries cause a

delay in the project, the College and the Contractor shall negotiate an equitable extention,

Q13:  What is the process for submissions of submittals, RFI's, PCO’s, etc.? Will these be submitted
through the College PM?

Al13: All submittals, RFIs, and other construction related documents shall be submitted to the St.
Mary’s College of Maryland Project Manager which will then be distributed to the
appropriate contact.
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Contractor Questions (continued)

Ql4:
Al4:

Ql5:
AlS:

Qleo:

Alé6:

Q17:

AlT:

QIL8:

AlS:

Ql9:

Al9:

Can you supply the completed Geo-data report?

The Final Geotechnical Data Report has been inserted into the Project Manual., Schnabel
Engineering, LLC., has prepared this geotechnical data report for this project. This report is
for informational purposes only. Should the data contained in this report not be adequate for
the Contractor's purposes, the Contractor may make, independent exploration, tests and
analyses.

Who will be performing the third-party testing on this project?

The contractor will be responsible for providing third party testing and provide results to St.
Mary’s College of Maryland and Project Engineer.

We see that the MDE permits have been extended. However, the MDSPGP-5 permit expired
September 30, 2021, Has this been extended?

The MDSPGP-5 permit will be reanthorized under a MDSPGP-6 permit, which is pending
approval.

We have also noted the closures on the permits. The timeframe for driving pilings is November
through April. Based upon the timeframe for paperwork, approvals, etc. we expect that the
boardwalk (bridge) will be constructed next November unless you have obtained a waiver for the
closure. Have you applied for a waiver?

Requests for Closure Period waivers cannot be requested without justification for the
request. The contractor may apply for the closure waiver with justification why the proposed
construction cannot be accomplished within the allowable construction range.

On the electrical sheets the construction note “E” install solar powered light bollard and foundation.
There isn’t enough information to quote this. Please submit a cut sheet and or model of the
proposed light.

The special provision for Solar-Powered Light Bollard has provided minimum performance
specifications of the item. Contractor must submit documents as noted in the Submittal
section of this Special Provision.

Please submit cut sheet and or model of the proposed linear lighting for the boardwalk. Sheet 59
Note H.

The special provision for Handrail-Mounted LED Linear Lighting System has provided
minimum performance specifications of the item. Contractor must submit documents as
noted in the Submittal section of this Special Provision.
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Contractor Questions (continued)

Q20:

A20:;

Q21:

A2l:

Q22:

A22:

Q23:
A23:
Q24:

A24:

Q25:

A25;

Q26:

A26:

Q27:
A27:

Are we correct in assuming that the linear lighting for the boardwalk are being placed where ever
there is a proposed junction box for the LED drivers. See sheet 59 lighting legend “D".

The Lighting Plan Sheets provides information about the placement of the Handrail-
Mounted LED Linear Lighting System which is noted under the “Boardwalk Linear LED
Lighting System Notes”. As described, the linear lighting system shall be installed under the
east side of boardwalk handrail.

Sheet 61 of 61 Construction details note “I” Replace post top luminaire on existing pole with LED
luminaire. Are we to replace just the light bulb with a LED bulb?

The existing light post and foundation is to remain. The contractor is only required to replace
the existing lnminaire (complete lighting fixture) with an LED luminaire.

On the electrical drawings, the conduit routes have two dotted lines between poles and junction
boxes. Is that an indication of two conduits per run or just a mistake on the drawings?

The conduit shall be installed as described in the construction detail legend notes.
Please confirm pile tip elevation.

Tip pile elevation shall be designed and confirmed by the boardwalk contractor.
Please confirm structure has to be built entirely of timber.

The timber boardwalk shall meet the minimum requirements as provided in the
specifications and construction plans.

Please confirm has to be built from on top-(its too narrow of structure to handle length pile
required).

Timber boardwalk shall be constructed utilizing a top-down construction method.

The pile lengths vary from 45-55 feet piles which is extreme for equipment to drive off the narrow
boardwalk.

The timber boardwalk shall meet the minimum requirements as provided in the
specifications and construction plans.

Can the timber piles be spliced-(option)?
Per MDOT SHA Specification 410.03.06 Splicing, timber piles are not to be spliced. The

selected timber boardwalk contractor shall design the timber boardwalk with timber piles
that are not required to be spliced.
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Contractor Questions (continued)

Q28:  The preferred section is to build from the side crane mats then remove — if it’s just marsh. Is this
in a tidal water. It is then another issue.

A28: Wherrits Pond is a tidally influenced body of water within the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area.
This project has already been permitted for top-down construction to minimize and impact
from staging side cranes along the side of the proposed boardwalk. Any deviation from the
methods proposed in the construction plans, specifications, and what has already been
approved by the environmental reviewing agencies will not be acceptable,

Questions relating to this Addendum No. 3 may be directed in writing to:

Mr. Patrick Hunt

St. Mary’s College of Maryland
18952 E. Fisher Road

St. Mary’s City, MD 20686-3001
ATTN: Procurement Division

or Email: pghuntf@smcm.edu

If time is of the essence, written questions may be forwarded to Mr. Patrick Hunt, St. Mary’s College of
Maryland, at pghunt@smcm.edu. The Contractor must identify the source of the question and the
contract number.

Patrick Hunt
Procurement Officer for
St. Mary’s College of Maryland

This Addendum is issued to clarify, add to, delete from, correct and/or change the bid documents to
the extent indicated and is hereby made part of the said bid documents on which the contract will
be based. COMAR 21.05.02.08 requires that all addenda issued be acknowledged prior to
submitting your bid. Failure to submit a completed addenda acknowledgement/ verification for all
addenda may result in the bid being declared non-responsive.
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CATEGORY 400
STRUCTURES

TIMBER BOARDWALK

DESCRIPTION. This work shall consist of furnishing all materials, labor, tools, equipment, and
other necessary items required for designing, detailing, and constructing a 9° wide (8’ clear) by
approximately 775°-4 7/8” long, timber pedestrian boardwalk, and its associated abutments and
wing walls at the location specified in the Contract Documents. This work shall include the
design, fabrication, erection, treating, and coating of the timber pedestrian bridge.

The Plans show the type, size, and location of the boardwalk only. The information shown on
the Plans for the boardwalk represents a conceptual method that is considered adequate. The
information shown on these Plans for the boardwalk has not been designed and is not sufficient
for construction purposes The General Contractor is responsible for the final design of the
boardwalk and may propose other details or systems with similar structural characteristics, which
will require approval by St. Mary’s College of Maryland.

Boardwalk Contractor Qualifications. The General Contractor is responsible for selecting the
Boardwalk Contractor to design and construct the timber boardwalk. The following is a list of
qualifications that the Boardwalk Contractor must have to be selected for the project:

1. Boardwalk Contractor must have built a minimum of twenty (20) similar timber
bridges utilizing a similar construction method of top-down construction,
2. Boardwalk Contractor must supply references of at least 10 clients for whom the

Boardwalk Contractor has built similar timber bridges utilizing a similar construction
method of top-down construction.

3. Boardwalk Contractor must have built similar timber bridges over tidal waterways and
experience coordinating with environmental agencies similar to Maryland Department of

the Environment and US Army Corps of Engineers.
Boardwalk Contractor must have been in business for 10 years or more.

5. Boardwalk Contractor will provide a 1-year structural warranty. Bidder must
provide a written copy, with maintenance requirements that supports the 1 - year
warranty with bid-submittal.

6. Boardwalk Contractor must provide a statement of insurance/bonding capabilities to
attest as to the financial strength of the company. Include the name and rating of each
carrier for the following: Corporate insurance, Auto liability insurance,
Bonding/Surety Company.

7. A Professional Engineer registered in the State of Maryland, retained by the Boardwalk
Contractor, shall perform the design of the Timber Boardwalk. The Profession Engineer
must have proven experience designing similar timber boardwalks.

e

MATERIALS.

Bolts and Hardware 909.10
Structural Timber 921.05
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Preservative Treatments for Timber 921.06
Metal Timber Connectors Per manufacturer and as approved
Galvanizing A 153

Fire Stops and Galvanized Sheet Metal A 653, Coating Designation G 90

The Boardwalk Contractor shall not deliver materials to the site for the construction of the timber
boardwalk until the Administration has approved the submittals outlined in the Construction
section of this Specification.

The designated storage location or locations shall be protected by the General Contractor from
theft, vandalism, passage of vehicles, and other potential sources of damage to materials
delivered.

Lumber and Treatments,

a.

b.
c.
d.

All lumber shall be Southern Yellow Pine, #1 Grade lumber, and shall be graded under
the Southern Pine Inspection Bureau (SPIB) rules.

Timber shall be free from all defects which will impair its strength and durability.

All treatments must meet or exceed the standards for treated wood set by the AWPA.

All field cuts & drilled holes in lumber or glulams shall be treated in the field with oil-
based ready to use Copper Napthenate (Wolman Green Woodlife Copper Care or Copper
Care Wood preservatives Tenino Copper Napthenate or equal) in accordance with
AWPA specification M4,

Lumber Treatment.

a.

All piles, beams, stringers, spacers, shall be pressure treated with C.C.A. (Chromium
Copper Arsenate) Type C in accordance with the requirements of the American Wood
Preservers Association (AWPA). Standard PS5 to as final net retention of not less than 2.5
Ibs. of chromated copper arsenate per cubic foot of wood as determined by chemical
assay according to AWPA Standard A2.

The fascia shall be C.C.A. Type C treated to a minimum net retention of 1.0 lb. of
chromated copper arsenate per cubic foot of wood as determined by the chemical assay
according to AWPA Standard A2.

All decking and rub rails shall be treated with A.C.Q. Type D to a minimum net retention
of 0.60 1b. of alkaline copper quat per cubic foot of wood as determined by the chemical
assay in accordance with AWPA Standard U1-04.

A commercial grade, non-transparent, wood sealer shall be applied to the timber
boardwalk after it has been constructed to increase the longevity of the boardwalk. The
wood sealant shall be waterproof, mildew, resistant, and provide ultraviolet light
protection. The sealant shall be applied to the guide rails, toe kicks, decking, and all
other areas of the boardwalk. Pressure treated lumber should be allowed to weather for
6-12 months prior to sealing.
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Wood Decking. Structural decking shall be heavy timber #1 grade Southern Yellow Pine
decking attached with heavy-duty, stainless steel lag bolts. The size of the lag bolts is to be
determined by the Boardwalk Contractor.

All timber decking shall be constructed with a 1/8” gap between decking boards.

Structural Steel and Other Metals

a. After fabrication, all bolts, plates, angles and brackets (steel shapes) shall be hot dip
galvanized per A.A.S.H.T.O. specification M-111 and sized accordingly. Flow rates and
other information supplied by owner’s civil engineer should be taken into consideration
on sizing,

b. All welding of angles, plates and plates to be per A.W.S. specifications.

c. Stainless steel hardware will be used, when appropriate, under brackish or salt-water
conditions. The bridge designer is to determine the appropriate use of stainless steel
hardware and shall provide engineered calculations to verify all hardware. Stainless
steel hardware shall be used to secure the decking in place.

d. Silicone and any other additional sealants will be utilized where applicable to provide
additional longevity.

CONSTRUCTION.,
Submittals.

The Contractor shall include a minimum of six full size sets and one half-size set of structure
plans with any plan review submission containing structures. These plan sets are for review by
the Office of Structures and the Office of Structure’s Consulting Engineering Firm., if specified.
Official review comments will be conveyed back to the Contractor via correspondence and plans
with comments noted. The Contractor shall provide a point-by-point written response to all
official comments received and receive concurrence from Administration in writing prior to
proceeding forward with design/plan development activities. Any incomplete submission will
not be reviewed but will be returned back to the Contractor.

The following submittal process shall be adhered to prior to the delivery of any materials or the
commencement of any excavation or construction of the timber boardwalk, timber abutments, or
timber wing walls. This submittal process shall be used for the design of the timber pedestrian
bridge, abutments, and wing walls. The submission schedule shall be presented in the
Contractor’s original project schedule and updated as the project progresses. The submission
schedule will be determined in a meeting between the Contractor and the Administration. This
meeting shall take place within 30 days after the General Contractor receives Notice to Proceed.
TS&L level plans shall be provided to the Contractor to aid in the development of the required
submittals.

A Geotechnical Data Report is provided for reference information only. The Contractor may use
this information to form its own interpretation of the subsurface conditions. The Contractor shall
take full responsibility of the reference information, or perform its own geotechnical
investigations to satisfy itself as to the adequacy of the subsurface conditions for design and
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construction. Additional geotechnical investigations shall be performed in accordance with the
MDOT SHA standards or criteria, and a Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared and
submitted for review.

Structural Review

The Structural Review Plans shall consist of a set of Contract Drawings of each
structure that are complete with all of the details and special features of the
project. The bridge, abutment, and wing wall designer should have adequately
developed the load contributing elements prior to finalizing the design of any
structural details that are impacted by these loads. If load conditions change
during the design, previously submitted elements shall be resubmitted for
acceptance. Structural details for the timber pedestrian bridge may be submitted
separately from the abutment and wing wall details, or as a complete set.
Comments for each structural detail submission will be provided back to the
Contractor within 21 calendar days of receipt of the submission.

Final Review
The Final Review Submission shall consist of the following:

a. Complete set of plans timber pedestrian bridge, abutment, and wing
wall plans.

b. Complete set of structure computations once all structural details have
been accepted. All computations shall be on 8 '2” x 117 paper with
the initials of the designer and checker indicated on each page. The
computations shall be submitted in a three ring binder and subdivide
into relevant design sections. A cover sheet shall be included in each
binder and shall be signed and sealed by a professional engineer
registered in the state of Maryland.

Working Drawing Review

All working drawings relating to the structures shall be reviewed in
accordance with the Administration’s Office of Bridge Development Policy and
Procedures Memorandum OP-82-34 (G) and Section 499. The Consulting
Engineering Firm shall take the primary review and shall be stamped by the
Consulting Engineering Firm as accepted prior to submitting the working
drawings to the Office of Bridge Development. A secondary review shall be
undertaken by the Office of Bridge Development. Once reviewed and accepted by
the Office of Bridge Development, the structural working drawings shall be
stamped as accepted and returned to the Contractor with stamped plans being
designated as the documented acceptance. No construction activities are
permitted in conjunction with any structural working drawings that have not been
accepted in writing by the Office of Bridge Development. Acceptance by the
Office of Bridge Development does not relieve the General Contractor/Boardwalk
Contractor of the responsibility or liability for all design and construction
activities.
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Geotechnical Investigation and Foundation Report

Geotechnical Investigation and Analysis will be required by contractor to obtain
site soil conditions, design structural elements, pile capacities, estimated tip
clevations, and other pertinent geotechnical information required to obtain MDOT
SHA Office of Structure’s approval of the proposed timber boardwalk structure.
A Foundation Report will be required and shall be prepared in accordance with
MDOT SHA Office of Structures Guidelines and Procedures Memorandum D-
79-17(4). A Final Foundation Report shall be submitted by the contractor to
MDOT SHA Office of Structures and St. Mary’s College of Maryland.

Timber Boardwalk Loading Requirements. The timber boardwalk shall be designed for a
minimum uniform live load of 90 Ibs. per square foot live load, H-5 Truck live load, appropriate
dead load, wind load, and a minimum deflection of L/360. The General Contractor is
responsible for posting load limiting signs and/or barriers at each end of the boardwalk. When
designing the boardwalk, the pedestrian live load and H-5 live load shall not be applied to the
bridge at the same time.

Pedestrian Guide Rail

a.

oo

A minimum 42" high picket pedestrian guide rail shall be installed and be designed to
withstand a lateral force of 50 PLF, applied at the top of the rail. Boardwalk designer to
provide structural calculations for guide rail loading and components.

All exposed edges of the guide rail cap shall be routered with a .75” bit.

Owner’s civil engineer to advise of any applicable codes and ADA requirements.
Handrail material to be #1 dense grade.

Bridge designer to provide final design of guiderail through shop drawings and structural
calculations for all components of bridge and of guiderail & loading.

Backfill/Erosion Control

a.

b.

Construction of a 5’ graded dirt shelf in front of abutment wall prior to Boardwalk
Contractor’s mobilization, to be done by the Contractor

Backfill material shall be AASHTO No. 57 Stone. The top 8” of backfill shall be top
soil. Hand compaction techniques shall be utilized during backfill placement.

It is the General Contractor's responsibility to properly select and place backfill materials
to prevent overstressing of the wall.

Backfill elevation is not to exceed wall elevation within 10’ of wall location.

Contractor is responsible for properly constructing the finished trail with the finished
timber boardwalk elevation.

Pavement permeability shall be terminated at the start of backfill. Structure
backfill shall be placed and compacted as required.

Contractor shall outlet overdrain pipe at a location prior to backfill for boardwalk
structure.

Timber Boardwalk Erection. During the erection of the timber boardwalk, all pedestrian foot
traffic will be contained within six feet from bridge path.
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Boardwalk Contractor to provide a system to catch all shavings, dust, and cutoffs before they
enter the wetlands and forest to every extent possible. Any that enter the wetlands and forest
will be cleaned up immediately. A plan will be submitted in writing to the owner.

During the erection of the timber boardwalk, the Boardwalk Contractor will clean the work site
daily, placing scraps in a dumpster to be furnished and removed by the Boardwalk Contractor.

Storage of Materials. The method of storing and handling timber materials at the construction
site shall be such as to avoid injury and to protect them against weather. Lumber shall be stored
12 inches above the ground to provide ventilation, piled to shed water and to prevent warp.

Coordination with Environmental Agencies. The contractor shall be in close coordination
with Critical Area Commission, Maryland Department of the Environment, Maryland Historic
Trust, and US Army Corps of Engineers before and during construction. Contractor shall work
with site engineer and St. Mary’s College of Maryland contact to establish working relationship
and develop the necessary coordination during construction.

MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT. The timber boardwalk, abutments and wing walls will
not be measured. The timber pedestrian bridge, abutments and wing walls shall be paid for at the
lump sum bid price and shall be full compensation for all design, geotechnical
investigations/reports/testing, borings, any additional activity required to obtain soil conditions
for the purpose of designing the timber boardwalk or timber piles, mobilization, material, labor,
excavation, erection, equipment, tools, and incidentals necessary to complete the work as
specified.

The timber piles used to support the boardwalk and wing walls will not be paid for under this
item. The furnishing, labor, installation, tools, equipment and other necessary items required for
the installation of the timber piles will be included under the Treated Timber Pile for Boardwalk
item. The design, calculations, and detailing required to determine the final pile embedment will
be paid for under this Timber Boardwalk item.
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CATEGORY 400
STRUCTURES

TREATED PILES FOR TIMBER BOARDWALK

DESCRIPTION. This work shall consist of furnishing all materials, installation, labor, tools,
equipment, and other necessary items required for installing the timber piles at the location
specified in the Contract Documents,

The Plans show the type, size, and location of the boardwalk only. The information shown on
the Plans for the boardwalk represents a conceptual method that is considered adequate. The
information shown on these Plans for the boardwalk and piles has not been designed and is not
sufficient for construction purposes. The General Contractor may propose other details or
systems with similar structural characteristics, which will be considered by the Administration.

All other clements of the timber boardwalk will not be paid for under this item. The furnishing,
labor, installation, tools, equipment and other necessary items required for the construction of the
complete timber boardwalk will be paid for under the Timber Boardwalk item. The design,
calculations, and detailing required to determine the final pile embedment will be paid for under
contract lump sum price.

MATERIALS,
Bolts and Hardware 909.10
Structural Timber 021.05
Preservative Treatments for Timber 921.06

The Boardwalk Contractor shall not deliver materials to the site for the installation of the timber
piles until the Administration has approved the submittals outlined in the Construction section of
the Timber Boardwalk Specification.

The designated storage location or locations shall be protected by the General Contractor from
theft, vandalism, passage of vehicles, and other potential sources of damage to materials
delivered.

Lumber and Treatments.

a. All lumber shall be Southern Yellow Pine, #1 Grade lumber, and shall be graded under
the Southern Pine Inspection Bureau (SPIB) rules.

b. Timber shall be free from all defects which will impair its strength and durability.

¢. All treatments must meet or exceed the standards for treated wood set by the AWPA.

d. All field cuts & drilled holes in lumber shall be treated in the field with oil-based ready to
use Copper Napthenate (Wolman Green Woodlife Copper Care or Copper Care Wood
preservatives Tenino Copper Napthenate or equal) in accordance with AWPA
specification M4.
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Lumber Treatment. All piles shall be pressure treated with C.C.A. (Chromium Copper
Arsenate) Type C in accordance with the requirements of the American Wood Preservers
Association (AWPA). Standard P5 to as final net retention of not less than 2.5 lbs. of chromated
copper arsenate per cubic foot of wood as determined by chemical assay according to AWPA
Standard A2.

The fascia shall be C.C.A. Type C treated to a minimum net retention of 1.0 lb. of chromated

copper arsenate per cubic foot of wood as determined by the chemical assay according to AWPA
Standard A2.

Structural Steel and Other Metals

a. After fabrication, all bolts, plates, angles and brackets (steel shapes) shall be hot dip
galvanized per A.A.S.H.T.Q. specification M-111 and sized accordingly. Flow rates and
other information supplied by owner’s civil engineer should be taken into consideration
on sizing,

b. All welding of angles, plates and plates to be per A.W.S. specifications.

¢. Stainless steel hardware will be used, when appropriate, under brackish or salt-water
conditions. The bridge designer is to determine the appropriate use of stainless steel
hardware, and shall provide engineered calculations to verify all hardware.

d. Silicone and any other additional sealants will be utilized where applicable to provide
additional longevity.

CONSTRUCTION.

Submittals Required. Specifications for pile-driving equipment and methods, including
hammer calculations verifying capacity to drive the piling to required tonnage and criteria for
verification of pile capacity. Piles shall not be driven until this submittal is approved.

A Geotechnical Data Report is provided for reference information only. The Contractor may use
this information to form its own interpretation of the subsurface conditions. The Contractor shall
take full responsibility of the reference information, or perform its own geotechnical
investigations to satisfy itself as to the adequacy of the subsurface conditions for design and
construction. Additional geotechnical investigations shall be performed in accordance with the
MDOT SHA standards or criteria, and a Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared and
submitted for review. A Foundation Report will be submitted for approval prior to construction
and shall be prepared in accordance with MDOT SHA Office of Structures Guidelines and
Procedures Memorandum D-79-17(4). Timber pile design and supporting calculations shall be
submitted for approval prior to construction. A Professional Engineer registered in the State of
Maryland, retained by the Boardwalk Contractor, shall perform the timber pile design.

Timber Boardwalk Loading Requirements. The timber boardwalk shall be designed for a
minimum uniform live load of 90 lbs. per square foot live load, H-5 Truck live load, appropriate
dead load, wind load, and a minimum deflection of L/360. The final design of the timber
boardwalk will be paid for under the Timber Boardwalk Item.
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Storage of Materials. The method of storing and handling timber materials at the construction
site shall be such as to avoid injury and to protect them against weather. Timber piles shall be
arranged so that they are not subjected to unequal forces which will tend to twist or warp them.
Lumber shall be stored 12 inches above the ground to provide ventilation, piled to shed water
and to prevent warp.

Dynamic Test Pile Program. Dynamic load testing of at least 3 percent of the production piles
is recommended for this project. Test piles should be located near the boring locations and
spread out evenly along the pedestrian bridge alignment. The contractor shall coordinate test
piling schedule with St. Mary’s College of Maryland one week prior to the anticipated testing,

It is recommended that the test piles should be driven to within 5 feet of the estimated pile tip
elevations. The test piles may be driven at production pile locations. High strain dynamic testing
of the piles (Pile Driving Analyzer) should be performed on the test piles during initial driving to
estimate pile capacity, calculate pile driving stresses, and monitor hammer performance during
pile installation. It is anticipated that high strain testing should also be performed during
retapping of the test piles (24 hours after initial driving) per ASTM D-4945-89. A CAPWAP
analysis should be performed on the data obtained from the dynamic testing during retapping of
the test piles. All test pile results shall be submitted to MDOT SHA Office of Structures and St.
Mary’s College of Maryland for review.

Method of Construction.
All timber piles whenever possible shall be cut to size, trimmed, and bored before assembly.

All timber piles as shown on the drawings shall be driven by gravity, vibratory steam, or diesel
hammer as approved by the Owner or the Owner’s Representative. Any hammer which does not
perform satisfactorily on piles being driven, regardless of prior approval, shall be replaced by a
hammer acceptable to the Owner or the Owner’s Representative. Driving shall be continuous
without intermission until the pile has been driven to the required penetration. In general, the
penetration for any pile shall not be less than shown on the Plans even in hard materials

Each timber pile is expected to provide adequate pile bearing capacity. IF during driving
operations the Contractor finds inadequate bearing on piles, he shall stop driving and
immediately contact the Owner or the Owner’s Representative. The Contractor is advised that in
the event that the length of piles shown on the drawings is found to be inadequate on the basis of
bearing value, longer replacement pile may be required.

During driving, the top of the timber piles shall be protected from damage by using a head or
cap. The head or cap shall cover the entire surface of the top of the pile. Trimming the top of
the pile to fit the cap shall be kept to a minimum. Damage to the top of the pile shall be
restricted to the top 6 inches.

Dynamic Pile Monitoring. Refer to section 410, Piling.
MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT. The Treated Timber Piles for Boardwalk will be

measured per linear foot of pile furnished. The timber piles shall be paid for at the per linear foot
price and shall be full compensation for test piles, material, furnishing, labor, installation,
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equipment, tools, dynamic pile monitoring, and incidentals necessary to complete the work as
specified.

All other elements of the timber boardwalk will not be paid for under this item. The design,
calculations, detailing required to determine the final pile embedment, geotechnical
investigation, analysis, reports, testing, borings, and any additional activity required to obtain
soil conditions for the purpose of designing the timber boardwalk or timber piles, furnishing,
labor, installation, tools, equipment, storage, and other necessary items required for the
construction of the complete timber boardwalk will not be paid for under the Treated Piles for
Timber Boardwalk but shall be paid for at the lump sum bid price of the project.
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Subject: Geotechnical Data Report, 8t. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway, St. Mary’s
College of Maryland, St. Mary’s County, Maryland {Schnabel Reference
11614055.01)

Dear Mr. Marchetti:

SCHNABEL ENGINEERING, LLC (Schnabel) is pleased to submit our geotechnical data report for this
project. This study was performed in accordance with our proposal dated March 16, 2012,

1.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES

Our proposal dated March 16, 2012 defines the scope of services for this project. The scope of services
includes the following:

» Subsurface exploration
+ Field engineering
¢ Soil laboratory testing

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

21 Site Description

The site is located in St. Mary’s County Maryland, adjacent to MD Route 5 (Point Lookout Road). The
site grades vary from about EL 30 near the north end of the site down to about EL 0 at the center of the
stream below the existing MD-5 bridge and gently rise to about EL 20 at the south end of the site. The
MD-5 roadway elevation is generally at about EL 5. Wherritts Pond is located on the east side of MD-5
and drains into the St Mary's River, which is located on the west side of MD-5. The pond elevation was
estimated to be at about EL 0 at the time of our site visit.

Schnabel obtained the site information from the roadway plan dated February 13, 2013, prepared by
McCormick Taylor, and through our site visits. A Site Vicinity Map is included as Figure 1.



McCormick Taylor, Inc.
St. Mary’s College Pedestrian Walkway

2.2 Proposed Construction

A new pedestrian bridge is planned over the inlet to Wherritts Pond and the surrounding marshland on
the campus of St. Mary's College in St. Mary's County, Maryland. The new bridge will be a timber
bridge/boardwalk and the access will be a brick trail. The boardwalk will be constructed almost parallel to
and about 25 ft east of MD Route 5 and is planned between Stations 202+42.14 and 210+40. We expect
the boardwalk will be supported on piles. The boardwalk will be designed to support pedestrian and
bicycle traffic and the occasional maintenance pickup truck. The planned timber bridge deck elevation
varies from about EL 17.2 at the north end down to about EL 5.6 at the south end. The deck will
generally be about 10 ft above the existing grades and up to about 13 ft above the existing grades where
the pond is the deepest. About 1 to 2 ft of new fills is expected for construction of the brick trail
subgrades. New stormwater management (SWM) facilities are planned. The SWM facilities will consist
of bioretention facilities and/or wet swales or shallow marshes. We obtained the project information from
our communication with McCormick Taylor, Inc.

23 Regional Geology

The site is located in the Atlantic Coastal Plain Physiographic province. We reviewed existing geologic
data and information in our files. Based on this review, we believe that the geologic stratigraphy of the

Egcember 3, 2021 Page 2 T ' Schnabel Engineering, LLC
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site consists of Upper Pleistocene Age Maryland Point Formation deposits overlying the older Miocene
Age St. Mary's Formation deposits. Recent Alluvial Deposits from Wherritts Pond or St Mary's River is
also expected fo be present.

The Maryland Point Formation deposits typically consist of tan sand and dark gray-green clay. The
Miocene Age St. Mary's Formation deposits below the Maryland Point Formation generally consists of
dark greenish gray muddy fine-grained Sand, Sandy Silt, Silt, or Clay. At this site, the Maryland Point
Formation generally consists of Silty Sands, Sandy Silts, and Sandy Lean Clays; and the St. Mary's
Formation generally consists of dark green and gray Clays, Sandy Silt, and Silty Sand. Recent Alluvial
deposits were not encountered in the test borings but is expected within the pond.

In the immediate vicinity of the site, some of the above stratum have been eroded or excavated during
site development and replaced with fill. The geologic information was obtained from the “Geologic Map of
St. Mary's County, Lucy McCartan, 1989."

3.0 SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION AND LABORATORY TESTING PROGRAM

We conducted a subsurface exploration and field testing program to identify the subsurface stratigraphy
underlying the site and to evaluate the geotechnical properties of the materials encountered. This
program included six soil test borings. Exploration methods used are discussed below. The appendices
contain the results of our exploration.

341 Subsurface Exploration Methods

3.1.1 Test Borings

Schnabel's subcontractor, Connelly & Associates, Inc., drilled six test borings (SB-2 to SB-4, and SW-300
to SW-302) under our observation between December 18 and 21, 2012. The Standard Penetration Test
(SPT) was conducted at selected depths in the borings. Appendix A includes specific observations,
remarks, and logs for the borings; classification criteria; drilling methods; and sampling protocols. Figure
2 included at the end of this report indicates the approximate test boring locations.

3.2 Soil Laboratory Testing

Our laboratory performed tests on selected samples collected during the subsurface exploration. The
results of the laboratory tests are included in Appendix B and are summarized for each stratum in the Site
Geology and Subsurface Condition section of this report. Selected test results are also shown on the
boring logs in Appendix A.

3.21 Index Testing

We performed index testing on samples collected as part of the exploration. Index testing included
performing natural moisture content, Atterberg Limit, and gradation tests on jar samples of soil
representing Stratum Strata A, B, and C.

December 3, 2021 g Page 3 Schnabel Engineering, LLC
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4.0 SITE GEOLOGY AND SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

4.1 Generalized Subsurface Stratigraphy

We characterized the following generalized subsurface stratigraphy based on the exploration and
laboratory test data included in the appendices.

4.1.1 Ground Cover

The pedestrian bridge borings were drilled in the shoulder of the existing roadway and encountered 6 to 7
inches of asphalt, Borings $B-3 and SB-4 encountered crushed stone aggregate below the asphalt with
thicknesses of 11 and 36 inches, respectively. The stormwater management borings were drilled off the
road and encountered 2 to 3 inches of rootmat beneath the ground surface. The asphalt crushed stone
aggregate and rootmat depths were estimated based on visual identification procedures.

4.1.2 Stratum A: Existing Fill

Existing fill soils were encountered below the asphalt, crushed stone aggregate or rootmat in all the
borings except SW-300 and SW-301 to a depth of 3 to 5 ft. The fill soils generally consisted of orangish
brown, Clayey Sand with Gravel, with varying amounts of roots and organics; yellowish red and brown,
Well Graded Gravel with Silt and Sand; yellowish red, Clayey Gravel with Sand and yellowish red, Silty
Gravel. SPT N values varied from 7 to 27 blows per foot (BPF). One moisture content test from a sample
of this stratum resulted in a value of 4.4 percent.

4.1.3 Stratum B: Maryland Point Formation

The Maryland Point Formation was encountered in all the borings below the ground cover or Stratum A
existing fill. Borings SW-300, SW-301, and SW-302 were terminated within Stratum B at a depth of 10 ft
below the ground surface. The remaining borings encountered the Maryland Point Formation to a depth
ranging between 23.5 and 33.5 ft below the ground surface. The soils generally consisted of yellowish
red, yellowish brown, orangish brown, grayish brown, and dark gray to black, SAND (SP, SP-SM, SM,
SC), with varying amounts of gravel; brown, SANDY SILT (ML) and Elastic SILT (MH) with decomposed
plant matter, and brown and bluish gray, LEAN CLAY (CL). SPT N values generally varied from WOH to
8 BPF in coarse grained soils and varied from WOH to 4 BPF in fine grained soils. WOH/18" indicates
that the static “Weight of Hammer” on the rods (140 pounds) was enough to drive the rods 18 inches.
Moisture contents for this stratum ranged from 7.2 to 19.9 percent.

4.1.4 Stratum C: St. Mary's Formation

The St. Mary's Formation deposits were encountered in borings SB-2, SB-3, and SB-4, below Stratum B
to the boring termination depths of 70 to 90 ft. The Stratum C soils generally consisted of dark gray and
orangish brown, SANDY LEAN CLAY (CL}) and FAT CLAY (CH); dark gray to black SILT (ML); and
brown, gray, dark gray and black, SAND (SC, SM). The soils have varying amounts of shell fragments.
SPT N values varied from 6 to 17 BPF in course grained soils, and from 5 to 28 BPF in fine grained soils.

4.2 Groundwater

We observed groundwater in four borings at depths of 2 to 8.5 ft, about EL 3 to EL -3.5. The remaining
two borings caved dry at a depth of 5.5 ft at elevations EL 22.5 and EL 19.5. The test boring logs in
Appendix A include groundwater observations obtained during our subsurface exploration. These data
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include depths to groundwater encountered during drilling, upen drilling completion, and following
completion of the boring.

We did not obtain long-term water level readings since the test borings were backfilled upon completion
for safety. The groundwater levels on the logs indicate our estimate of the hydrostatic water table at the
time of our subsurface exploration.

Soundings along the alignment of the pedestrian bridge in the pond were performed on December 18,
2012 at around noon. The soundings depths and elevations were referenced from the pond surface,
which was estimated to be at elevation EL 0. This estimate was made from the Maryland Department of
Natural Resources tidal data website. The approximate location of the soundings, the sounding depths
and an estimate of the depth of the soft alluvial within the pond are contained in Figure 2.

4.3 In-Situ Infiltration Tests

Infiltration tests were performed adjacent to each SWM test boring. The tests were performed at the
bottom of the proposed SWM facility. Infiltration tests were performed in general accordance with
Appendix D.1 of the 2000 MDE Stormwater Design Manual guidelines. The test procedure is described
in Appendix C.

The results of the infiltration tests are summarized in the table below. The results of the tests are also
included in Appendix C.

Table 1: Field Infiltration Rates

Test Depth / Average In-Situ
Boring Elevation USDA Textural Infiltration Rate
ID (ft) Classification (infhr)
SW-300 | 4.0/EL. 240 SAND 0.2
SW-301 | 4.0/EL. 21.0 LOAMY SAND 0.2
SW-302 | 4.0/EL.1.0 LOAMY SAND 0.1

5.0 LIMITATIONS

This report has been prepared to aid in the evaluation of this site and to assist in the design of the project.
It is intended for use concerning this specific project. We performed a subsurface investigation consisting
of soil borings at discrete locations and potentially significant variations in subsurface features may not be
observed in the data. Hence the subsurface data observed and recorded at the test boring locations may
vary depending on actual site conditions.

We have endeavored to complete the services identified herein in a manner consistent with that level of
care and skill ordinarily exercised by members of the profession currently practicing in the same locality
and under similar conditions as this project. No other representation, express or implied, is included or
intended, and no warranty or guarantee is included or intended in this report, or other instrument of
service.
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We appreciate the opportunity to be of service for this project. Please call us if you have any questions
regarding this report.

Sincerely,
SCHNABEL ENGINEERING, LLC
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Appendix A:  Subsurface Exploration Data
Appendix B: Seil Laboratory Test Data
Appendix C:  Infiltration Test Data
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FIGURES

Figure 1: Site Vicinity Map
Figure 2: Test Boring Location Plan
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APPENDIX A

SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION DATA

Subsurface Exploration Procedures
General Notes for Subsurface Exploration Logs
Identification of Soil

Test Boring Logs, SB-2 through SB-4 & SW-300 through SW-302
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SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION PROCEDURES

Test Borings ~ Hollow Stem Augers

The borings are advanced by turning a continuous flight auger with a center opening of 2% or 3% inches.
A plug device blocks off the center opening while augers are advanced. Cuttings are brought to the
surface by the auger flights. Sampling is performed through the center opening in the hollow stem auger,
by standard methods, after removal of the plug. Usually, no water is introduced into the boring using this
procedure.

Test Borings — Mud Rotary

Drillers advanced the borings using mud rotary drilling techniques. The boring is advanced with a drill
string consisting of a 3%-inch diameter tri-cone roller bit attached to A-sized drilled rods. Bentonite
drilling fluid is pumped through the drill rods to flush cuttings to the surface. The borehole remains full of
drilling fluid to maintain the sides of the borehole. At the designated depth, the drillers removed the drill
string and conducted the Standard Penetration Test (SPT). Water level data is indicated on the logs.

Standard Penetration Test Results

The numbers in the Sampling Data column of the boring logs represent Standard Penetration Test (SPT)
results. Each number represents the blows needed to drive a 2-inch 0.D., 13%-inch I.D. split-spoon
sampler 6 inches, using a 140-pound hammer falling 30 inches. The sampler is typically driven a total of
18 or 24 inches. The first 6 inches are considered a seating interval. The total of the number of blows for
the second and third 6-inch intervals is the SPT “N value.” The SPT is conducted according to ASTM
D1586.

Soil Classification Criteria

The group symbols on the logs represent the Unified Soil Classification System Group Symbols (ASTM
D2487) based on visual observation and limited laboratory testing of the samples. Criteria for visual
identification of soil samples are included in this appendix. Some variation can be expected between
samples visually classified and samples classified in the laboratory.

Pocket Penetrometer Results

The values following “PP=" in the sampling data column of the logs represent pocket penetrometer
readings. Pocket penetrometer readings provide an estimate of the unconfined compressive strength of
fine-grained soils.

Boring Locations and Elevations

Borings locations were staked by WBCM. Approximate boring locations are shown on Figure 2. Ground
surface elevations at the baring locations were obtained from the site topographic plan and are indicated
on the logs. Locations and elevations should be considered no more accurate than the methods used to
determine them.

December 3, 2021 Schnabel Engineering, LLC
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GENERAL NOTES FOR
SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION LOGS

1. Numbers in sampling data column next to Standard Penetration Test (SPT) symbols indicate
blows required to drive a 2-inch O.D., 1%-inch |.D. sampling spoon 6 inches using a 140 pound
hammer falling 30 inches. The Standard Penetration Test (SPT) N value is the number of blows
required to drive the sampler 12 inches, after a 6 inch seating interval. The Standard Penetration
Test is performed in general accordance with ASTM D1586.

2. Visual classification of soil is in accordance with terminology set forth in “Identification of Soil.”
The ASTM D2487 group symbols (e.g., CL) shown in the classification column are based on
visual observations.

3. Estimated water levels indicated on the logs are only estimates from available data and may vary
with precipitation, porosity of the soil, site topography, and other factors.

4. Refusal at the surface of rock, boulder, or other obstruction is defined as an SPT resistance of
100 blows for 2 inches or less of penetration.

5. The logs and related information depict subsurface conditions only at the specific locations and at
the particular time when drilled or excavated. Soil conditions at other locations may differ from
conditions occurring at these locations. Also, the passage of time may result in a change in the
subsurface soil and water level conditions at the subsurface exploration location.

6. The stratification lines represent the approximate boundary between soil and rock types as
obtained from the subsurface exploration. Some variation may also be expected vertically
between samples taken. The soil profile, water level observations and penetration resistances
presented on these logs have been made with reasonable care and accuracy and must be
considered only an approximate representation of subsurface conditions to be encountered at the
particular location.

7. Key {o symbols and abbreviations:

S-1, SPT Sample No., Standard Penetration Test
5+10+1 Number of blows in each 6-inch increment
UD-1, UNDIST Sample No., 2" or 3" Undisturbed Tube Sample
Rec=24", 100% Recovery in inches, Percent Recovery
S-1, SAMPLE Sample No., Hand Auger or Test Pit sample

DCP Dynamic Cone Penetrometer

FID Flame lonization Detector Reading (ppm)

GP Geostick Penetration Reading (inches)

LL Liquid Limit

MC Moisture Content (percent)

PID Photoionization Detector Reading (ppm)

PL Plastic Limit

PP Pocket Penetrometer Reading (tsf)

TPH Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons

%Passing#200 Percent by weight passing a No. 200 Sieve
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IDENTIFICATION OF SOIL

. DEFINITION OF SOIL GROUP NAMES (ASTM D2487) SYMBOL GROUP NAME
Coarse-Grained Soils Gravels — Clean Gravels GwW WELL GRADED
More than 50% retained | More than 50% of coarse Less than 5% fines GRAVEL
on No. 200 sieve fraction GP POORLY GRADED

retained on No. 4 sieve GRAVEL
Coarse, %" to 3" Gravels with fines GM SILTY GRAVEL
Fine, No. 4 to %" More than 12% fines [ GG CLAYEY GRAVEL
Sands — 50% or more of coarse | Clean Sands SwW WELL GRADED
Fraction passes No. 4 sieve Less than 5% fines SAND
Coarse, No. 10 to No. 4 sSP POORLY GRADED
Medium, No. 40 to No. 10 SAND
Fine, No. 200 to No. 40 Sands with fines SM SILTY SAND
More than 12% fines [ 8¢ CLAYEY SAND
Fine-Grained Soils Silts and Clays — Inorganic CL LEAN CLAY
50% or more passes Liquid Limit less than 50 ML SILT
the No. 200 sieve Low to medium plasticity Organic oL ORGANIC CLAY
ORGANIC SILT
Silts and Clays — Inorganic CH “FAT CLAY
Liguid Limit 50 or more MH ELASTIC SILT
Medium to high plasticity Organic OH ORGANIC CLAY
ORGANIC SILT
Highly Organic Soils Primarily organic matter, dark in color and organic odor PT PEAT
Il. DEFINITION OF SOIL COMPONENT PROPORTIONS (ASTM D2487)
Examples
Adjective GRAVELLY >30% to <50% coarse grained GRAVELLY LEAN CLAY
Form SANDY component in a fine-grained soil
CLAYEY >12% to <50% fine grained SILTY SAND
SILTY component in a coarse-grained soil
“With" WITH GRAVEL >15% to <30% coarse grained FAT CLAY WITH GRAVEL
WITH SAND component in a fine-grained soil
WITH GRAVEL >15% to <50% coarse grained POORLY GRADED GRAVEL WITH SAND
WITH SAND component in a coarse-grained soil
WITH SILT >5% to <12% fine grained POORLY GRADED SAND WITH SILT
WITH CLAY component in a coarse-grained soil
lll. GLOSSARY OF MISCELLANEQUS TERMS
SYMBOLS ...........oceecvveeen, Unified Soil Classification Symbols are shown above as group symbols. A dual symbol “-

indicates the soil belongs to two groups. A borderline symbol */” indicates the soil belongs
to two possible groups.

FILL :iinriivnessisioenesmtonsaemsimmennnns Man-made deposit containing soil, rock and often foreign matter.

PROBABLEFILL .................. Soils that contain no visually detected foreign matter but which are suspect with regard to
origin,

DISINTEGRATED ROCK Residual materials with a standard penetration resistance (SPT) between 60 blows per

(DR} ...ooormireerrere e veencnes foot and refusal. Refusal is defined as an SPT of 100 blows for 2" or less penetration.

PARTIALLY WEATHERED  Residual materials with a standard penetration resistance (SPT) between 100 blows per

ROCK (PWR}..........cccveevvnnne foot and refusal. Refusal is defined as an SPT of 100 blows for 2" or less penefration.

BOULDERS & COBBLES..... Boulders are considered rounded pieces of rock larger than 12 inches, while cobbles
range from 3 to 12-inch size.

LENSES...........ccoiir e 0 to Ya-inch seam within a material in a test pit.

LAYERS .........coccevvimmieienieenns ¥2 to 12-inch seam within a material in a test pit.

POCKET ..........cco i, Discontinuous body within a material in a test pit.

MOISTURE CONDITIONS...... Wet, moist or dry to indicate visual appearance of specimen,

COLOR ..., Overall color, with modifiers such as light to dark or variation in coloration,

December 3, 2021 Schnabel Engineering, LLC

Project 11614055.01 ©2021 All Rights Reserved



TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GP| BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_06.GDT 4/16/13

BORING | Contract Number: 11614055.01
} LOG ) Frederick, Maryland ) | Sheet: 1 of 3
Contractor: Connelly and Associates, Inc. { Groundwater Observations

Frederick, Maryland | Date | Time | Depth | Casing Caved
Contractor Foreman: J. Leatherman . | | = I
Encountered . | 12119 | 2:32 PM 8.5 8.5' -

.
Schnabel TEST |Project: St Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway | Boring Number: SB-2

Schnabel Representative: D. Cepull

! —

Equipment: CME -75 Truck | Completion | 1219 | — - s -
= ] L = S— - .
Method: 3-1/4" 1.D. Hollow Stem Auger | Casing Pulled 12120 | 2:05PM Ory _ 15
| | ! B | 4 S—
| | | |
Hammer Type: Auto Hammer {140 Ib} { 1 I O | ! ==
| [ | |
Dates Started: 12/19/12 Finished: 12/19/12 ‘ ! ' |
Location: See Location Plan | S— — —a | —
i = ks H
Ground Surface Elevation: 5i(ft)  Total Depth: 90.0ft | |
| Ll N | e R ; |
o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION sympoL | ELEV |STRA ~  SAMPLING TESTS REMARKS
() DEPTH | DATA
- UM = L AR 4— o — = — — — -t e
05 | Asphalt=é-inches T T 1 as || - Fil
| PROBABLE FILL, sampled as clayey | 3its
l gravel with sand, fine to coarse grained ,’X, REC=6", 33%
4 sand, moist, yellowish red 4 L ‘_i
| FILL I | k /|52, sPT
' - [ Y |3+3+4
] /\|REC=4",22% .
:| = £ 2
07T SILTY SAND WITH GRAVEL, fineto | GO 8 W flsaser LL = NP Maryland Point
| coarse grained sand; moist, yellowish | | | ;Eg?;j*é% |MC =7.2% Formation
| red \ S | % Passing
L |
| SM | L I #200 =211
| o |
90 +— Bl L F /|5, sPT
: SILTY SAND, fine 1o medium grained : | X %‘EE‘_" 15" 83%
| sand; wet, dark gray to black, | L 10 VN B
estimated 30 - 45% decayed wood, f
roots
o 1 + <
{ | ; 1
4 4 + l
| Change: estimated 5 - 10% decayed | | f /|55, sPT i
wood, roots X ‘SSCH_’;_?';W
= ~ B 15+ '
-; | 4 +
| SM
| |
{ i I I { } -1 |
{ | B = f [ i |
|
| (1 | L 4h‘,s—a, SPT ,
[ | | y\iwoma' [
[ N|REC=0".0% |
* _ 1 SRR S SIS A :
| |5 i |
| | | | | I !. |
1H
| |
| | J L
235 | SANDY SILT; wet, dark gray to black, 'I,[ RS L _W,!s-n SPT PP =0.00 tsf
estimated 5 - 10% decayed wood, ML | | [ |WoH/12+1 .
roots | i | ~|‘|REC-18.100% |

{continued)




1

/ Schnabel TEST |Project: St Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SB-2
wenern . BORING Contract Number: 11614055.01

TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GP| BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008 07 06.GDT 4/16/13

LOG Frederick, Maryland | Shest: 2 of 3
: .
s 2l MATERIAL DESCRIPTION SYMBOL ‘ ALY Sl TESTS REMARKS
() ) | TUM pept | DATA
| | | |
SANDY SILT; wet, dark gray to black, MM | ' ' ' -
| estimated 5 - 10% decayed wood, Ik 4 L 4
roots (continued) |
i ML 4 L
|
285 — v -23.5 ‘1 I | —
| SANDY LEAN CLAY; wet, brownish | L ] vsggﬁﬁg:_ LL=23
oray | B REC=18", 100% 5'6;1119_4%
N 30 -f % Passing |
#200=525 |
| |
4 1 H - .
) | A
335 | : 285 ——f =
| SANDY FAT CLAY; wet, gray with ) L I\ /1S9.8PT PP =1.50tsf |St Mary's
orangish brown, estimated <5% (24343 Formation
_| pebbles B a5 |REC=18", 100%
4 1 B
1 1 A
4 i I
Change: greenish gray, no pebbles A L Jr $-10.PT PP = 3.80 tsf
+10+
| /% | REC=18", 100% |
40 —+—
| 4 1
| - { _
|
| Change: contains shell fragments i L |\ /|8-11,SPT Switch to mud
gggi e rotary drilling
| — 45—
.l 1T ¢ r ]
al - b -
q | r
485 - . g
S _ SANDY SILT; wet, greenish gray, [ | ] 1L 435 4 B ﬂh $-12, SPT |
| estimated 5 - 10% shell fragments SRE%:?S, 100%
— | — — 50 '
1yl |
B ML | l— - -
B | = 4 o E |
[
—~ | + - -
§3.5 t ——— 4 .
5 | SILTY SAND, fine to medium grained i . J I_ ]‘T $-13, SPT
| sand; moist, greenish gray, estimated f gE%*f1 & 100%
0, = )
_ <5% shell fragments | i _ L 55— |
H | |
- SM l - -1 + .
¢
F
1 T 1 F
i
{ i - —1 t 8 l
585 | . o 535 | ; k=l |

{continued)




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GPI BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008 07 08.GDT 416/13

7 s c h na b e , TEST | Project: St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SB-2
7 P EERIN BORING Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 3 of 3
D'i:;"" MATERIAL DESCRIPYTION SYMBOL E(Lfﬁ" o] IR TESTS REMARKS
DEPTH DATA
- SANDY SILT; moist, greenish gray, ML I\ /ls-14, s8PT
estimated <5% shell fragments [A|44646
_ (continued) L — — 80 REC=18", 100%
|
| |
| w1 T
_| [ I _I i $-15, SPT
i 44547
I | REC=18", 100%
| — — | - B5
685 H—— ] ;
SILTY SAND, fine to medium grained 5 B | 8-16, SPT (PP =3.00tsf
sand; wet, greenish gray, estimated 647410
<5% shell fragments 25 REC=18", 100%
SM L | L
735 1 SANDY SILT: moist, greenish gray, | eee $17,8PT
estimated <5% shell fragments i c 447+10 I
REC=18", 100%
- 1 r 75
| [
4 |k i L
J ] | S-18, SPT |
I 44648
[ [ | REC=18", 100%
= { - 80
‘ [ |
1 -
[ |
ML i Ul g ,
| - |
1 | il ko
{ , - - | |
4 | -85 |
| L |
| |
1 H - —‘ I
' (L |\ /|s-19,sPT
| JJ Y |5+B+10
/% |REC=18", 100%
90.0 AL 850 90 —

Bottom of Boring at 90.0 ft.
Offset 59 feet south of marked locaiton




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GP) BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_D6.GDT 4/16/13

/ Sc h na b e , TEST | Preject: St Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SB-3
veineer v BORING , Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 1 of 3
Contractor: Conne!ly and Associates, Inc. Groundwater Observations
Frederick, Maryland | Date | Time | Depth | Casing | Caved
Contractor Foreman: J. Leatherman iZi
E tered 1219 | 9:38 AM 45 - -
Schnabel Representative: D. Cepull 3 neouniere il °
Equipment: CME -75 Truck l Casing Pulled Y| 12119 | 1:06 PM 5.0 — 255
Method: 3-1/4 |.D. Hollow Stem Auger ' l
Hammer Type: Auto Hammer (140 Ib) - 4
Dates Started: 12/19112 Finished: 12/19/12 L
_ i |
Location: See Location Plan [ i
F 1 f
Ground Surface Elevation: 61 (ft) Total Depth: 70.0 ft |
D%’;)T” MATERIAL DESCRIPTION SYMBOL E(Lfs" v Sl TESTS REMARKS
| DEPTH | DATA
Asphalt=7-inch } ] R
06 spha inches 5.4 I 1 spT Fill
1 FILL, sampled as; Crushed FILL { | 1841548
1.5 Stone=11-inches /7 45 | | REC=18", 100% |
FILL, sampled as well graded gravel K 1 I T '
with silt and sand; moist, yellowish red A £ S2 SPT LL = NP
and brown - 1 - 1 f .
FILL 6+1148 MC = 4.4%
[/\|REC=1Z".67% o Passing
i \vi #200= 6.9
0 |
50—+—— S P = SPY
LEAN CLAY; moist, brown and bluish / i | 5 r 3;32-5‘;"7 Maryland Foint
I gray % A i_ |/ REC-15", 83% Formation
) CcL % |
85 CLAYEY SAND, fine to medium | é — ] |_ _f_ g-:lt, SPT |
grained sand; wet, yellowish brown | | A [3xara | |
| Change: dark gray to black, contains / | el hiSssatar
decayed wood / | |
| Change: grayish brown % |
| |
| é 1 F 1 |
| % 1 b A |
/ 55, sPT i
1 / 1Y |24242
; REC=2", 11%
-. e s
1 L d = -
| - Z ]
| 7, | i |
| / i i I 1 /56, 5PT
| 7 1| A%‘E‘e‘ g
| | =0", 0%
, . ]
- oo — b i
: é | 0
} Z_ dl _ _
] / $7,$PT
44241
Y /\|REC=0", 0%

{continued)




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.1.GP1 BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008 07 06.GDT 4/16/13

/ s c h na b e , BB%?IIG Project:  St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SB-3
. Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 2 of 3
AL MATERIAL DESCRIPTION symsoL | FLEV |STRA Sl TESTS REMARKS
(") () | TUM |pepry
CLAYEY SAND, fine to medium 7
| grained sand; wet, yellowish brown / . | | |
{continusd) %
; 1] e
[+ 3+
o % o 5 REC=0", 0%
28 _|  SANDY LEAN CLAY, fine grained B 2 4 i B |\ /|89.sPT St. Many's
sand; wet, dark gray % ﬁ'g"éfﬁﬁ 83% Formation
— /— — — 35
) - % I
= | SILTY SAND, fine grained sand; wet, B g i | |\ /|s-10, sPT
dark gray 4RE:,(;§10' 56%
—| Change: coarse grained sand; contains — i — 40
pebbles
- S” - - - -
433 | \WELL GRADED SAND: wet, dark gray el 375 | |\ /|s11,8PT
and white, estimated <5% silt SW 54947
448 | 1 ags REC=15", 83%
SANDY FAT CLAY; wet, dark gray, / - — 45
estimated 5 - 10% gravel /
— /- - C - -
i %_ i i I\ /|s-12,8PT
CH / 5+6+8
/ REC=18", 100%
Change: no gravel, contains shell / B | 90
|| fragments %_ i i i
53.5 | SILTY SAND, fine grained sand; wet, L alid i L N\ /813, 5PT
dark gray, estimated 5 - 10% shell 4+640
| fragments N | o REC=18", 100%
- SM — - - -
58.5 1 -52.5 =

(continued)




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GPI BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_06.GDT 4/16/13

¥4 Schnabel TEST | Project: St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SB-3
P BORING . Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 3 of 3
DE“;’J H MATERIAL DESCRIPTION SYMBOL E:;ﬁ" ST LY TESTS REMARKS
DEPTH | DATA
- SANDY SILT; moist, greenish gray, ML - ) = /514, 8PT PP = 2.50 tsf
estimated <5% shell fragments AT o
1 (conlinued) | ] | 60 VN REC=18 - 1{"}%
| i i L /[sasser PP = 2.75 tsf
+7+
ML c REC=18", 100%
—] — — — 65 _—
i i _ L AN/ S-18, SPT PP =150 tsf
REC=18", 100%
70.0 64.0 70

Bottom of Boring at 70.0 ft.

Boring offset 13 feet into roadway from beyond shoulder and guardrail at same approximate elevation




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GP1 BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_06.GDT 4/16/13

TEST | Project:
Schnabel ;e
LOG

St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway

Frederick, Maryland

13 Boring Number: SB-4

| Contract Number: 1161405501
 Sheet: 1 of 3

Contractor: Conne!ly and Associates, Inc. Groundwater Observations
Frederick, Maryland Date Time Depth | Casing | Caved
Contractor Foreman: J. Leatherman [
. Encountered /| 12/18 | 11:15AM | 2.5 - —
Schnabel Representative: D. Cepull [ |
Equipment: CME -75 Truck | CasingPulled V| 12/18 | 3:00PM 2.0 —_ 7.0
Method: 3-1/4" .D. Holtow Stem Auger | i
|
r 0 : I 1
| : ; .
Hammer Type: Auto Hammer {140 Ib) f | | |
Dates Started: 12/18/12 Finished: 12/18/12 , | :
Location: See Location Plan l | [ | =
‘ —1 } 4 —
Ground Surface Elevation: 5t (f) Total Depth: 700ft | | |
| : s LR - | r =]
[ | |
o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION sympoL | ELEV |STRA|  SAMPLING | TESTS | REMARKS
() - [TUM pepri | paTA
05 | Asphalt=6-inches e 45 | . ' Fill |
4 FILL, sampled as; Crushed :o::: { ?211?:{2 [
Stone=3-feet v 0% /\|REC=12" 67% | '
- ) 5.0, o - i -
S_Z FILL ::::: A H
: S )/ S
-,
. _ ey 1 . ="

35 FIII_IL, gaerlgd as silty gravel: moist, FLL E:E:; 5 |- J\REC=3..17% |l |

yellowish re K&SS
KX {

50 oo B 00 +—+ 5 - | 2
CLAYEY SAND WITH GRAVEL; 77 \ /s, spT =239 | Marytand Point
moist, yellowish red ! | X324 |PL=15 Formation

i/ '1"- |REC=14",78% | MC = 17.3%
I | o -
| | % Passing
T %' 7 | | #200 = 43.2
4 7 |
// I\ /|54, sPT
] E 1 I |WoH/ 121"
8K / | P\‘ REC=0", 0%
— ! 10
| 7 |
4 - 4
T |
/ | ‘
= / H 1
] / _! L N
- ] i’ '
135 |7 SANDY LEAN CLAY: wet, dark gray, | i ; E‘?\% ser |
: o i |
estimated <5% roots B | A\ Rec=18", 100%
. i —15 44
7 | CL 3 o r |
. ; ' 4
| |
|
y / S g =
5 -13.5 !
185 _| SILTY SAND, fine o medium grained FE | L 4W?3+§FT
. 7 | | Y
sand; wet, gray and grayish brown i | ; | \[REC=12", 67%
—4 e 20
I SM il F -
1 |
1 +
1 il il
Ll
4 ERE 4 |
! 185 —
235 | SANDY SILT; wet, dark gray | = ; fi ' g;'g-gF'T PP =2301sf | St Mary's
ML | c REG=18", 100% Formation

(continued)



TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GPI BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008 _07 06.GOT 4/16/13

/ Schnabel BB%?JG Project:  St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SB-4
Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 2 of 3
DEE)T"' MATERIAL DESCRIPTION SYMBOL Ez;g" STRA SAMPLING TESTS REMARKS
DEPTH DATA
SANDY SILT; wet, dark gray
| (continued) B | | i
i ML L i I
285 - -23.5 .
| SANDY FAT CLAY; moist, dark gray, /L B L _\ /15-8,SPT PP =230tsf | Switch to mud
contains shell fragments / B+5+5 rotary at 28.5
/ REC=18", 100% fost
i % i L 7\/sesPT
/ 3 44444
/ REC=18", 100%
— %v— — — 35 —
i %L i R 3;—150.6 SPT
+5+
en / REC=0", 0%
- é_ le | |
Change: no shell fragments %_ i L _\ /1811, 8PT PP =3.50 tsf
/ G+9+9
/ REC=18", 100%
_ /_ 4 Las-
4 /L | N _X $12, SPT
/ 54646
/ REC=18", 100%
3001 S ANDY SILT moist, dark gray, el %07
| contains shell fragments B i L i
| Change: light gray and tan, estimated L | " | ;-3513;.7 Sl::‘ PP =4.50tsf
- 459 17
30 - 45% shell fragments ML REC-8", 44%
— — p— — 55 —
58.5 T3 '53.5 [

{continued)




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GPI BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_06.GDT 4/16/13

/ Sec h na b e ’ BBE?JG | Project:  St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SB-4
| Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG | Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 3 of 3
D'i:)m MATERIAL DESCRIPTION SYMBOL E(‘;SV STRA SAMPLING TESTS REMARKS
DEPTH | DATA
SILTY SAND, fine to medium grained 5™ || | - - I I\ ls1a.sPT
sand; wet, dark gray, estimated 5 - ] M [3re6
—  10% shell fragments {continued) ! L go o REC=18,100%
| }
! | K|
- |l N
{ []ik 4 - 4
4 | |
| SM | g |
| | = ] L g5 —
|
4
!
1 I
| |
. | | | {
I | it 4 | /|s-15. sPT PP =2.50 tsf
| ] | 1 | |5¢7+9
- i 1 | | [\ |[REC=18", 100%
700~ — L.§5.0 Lo 4 :

Bottom of Boring at 70.0 ft.
Moved 5 feet perpendicular into roadway shoulder at approx same elevation




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GPI BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_06.GDT 4/16/13

Schnabel TEST | Project: St Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SW.SOO_ il

BORING | | Contract Number: 11614055.01
g LOG Frederick, Maryland = | Sheet: 1 of 1
Contractor: Connelly and Associates, Inc. Groundwater Observations
Frederick, Maryland [ | Date | Time | Depth Casing Caved
Contractor Foreman: J. Leatherman ' | ' =il I |
i | Encountered 12121 | — | Dry - -
Schnabel Representative: D. Cepull L ) I R _
Equipment: CME -75 Truck I Completion | 1221 | - Dy | - -
i  — :
Method: 3-1/4" |.D. Hollow Stem Auger Casing Pulled | 12121 | 9:00 AM Dy | — 55
L T i R | | E—
Hammer Type: Auto Hammer (140 Ib) k 1 | | I e —
Dates Started: 12/21/12  Finished: 12/21/12 | | | [ |
pei—_ —— E—— N . e E—

Location: See Lacation Plan ' | 5 [ |

i
|
i
|

Ground Surface Elevation: 28z {ft) Total Depth: 1001t o B . . e |
b MATERIAL DESCRIPTION SYMBOL E:#;V v I TESTS REMARKS
| 'DEPTH | DATA
0.2 |"‘ _‘.Rootmat=2__inches_ i ¢ —'I—— —_i- 27.3 ! ==l _?- %2;13.+S;PT ] : Maryland P_Oin_‘
| SANDY SILT, fine to medium grained i N A E%Tfj'f; 1
sand; moist, brown, estimated <5% 1] | = - 0
~  roots, decomposed leaves [ wm HF 4 }
L ||H] DCP=8+20+23
| | | [ T ' DCP=8+12+12
4.0 L 235 4 -

POORLY GRADED SAND, fine to
| coarse grained sand; moist, orangish
| brown, estimated 5 - 10% gravel

MC=7.7% DCP=6+10+13
USDA: SAND
DCP=12+10+3

| EP

_____.,_
|

= f 2

W

- T

(441

L

10.0 —=

Bottom of Boring at 10.0 ft.

Bulk sample obtained from 5 to 10 feet

Hole offset 10 feet south of painted location to avoid tree branch

Hammer chain broke, Pushed spoon in ground to get sample from 4 to 5 feet. 12-inches recovery

17.5 — e ) L—— S 1 — ]




TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GPI BORINGS,GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_06.GDT 4/16/13

/ Schnabel BLERSHIG Project:  St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Boring Number: SW-301
. Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 1 of 1
Contractor: l:mne!ly and Associates, Inc. Groundwater Observations
Frederick, Maryland Date Time Depth | Casing | Caved
Contractor Foreman: J. Leatherman
E tered 12121 -— e —
Schnabel Representative: D. Cepull neountere A Dry
Equipment: CME -75 Truck Completion 12121 == Dry i —
Mathod: £a-1415L0. FlollawStem Auger Casing Pulled 1221 | 1017AM | Dry - 5.5
Hammer Type: Auto Hammer (140 b}
Dates Started: 12/21/13 Finished: 12/21/13
Location: See Location Plan
Ground Surface Elevation: 25z (ft) Total Depth: 10.0 ft
DEPTH MATERIAL DESCRIPTION symsoL | ELEV |STRA|  SAMPLING TESTS REMARKS
{ft) M) | TUM pepry | DATA
0.2 |~ Rootmat=2-inches / 25.1 Maryland Point
41 POORLY GRADED SAND WITH SILT - - Formation
AND GRAVEL, fine to coarse grainad DCP=7+9+7
- sand; moist, ocrangish brown - L 4
DCP=4+6+5
i i ] DCP=5+8+5
i i C ] MC = 8.0% DCP=16+36+32
DA:
— SP-SM 1 B & gEND LOAMY
i | L DCP=37+45+50
0.0 15.3 10

Bottom of Boring at 10,0 ft.

Boring conducted at original painted location.
No SPTS due to hammer chain breakdown during drilling at SW-300

Buck sample obtained from 5 to 10 feet




Bottom of Boring at 10.0 ft.

/ Sc h nabe TEST | Project: St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway | Boring Number: SW-302
irincen . BORING Contract Number: 11614055.01
LOG Frederick, Maryland Sheet: 1 of 1
Contractor: Connelly and Associates, Inc. Groundwater Observations
Frederick, Maryland | Date Time | Depth | Casing | Caved
Contractor Foreman: J. Leatherman = g 7 [ o e [ 40 [
n t Y . .0 - —
Schnabel Representative: D. Cepull , e | |
Equipment: CME -75 Truck Completion 1220 | 3:36 PM Dry — —
|8 t
Method: 3-1/4" |.D. Hollow Stem Auger | Casing Pulled 12120 | 3:41PM Dry . 7.0
i
T
Hammer Type: Auto Hammer {140 Ib) !— E 8 |
Dates Started: 12/20/12 Finished: 12/20/12 I l [ |
L i i
Location: See Location Plan | [ [ |
} o f t ' -
Ground Surface Elevation: 5% {ft) Total Depth: 10.0ft | , i |
| [ [ I
DE;)T L MATERIAL DESCRIPTION SYMBOL E:;g" |STRA|  SAMPLING TESTS REMARKS
{ | !'DEPTH | DATA
._—-_)—.___e_ —_— —_— —— .'_ _— ' + —_—
0.3 | Rootmat=3-inches P 47 f N/ 1T Fill
< PROBABLE FILL, sampled as clayey N = . SRECHZ“. 67% _
sand with gravel, fine to medium FILL A DCP=7+17+23
grained sand; moist, orangish brown, - - + I
contains decayed plant matter and
3.0 rools 20 | _[’W'S-z, SPT
' = | |4x3e2 Maryland Point
J POORLY GRADED SAND WITH SILT, _ f |\ REC 8", 44% Marytan
fine to medium grained sand; orangish | - 4 L O
brown : | |
| | L | |
Change: grayish brown, estimated 5 - i B e g-g SéPT MC = 19.9% USDA: LOAMY
o | | | +2+
.| 10% gravel SP-SM! (- J L 2 liREc=15", o SAND
- { - f 3 |
+ : I+ 1 B
R T I —— -3,
85 4 SANDY ELASTIC SILT; moist, dark I L 35 4 L —12_‘; SZPT
gray to black, contains decayed plant MH [ A |G
|/\|REC=12", 67%
10.0- matter and roots r 50 10 L | |

Hole offset 4 feet east of painted locaiton to avoid possible sanitary sewer conflict

TEST BORING LOG 11614055.01.GP) BORINGS.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008_07_06.GDT 4/16/13




APPENDIX B

SOIL LABORATORY TEST DATA

Summary of Soil Laboratory Tests
Gradation Curves

December 3, 2021 Schnabel Engineering, LLC
Project 11614055.01 ©2021 Al Rights Reserved
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U8, SIEVE OPENING IN INCHES I U.S. SIEVE NUMBERS | HYDROMETER

6 43 245 lag W3 3 4 6 g10,4416 55 30 44 50 55 100,200
100 T T T IS T T T T T

95

I
. A
75 : '\

70

65 : '3
60

55 : : : \\
50 | »
B 5 :
; N

35

" i o

PERCENT FINER BY WEIGHT

20 E »

15
10
5
o 0
5 100 10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001
; GRAIN SIZE IN MILLIMETERS
O
o \Y SAND
by COBBLES Sl EL, : : SILT OR CLAY
2 coarse | fine coarse I medium | fine
2
E Specimen Sample Description LL PL Pi
3
oy SILTY SAND WITH GRAVEL (SM), yellowish red
il sB2 5.0 ft M. v NP | NP | NP
o,
'g'l Test Method D100 D60 D30 D10 %Gravel %Sand %Silt %Clay
§| ASTM D6913 25 2.679 0.218 35.3 436 211
3
2 Percent Finer
%]
% Sieve Size No. 200(No. 100/ No. 60 | No. 40 | No.20 | No.10 | No.4 | 3/81in. | 3/4in. | 1in.
E % Finer 211 259 315 395 50.5 57.6 64.7 75.9 89.8 | 100.0
3
&
2
g GRADATION CURVE
": Project: St Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway
=
; chnabel
) .
Q NGINEERING Frederick, MD
B Contract: 11614055.01




SIEVE 1/SHEET 11614055.01.GPI LAB TESTING.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008 04 22.GDT 2/15/13

U S. SIEVE OPENING IN INCHES [ U.S. SIEVE NUMBERS [ HYDROMETER
6 43 245 Tay V235 3 4 6 5104416 59 30 45 5055 100,,5200
100 I : T |w\o~l_¢_5__l_\l¢: | T T 1
a5 -
N
90 ™
85
80 \
75
70 \
65
'_
;. b
@ \
56 :
x ]
g 50 *
[TH
E 45
i
& 40
]
o
35
30
25
20
15
10
5
0
100 10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001
GRAIN SIZE IN MILLIMETERS
RAVEL SAND
COBBLES = : - - SILT OR CLAY
coarse | fine coarsel medium | fine
Specimen Sample Description LL PL Pl
® sp-2 28.5 ft SANDY LEAN CLAY (CL), brownish gray 23 1 12
I Test Method D100 D60 D30 D10 %Gravel %Sand %Silt %Clay
I ASTM D6913 19 0.119 21 454 52.5
Percent Finer
Sieve Size No. 200(No, 100| No. 60 | No. 40 | No. 20 | No. 10| No.4 | 3/8in. | 3/4in.
% Finer 525 | 638 | 78.7 | 893 | 943 | 96.5 | 979 | 98.8 | 100.0
GRADATION CURVE
/ s C h b ’ Project:  St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway
/ ENGINEERIN Frederick, MD
Contract: 11614055.01




SIEVE 1/SHEET 11514055.01.GP1 LAB TESTING.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2003_04_22.GDT 2/15M13

ENGINEERING

Frederick, MD

Contract: 11614055.01

U.S. SIEVE OPENING IN INCHES [ U.S. SIEVE NUMBERS HYDROMETER
6 43 295 lag V235 3 4 6 101416 55 30 45 50 gy 100,200
100 | | 1l 1 RN 2 | IILIRE
95 -
90 &
80 \
75 - \
10 ; \
65
=
5 |
260 | \
=
> 585
= |
] 50
=
[
E 45
O
&l 40 .\
o .
35
30
25 .
-
20 :
15 \
10 LS
I
5
0
100 10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001
GRAIN SIZE IN MILLIMETERS
B VEL SAND
COBBLES Eil : - : SILT OR CLAY
] coarse fine coarse [ medium | fine
Specimen Sample Description LL PL Pl
WELL GRADED GRAVEL WITH SILT AND SAND, (GW-GM},
|o $B-3 2IS | ior recl e ¢ NP | NP | NP
I Test Method D100 D60 D30 D10 %Gravel %Sand %Silt %Clay
| ASTM D§913 25 1618 | 1.889 0.206 60.1 33.0 6.9
Percent Finer
Sieve Size No. 200/No. 100/ No.60 | No.40 | No. 20 | No. 10| No.4 | 3/8in. | 3/4in. | 1in.
% Finer 06.9 08.5 10.9 15.5 23.0 30.5 39.9 49.2 86.4 | 100.0
GRADATION CURVE
/ s c h n a b e ’ Project:  St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway




U.S. SIEVE OPENING IN INCHES U'S. SIEVE NUMBERS i HYDROMETER
6 43 215 1K1’2313 3 4 8 8101416 59 30 49 S0 o 100449200
T

100 T T T I E ] ] T T 101 1 1
95 : :\
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85
: e
80 : : R
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70
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[
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O g0 : )
w
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> 55 : ' : :
m
5 | X
g 50
[TH
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i [
& 40 .
w
o
35
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25
20
15
10
5
of O
S 100 10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001
g GRAIN SIZE IN MILLIMETERS
1G]
o GRAVEL D
B COBBLES : .SAN : SILT OR CLAY
E coarse l fine ooarse[ medium l fine
8
w Specimen Sample Description LL | PL | PI
gl. SB4 50 ft CLAYEY SAND WITH GRAVEL (SC), yellowish red ag 15 24
B .
o
5 Test Method D100 D60 D30 D10 %Gravel | %Sand %Silt %Clay
§'| ASTM D6913 19 0.223 16.0 40.8 432
3
2 Percent Finer
¢ _
% Sieve Size No. 200/No. 100/ No. 60 | No. 40 | No. 20 | No. 10| No.4 | 3/8in. | 3/4in.
E % Finer 432 | 540 | 617 | 755 | 80.8 | 822 | 840 | 86.7 | 100.0
o
3
3
= GRADATION CURVE
- Project: St Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway
[
| B4 Schnabel
) G NEcRING Frederick, MD
¢ Contract: 11614055.01




U.8. SIEVE OPENING IN INCHES | LS. SIEVE NUMBERS | HYDROMETER
4

6 3 215 Vag 1235 3 4 6 10,416 54 30 45 50 gy 10044200
100 IR 1O L B L U L L

Py
95

€0
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80 : : _
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40 : :

35 : :
30 : : &

20

PERCENT FINER BY WEIGHT

15

IR | ARRN SR

. 0

S 100 10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001
; GRAIN SIZE IN MILLIMETERS

g =71 — -
: l GRAVEL SAND SILT OR CLAY

ug) oy |
w Specimen Sample Description LL PL ]

3

;%lo SW-300 407 |SAND won| - | - | =

o

<

'gl Test Method D100 D60 D30 D10 %Gravel %Sand %Silt %Clay
§'| ASTM D422 19 0.765 0.432 0.108 135 79.1 2.3 4.7
z Used in Classification 914 3.2 54
; Percent Finer

o

g Sieve Size No. 200(No. 100 No. 60 | No. 40 | No.20 | No. 10| No.4 | 3/8in. | 3/4in.

E % Finer 087 112 153 | 291 655 865 | 939 | 874 | 100.0

3

&

2 GRADATION CURVE

. Project:  St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway

|

/ Schnabel

g)_ -

Q ENGINEERING Frederick, MD

o Contract: 11614055.01




U.S. SIEVE OPENING IN INCHES

1.5

U.S, SIEVE NUMBERS

HYDROMETER
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1
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GRAIN SIZE IN MILLIMETERS

0.01

SAND

SILT OR CLAY

0.001

Specimen

Sample Description

LL PL

Pl

@®| SW-301

4,01t

LOAMY SAND

(usoa)

Test Method

D100

060

D30

D10

%Gravel

%Sand

%Silt

%Clay

ASTM D422

19

0,642

0.198

0.022

22.9

65.0

6.3

5.8

Used in Classification

Percent Finer

84.3

8.2

7.5

Sieve Size

No. 200

No. 100

No. 60

No. 40

No. 20

No. 10

No. 4

3/8in.

3/4 in.

% Finer

13.0

22.2

36.5

47.8

68.3

771

83.9

90.0

100.0

SIEVE 1/SHEET 11614055.01.GPI LAB TESTING.GP.J) SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008 04 22.GDT 2/15/13
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SIEVE 1/SHEET 11614055.01.GPI1 LAB TESTING.GPJ SCHNABEL DATA TEMPLATE 2008 04 22.GDT 2/15/13

U.S. SIEVE OPENING IN INCHES [ U.S. SIEVE NUMBERS HYDROMETER
6 43 245 1 V250 3 4 810 1416 59 30 45 50 gy 100,200
100 1 I‘Ml;lllll T T 17
95 : :
\g\
90 \
85 \.\
80
75 »
70 \,
65
'_
: \
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w
=
> 55
[s1]
£ 5 \
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E 45 \
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g 40
w
: ‘
35
30
25 q
20
15
10
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5 g
0
100 10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001
GRAIN SIZE IN MILLIMETERS
r GRAVEL SAND SILT OR CLAY
Specimen Sample Description LL PL Pl
®| sw-302 5.0 ft| LOAMY SAND wsom)| o | - | =
Test Method D100 D60 D30 D10 %Gravel %Sand %Silt %Clay
ASTM D422 19 0.223 0.094 0.022 10.7 69.8 13.9 5.6
Used in Classification 78.2 15.6 6.3
Percent Finer
Sieve Size No. 200 No. 100| No. 60 | No. 40 | No. 20 | No. 10 | No.4 | 3/8in. 3I4in.|
% Finer 27.0 36.1 66.8 758 | 828 | 893 | 931 96.4 | 100.0
GRADATION CURVE
Project: St Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway
Frederick, MD
Contract: 11614055.01




APPENDIX C

INFILTRATION TEST DATA

Infiltration Test Procedures
Infiltration Test Data Logs

December 3, 2021 Schnabel Engineering, LLC
Project 11614055.01 ©2021 All Rights Reserved



INFILTRATION TEST PROCEDURES

Infiltration testing was performed by auguring a hole to the depths indicated. The auger was removed
and a 4-inch diameter PVC pipe was installed. The pipe was seated using the drill rig. Approximately 24-
inches (depth) of water was poured into the pipe and the water was allowed to presoak the soils for about
24-hours. After the presoak was completed, another 24-inches of water was added to the pipe and the
water level was measured at the beginning and end of a one hour pericd. This process was repeated
three times and the test results were averaged.

December 3, 2021 T “Schnabel Engineering, LLC
Project 11614055.01 ©2021 All Rights Reserved



INFILTRATION TEST DATA SHEET
P4 Schn b I
/ ENG I E RIN

Project: St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Profect No: 11614055

Test No: SW-300 Date: 21-Dec-12
Location: St. Mary's College, Maryland SE Rep. D. Cepull
Test Depth: 4.0 Sfc EL: 27.5
Test EL: 23.5 Basin EL:
PRESOAK:
Date: 21-Dec-12 24-Hour Reading
Time: -- 22-Dec-12
Depth to Water: 2.0 11:43 AM
Soil Description: USDA: SAND 1.2'
TEST:
Begin End
Depth Depth Rate
Run Date Time {feet) Time (feet) (in/hr)
1 12122112 11:43 AM 2.0 12:43 PM 1.9 0.1
2 12122112 12:43 PM 2.0 1:43 PM 1.9 0.1
3 12122112 1:43 PM 2.0 2:43 PM 1.8 0.2
4 12122112 2:43 PM 2.0 3:43 PM 1.8 0.2
Avg 0.2

G:\2011 Projects\Baltimore 2011 New Co Projects\11614055.01 St. Mary’s College Pedestrian Walkway\Infiltration test data
sheets



INFILTRATION TEST DATA SHEET
P’d Schnabel
/ ENGINEERING

Project: St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway  Project No: 11614055

Test No: SW-301 Date: 21-Dec-12
Location: St. Mary's College, Maryland SE Rep. D. Cepull
Test Depth: 4.0 Sfc EL: 25'
Test EL: 21’ Basin EL:
PRESOAK:
Date: 21-Dec-12 24-Hour Reading
Time: - 22-Dec-12
Depth to Water: 2.0 11:47 AM
Soil Description: USDA: LOAMY SAND Dry
TEST:
Begin End
Depth Depth Rate
Run Date Time (feet) Time (feet) (in/hr)
1 12122112 11:47 AM 2.0 12:47 PM 1.8 0.2
2 1222112 12:47 PM 2.0 1:47 PM 1.8 0.2
3 12/22/12 1:47 PM 2.0 2:47 PM 1.8 0.2
4 12/22/12 2:47 PM 2.0 3:47 PM 1.8 0.2
Avg 0.2

G:\2011 Projects\Baltimore 2011 New Co Projects\11614055.01 St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway\infiltration test data
sheets



P4 Schnabe
NEER

’ INFILTRATION TEST DATA SHEET
/ ENGINE ING

Project: St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway Project No: 11614055

Test No: SW-302 Date: 21-Dec-12
Location: St. Mary's College, Maryland SE Rep. D. Cepull
Test Depth: 4.0 Sfc EL: 5.0
Test EL: 1.0 Basin EL:
PRESOAK:
Date: 20-Dec-12 24-Hour Reading
Time: -- 21-Dec-12
Depth to Water: 2.0 11:23 AM
Soil Description: USDA: LOAMY SAND 1.9'
TEST:
Begin End
Depth Depth Rate
Run Date Time {feet) Time {feet) (in/hr)
1 1212212 11:23 AM 2.0 12:23 PM 2.0 0.0
2 122212 12:23 PM 2.0 1:23 PM 1.9 0.1
3 12/22/12 1:23 PM 2.0 2:23 PM 1.9 0.1
4 12/22/12 2:23 PM 2.0 3:23 PM 1.8 0.2
Avg 0.1

G:\2011 Projects\Baltimore 2011 New Co Projects\11614055.01 St. Mary's College Pedestrian Walkway\Infiltration test data
sheets
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MARYLAND DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION

Office of Structures

STATE HIGHWAY
ADMINISTRATION

Guidelines and Procedures Memorandums

in District Resurfacing Projects

DESIGN SECTION
TABLE OF CONTENTS

GPM Description Approval
Number Date
D-75-4(3) Il;ll):iirl;aullc Design Criteria for Structures in FEMA Flood 03-16-2018
D-75-6(4) Approach Ram.p‘ Qrades to Pedestrian Overpass and 03-16-2018

Underpass Facilities

Vertical Underclearance for Bridges over Highways
UG, and/or Roads and Bridges with Overhead Bracing b Sstans
D-76-9(4) Selecting Superstructure Type 03-16-2018
D-77-11{4) Electro-Slag Welding 03-16-2018
D-77-13(4) Fencing/Protective Barrier on Structures DRAFT
D-77-14(4) Bridge Deterioration Preventive Measures 08-01-2018
D-78-15(4) Length and Treatment of Culverts DRAFT
D-78-16(4) ;‘rafﬁc Barrier (Parapet) on New or Rehabilitated DRAFT

tructures

D-79-17(4) Foundation Evaluation DRAFT
D-79-19(4) Design for Future Deck Replacement 03-16-2018
D-82-25(4) Proprietary Retaining Wall Approval Process DRAFT
D-84-28(4) Structure Inspection for Input in Rehabilitation Contract 03-16-2018
D-85-25(G) Layout of Bridges on Non-Tangent Alignments (03-16-2018
D-85-31(G) Shpulder Widths for Bridges on Non-Tangent DRAFT

Alignments
D-85-32(G) Bridge Width (Typical Section) DRAFT
D-85-33(G) Design of Structures Using Fracture Critical Members 03-16-2018
D-87-35(4) Treatment of Existing Bridge Decks for Bridges Included 03-16-2018
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M Or
Office of Structures Number-

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT . . -75-
OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures D-75-4(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Date:
ADMINISTRATION 03-16-2018

Hydraulic Design Criteria for Structures in FEMA | 42wt

Flood Plain (Sl L m o
|

All new and/or rehabilitated hydraulic structures on the State Highway system and on County
Roads in Counties having the 100 year Federal Flood Insurance shall be designed so as not to
cause any increase in the Water Surface Elevation of the "100 year Flood" for the waterway and
its flood plain affected by the proposed construction; therefore, the design storm for the above
indicated location shall be a "100 year Storm" for existing conditions as opposed to ultimate
development as per existing zoning.

1 of 1



M OI' Office of Structures

DESIGN

Number:
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT ey gs 74
OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures D-75-6(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Date:
ADMINISTRATION 03-16-2018
Approval:

Approach Ramp Grades to Pedestrian Overpass and
Underpass Facilities

(<l ndae

\

All grades on ramps to pedestrian overpass or underpass facilities shall comply with the latest
Americans with Disabilities Act and Architectural Barriers Act Accessibilities Guidelines.

Pedestrian facilities shall have ramp grades not steeper than 1:12 (8.33 percent) with a maximum
rise of 30 inches for any ramp run. All ramps shall have leve! landings that are a minimum of 5 feet
long whenever the ramp run reaches a rise of 30 inches. In addition, landings shall also be provided

wherever there is a turn in the ramp.

If the ramp system on the approaches to the pedestrian facility becomes excessively long and

complex, a separate stairway system should also be provided.

1of!



M Or
; Office of Structures Number:

M MEN .y pe 5.
‘g‘,’;”%@,{‘,&’s‘;g&’-‘,ﬂ.w T Guidelines and Procedures D-75-7(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Date:
ADMINISTRATION 12-18-2018
Vertical Underclearance for Bridges over Highways Approval DRAFT

and/or Roads, and Bridges with Overhead Bracing

In order to meet AASHTO Specifications and to accommodate the increased depth of resurfacing on
highways under bridges the design vertical underclearances are to be the following;

1. For all bridges (except pedestrian bridges) over Arterial Roads (Rural and Urban) or over Freeways, the
minimum design vertical underclearance is to be 16'-9", which provides for 16'-0" absolute minimum
and 9" of future surfacing.

2. For all bridges (except pedestrian bridges) over Local Roads and Streets, or over Collector Roads and
Streets, the minimum design vertical underclearance is to be 15'-0", which provides for 14'-6" absolute
minimum and 6" of future surfacing. (AASHTO only requires a 14’-0” absolute minimum. By
providing 14’-6”, there will be a 1’ minimum clearance above the Maryland legal vehicle height of 13'-
6”.)

3. For pedestrian bridges, the underclearances specified in 1 and 2 above shall be increased by 1°-0”.
However, if there are highway overpass structures in close proximity of the proposed pedestrian bridge
that have an underclearance greater than the minimum required underclearance of the pedestrian bridge
and no access points between the highway overpass bridge and the pedestrian bridge — then the
pedestrian bridge shall have its underclearance increased as determined by the Director. See below.

P =

o | wiehv{ar overrass |

<GBlkEhke c&wnas
[ |

IGHWAT VERPALS
[ mosvfar averrass |

0 i

Dual Highway Two Way Single Road

4. For any bridge with overhead structural elements (e.g. movable bridges with overhead bracing for
counterweights or through truss bridges, etc.), the vertical clearance to the overhead structural element
shall be 17'-6" minimum.

5. For locations where the underclearace is below 14°-6” and cannot be revised due to geometric or
structural constraints, the design should be modified to resist impact by over height vehicles. The
modifications shall include increasing the bottom flange and adding cross frames/diaphragms to transfer
the impact load to the bridge deck.

These underclearances apply to the entire usable roadway area, including shoulders.

1 of 2



M Or
' Office of Structures Number:

MARYLAND DEPARTMEN-T . o -75-
OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures D-75-7(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Date:
ADMINISTRATION 12-18-2018

Vertical Underclearance for Bridges over Highways | ArPeovd
and/or Roads, and Bridges with Overhead Bracing

See Sheet 1

The actual computed vertical underclearance shall be shown for each bridge in a project. The Point of
Minimum Vertical Underclearance shall be shown in the General Plan. The location and actual
underclearance shall be shown on the Elevation view. Should a bridge cross more than one roadway (e.g.
two directional traffic), the actual vertical underclearance shall be shown for each roadway.

Temporary reductions in underclearance during construction may be required. When a temporary reduction
in underclearance provides less than 16°-0” for bridges over Arterial Roads, or Freeways or less than 14'-6”
for bridges over Local or Collector Roads and Streets, the work area shall be signed with the reduced
underclearance caused by construction. If circumstances require the underclearance be less than 14°-6”, then
consideration should be given to temporarily closing the road below during construction.

Contract Documents should be prepared in such a way that Contractors are encouraged to maintain as much
underclearance as possible during construction. When the signage noted above becomes necessary, the
initial cost of supplying and placing the signs will be incidental to other items in the contract. When
circumstances require the closure of lanes under a bridge due to underclearance restrictions, then
consideration should be given to including lane rental provisions in the contract to ensure timely completion
of the work.

NOTE: For additional information, see AASHTO LRFD 2.3.3.2.

20f2



M Or
) Office of Structures Number:

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT .y pe e

OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures D-76-9(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Date:

ADMINISTRATION 03-16-2018

A 1: .
Selecting Superstructure Type @Q@( ),,4\.&
\

Generally designers should try to develop superstructures for bridge over water and railroads
using concrete as the material for the main supporting members and steel for bridges over
highways. Weathering steel should be considered when using structural steel to span over an
area where future cleaning and painting operations would be difficult to construct.

This directive applies to all projects on the MDOT State Highway Administration system.
Projects prepared for other municipalities, etc. and reviewed by this Office shall be evaluated and
commented on, with the above in mind, however, the desires of the owners shall be given prime
consideration.

Refer also to the MDOT Policy Manual located at https://policymanual.mdot.maryland.gov under
the following - Practical Design Implementation, Bridge, Superstructure Material Selection

1of !



M Or
- Office of Structures Number:

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT . . -T77-
OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures D-77 11(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Date:
ADMINISTRATION 03-16-2018

Electro-Slag Welding Ap@m ( ;34\.‘
L

Based on preliminary results of recent research and the actual observations in the field, the use of
electro-slag weldments on main structural tension members will not be permitted. This
restriction will continue until such time as the quality of this weld can be ensured by possible
modification in the welding process and/or improvement in the inspection and quality control
procedures which appear necessary at this time.

Because the economic advantage of this type of weld will be lost by this restriction, other types
of welding processes in thicker material will become costly and provide opportunity for welding
complications. Accordingly, the use of main member tension material in excess of 2 inches
thickness is to be avoided wherever possible by modification in the structural components or in
the material makeup of the individual structural member.

Based on FHWA Notice N 5040.23 dated February 16, 1977

1ofl




M OT
! Office of Structures Number;
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT . g qe _77-
OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures D-77-13(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Date:
ADMINISTRATION
Approval:
Fencing/ Protective Barrier on Structures DRAFT

For guidance on the placement of fencing on Highway Structures, refer to Chapter 2.4 of the
MDOT SHA Bridge Railing Manual.

l of 1



M OT
: Office of Structures Number:

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT . g g -77-
OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures D-77-14(4)
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum Do
ADMINISTRATION 08-01-2018

|; ~
Bridge Deterioration Preventative Measures ( "SQ’C ( ) hﬂ&“‘“
\

All projects shall incorporate the following provisions for prevention of future deterioration.

L Concrete decks for bridges where the main support system is composed of a longitudinal stringer
pattern or stringer and floor beam system.

A. New bridges and bridge deck replacements

1. Provide 2 1/2 inches of concrete cover over the top mat of reinforcing steel in the
deck slab. The top 1/2 inch is considered an integral wearing surface and should
not be considered in the design strength of the slab.

2. Use Mix No. 6 concrete (4500 psi, air entrained) with synthetic fibers for the
entire superstructure.

3. Use epoxy coated reinforcing steel for the entire superstructure.

4. All decks shall receive a coating of linseed oil where it does not conflict with
opening of bridge to early traffic use.

5. All roadway joints shall be water tight.

a) For compression/strip seal type joints the protection shall extend up the
entire height of parapets, curbs, raised medians and sidewalks. Asa
secondary measure a trough system shall be placed under the
compression/strip seal joint to capture any leakage that could reach a
bridge seat area.

b) For toothed type joints a foam seal shall be placed directly below the
tooth plate to prevent debris and drainage from entering the joint. This
protection shall extend up the entire height of parapets, curbs, raised
medians and sidewalks. As a secondary measure a trough system shall
be used to capture any leakage that could reach a bridge seat area.

6. Minimize the number of bridge deck roadway joints.

a) For new bridges see GPM No. D 87-38(4) - Guide to Selection of
Proper Roadway Joints and Location of Fixed Bearings.

b) For existing steel stringer bridges with multiple simple spans requiring
major substructure repairs in addition to a deck replacement,
consideration shall be given to replacing the existing structural steel with
new continuous stringers. An evaluation of the existing substructure
units must be performed to determine if continuous stringers can be
supported.
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c) For existing simple span stringer bridges requiring minor or no

substructure repairs in addition to a deck replacement, evaluate making
the stringers continuous for live load by pouring a concrete end block
around the ends of the stringers at the piers.

B. Bridge deck rehabilitations (overlays)

1. Remove a uniform thickness off an existing deck. This can vary from 1/4 inch
minimum scarification to removal down to within 1” of the top mat of reinforcing
steel. Depth of removal is to be determined by the designers based on depth of
deterioration and overlay thickness. On new decks not exposed to traffic,
sandblast or water blast the entire deck surface. Cores and Ground Penetrating
Radar Testing can help to identify the depth of rebar.

2. All areas of deteriorated and/or contaminated concrete beneath that removed in
item 1, shall be removed and repaired according to the Specifications.

3. Place overlay to required thickness. Concrete for the overlay shall be latex
modified placed at a minimum depth of 1 1/2 inches,

4. All roadway joints shall be water tight.

a) For compression/strip seal type joints the protection shall extend up the
entire height of parapets, curbs, raised medians and sidewalks. Asa
secondary measure a trough system shall be placed under the
compression/strip seal joint to capture any leakage that could reach a
bridge seat area.

b) For toothed type joints a foam seal shall be placed directly below the
tooth plate to prevent debris and drainage from entering the joint. This
protection shall extend up the entire height of parapets, curbs, raised
medians and sidewalks. As a secondary measure a trough system shall
be used to capture any leakage that could reach a bridge seat area.

5. Consideration shall be given to the use of a cathodic protection system when slab
is a part of the main support system (Concrete Box Girders). Evaluation is to be
made on a case-by-case basis. If a cathodic protection system is used see Section
II below for additional design considerations.

C. Bridge deck widenings (where portion of the existing deck will remain)

1. Use Mix No. 6 Concrete and epoxy coated rebar for all bridge widenings.
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If the existing deck has no hot mix asphalt pavement (h.m.a.p.) and is to remain
without any remedial work then the bridge shall be widened as in Section A
above. If the bridge has a h.m.a.p., and is going to remain without any remedial
work, then the widened portion shall be constructed to allow extension of the
h.m.a.p. onto the new deck, so that the longitudinal joint between the h.m.a.p.
and the new poured to grade deck coincides with a proposed lane or shoulder
line. This will necessitate constructing the new portion of deck to be overlaid to
the same plane as the top of the existing concrete deck and then stepping up at
the longitudinal lane/shoulder joint to match the finished roadway surface.
Efforts should be made to eliminate the h.m.a.p. since it will increase the rate at
which the underlying concrete deck will deteriorate. Consideration should be
given to removing the existing deck back to a proposed lane or shoulder line and
constructing the widened deck without a h.m.a.p. Consideration should alsc be
given to eliminating h.m.a.p. and staining new concrete black.

If the existing deck is to remain and receive a concrete overlay, then for
widenings less than 12 feet wide, the widened portion shall be constructed to the
same plane as the top of the existing concrete deck and then the entire bridge
deck shall be overlaid (See 1.B.1.). For widenings 12 feet and greater the
widened portion shall be constructed to match the finished roadway surface as in
Section A above and only the existing bridge deck shall be overlaid.

II. Concrete decks for bridges where the top slab is an integral part of the superstructure (e.g. box
girder bridges, does not include decks on steel girders)

A. New bridges

1.

2.

3.

Follow all measures outlined in Section 1.A above.
Place a 1 1/2 inch latex modified concrete overlay.
Place chloride sensors beneath the overlay at the top of deck which can detect

when the chlorides have penetrated the overlay and reached the deck, so that the
new overlay may be replaced.

B. Existing bridges

1.

2.

Follow measures outlined in Section .B above except as noted below.

The use of epoxy shall be avoided in making repairs to the existing deck if
cathedic protection system is to be used. This includes epoxy rebars, epoxy
mortar and epoxy bonding compound.
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3. Install a cathodic protection system with chloride sensors on the existing deck
prior to placing the overlay.
118 Precast-Prestressed Concrete Girders and Slabs
1. Use Self Consolidating Concrete (SCC) for ail prestressed concrete
girders and slabs.
2. All reinforcement, except that used for prestressing, shall be epoxy coated.
3. All exposed concrete surfaces of concrete girders and diaphragms shall receive a
protective coating.
4. When an overlay is to be placed on slabs or box beams use a 3-inch minimum

V. Substructure

1.

thick Mix 8 overlay with epoxy coated 6 x 6 - W2.9 x W2.9 welded wire fabric.
Provide 2 inches cover from top of welded wire fabric to top of overlay. Prior to
overlay, sandblast or water blast top surface of slabs or box beams.

All reinforcement in all bearing seat pads, abutment back walls, abutment bridge
seat areas, and parapet portion of wing walls shall be epoxy coated. All pier cap
reinforcement (top 3 feet of solid shaft piers) located under bridge deck roadway
joints shall be epoxy coated. All reinforcement which extends into the back
walls and wing wall parapets shall be epoxy coated.

All concrete abutments and piers located under bridge deck roadway joints shall
receive a protective coating. For abutments, coating shall be applied to the entire
surface of the bridge seat area and beam pads, the inside surfaces of back walls
and cheek walls. For piers, coating shall be applied to the entire surface of the
bridge seat area and beam pads.

All substructure units in salt water (piles, individual columns and footings) shall
receive a protective jacket at the waterline in conformance with the approved
Structural Details.

Use Mix No. 6 Concrete in abutment back walls and parapets on abutments. All
other substructure concrete is to be Mix No. 3.
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V. Box Culverts

1. If the culvert has a minimum of 1'-6" of cover (fill material or paving), use Mix
No. 3 Concrete and uncoated reinforcing steel for entire box.

2, If the culvert has less than 1'-6" of cover (fill or pavement), the reinforcing bars
in the top mat of the top slab (including truss bars and wall steel extending into
top mat), shall be epoxy coated and the concrete in the top slab shall be Mix No.
6.

3. If the top slab of the culvert is built to the grade of the finished roadway and the
minimum clearance between the top of the rebar mat and the finished roadway
surface exceeds six inches, then a mat of epoxy coated 6 x 6 - W2.9 x W2.9
welded wire fabric shall be placed. In addition, all bars in the top mat of the top
slab (including truss bars and wall steel extending into top mat) shall be epoxy
coated.

4. All top slabs built to grade shall receive a coating of linseed oil where it does not

conflict with opening the bridge to early traffic use.

VL Steel Superstructure Members

1.

Non-weathering Steel - Structures using this type of steel will have all exposed
surfaces receive a protective paint system.

Weathering Steel over a Railroad or Water - Structures using this type of steel
will have the following exposed surfaces receive a protective paint system
matching the color of weathering steel.

a) All steel within 10 feet of an abutment
b) All steel within a 20 foot section centered over a pier
c) All steel in a span over an electrified railroad

Weathering Steel over a Highway or on a Structure Having Drainage Openings
Through the Parapets - Structures using this type of steel will have the following
exposed areas receive a protective paint system.

a) In addition to the areas described in 2.a) and 2.b) above, the fascia
stringers shall be coated.
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Each culvert shall be evaluated as to the type of end treatment to be used.

All box culverts hall be built with wing walls or have the barrel extended. Non-hydraulic pipes
shall have the ends of the pipes beveled to conform to the fill slope with slope protection and
cut-off walls unless there are overriding aesthetic concerns. The end treatment for hydraulic
pipes shall be determined during design.

For all hydraulic culverts the bottom of the toe wall, wing walls and headwall or slope protection
cut-off wall shall be placed 3'-0" minimum below the invert elevation of the culvert. Each site
must be evaluated for scour potential and the footings or cut-off walls adjusted accordingly. All
of these evaluations are to be made during the preliminary development stages of the structure
(i.e. Hydrologic/Hydraulic stage, T.S.&L. stage and Foundation Review stage).

The length of the culvert shall be determined by placing the concrete headwall so that the traffic
barrier on the headwall lines up with the approach traffic barrier. This will necessitate the
concrete headwall being placed parallel to the adjacent highway.

Headwalls for Culverts Carrying More Than 5'-0" Fills (measured at the hinge point):

The highway typical section, between hinge points, shall be carried across the culvert. The
length of the culvert shall be determined utilizing 2:1 side slopes regardless of approach roadway
slope. Refer to Chapters 3 and 7 of the Highway Development Manual.

1) For Culverts Less Than 20 Feet wide (Measured along the center line of the highway)

The headwall shall be placed normal to the center line of the culvert at a point where the
fill over the entire culvert is 9 inches minimum. When setting the length of pipe or pipe
arch culverts, the total length should be set in even feet for economy.

2) For Culverts Greater Than or Equal to 20 Feet Wide (measured along the center line of
highway)

The headwall shall be placed parallel to the adjacent highway. For skew angles between
80 and 90 degrees consideration can be given to placing the headwall normal to the
culvert's center line. The location of the headwall shall be determined by economic
analysis comparing increased headwall height costs to increased culvert length and
earthwork costs.
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Beveled Ends for Culverts

The diagram below shows the typical treatment with slope protection, cut-off walls and a slope
collar for one end of a beveled culvert.

l
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Cutting the ends of a culvert to a skew or bevel, which matches the embankment slope, destroys
the ability of the end portion to resist the earth pressures.

Designers shall evaluate the skewed end of pipes to ensure proper support is provided. In larger
pipes it will be necessary to ensure that the structural plates can carry the unbalanced loads
created in the skewed end section and if they can't a headwall must be placed normal to the pipe.
On multiple cell pipe culverts this will cause a wall between the pipes to connect the headwall.

In general, when the skew angle between road and the pipe is less than 70 degrees some type of
additional end reinforcement should be considered. During backfill and construction of culverts,
ends may require temporary bracing to prevent distortions.
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For guidance on the selection of Traffic Barriers (Parapets and Railings) on Highway Structures,
refer to the MDOT SHA Bridge Railing Manual.
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The procedure for the establishment of the type and size of a structure's foundation shall be
followed after the structure’s Type, Size and Location (TS&L) has been approved.

FOUNDATION BORINGS

Foundation Borings shall be requested in accordance with the provisions outlined in this
Guideline and Procedure Memorandum. For structures over water, the request for soil borings
should be developed/reviewed jointly by a representative of the Structural Engineering /Structure
Inspection and Remedial Engineering Division and the Structure Hydrology and Hydraulics Unit
to assure that the boring request meets the needs of both units. This would include requests for
preliminary soil borings (made prior to T.S. & L. approval) for purposes of evaluating alternative
locations of foundation elements such as whether or not to locate a pier in a channel where there
is potential for scour or determining the length of a bridge because of marsh areas adjacent to the
bridge.

L. Borings will be required for all structures which include but are not limited to bridges,
culverts, retaining walls, (includes proprietary walls), noise walls, headwalls, cut-off
walls/bulkheads for slope protection, and pipes that are tunneled and/or jacked under
roadways.

Estimated bottom of footing elevations shall be indicated on all boring requests, so that
borings and drive tests can be carried a sufficient distance below the estimated bottom of
footing to clearly identify the materials upon which the foundations will be bearing.

Plotting of borings shall be in accordance with GPM No. P-75-3(4).
2. Boring pattern

a. Bridges - a minimum of two borings for each support shall be requested. If there
are dual bridges involved or the equivalent length of a support would compare to
dual bridges (i.e., excessive skew angles or narrow median - one structure) a
minimum of three borings shall be requested at each support. The exception to
this would be long bridges over water with multiple spans where the foundation
material is found to be fairly constant. In such conditions the drillers may elect
to eliminate borings where possible.

b. Culverts - A minimum of two borings shall be requested for each culvert. They
shall be at each end of the culvert and diagonally opposite from one another. If
the center line length of the culvert exceeds 75 feet, additional borings should be
requested so that the maximum spacing between borings is 75 feet.
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C. Retaining Walls and Noise Walls - At least two borings shall be requested for

each wall, one at each end. If the wall length exceeds 75 feet, additional borings
should be requested so that the maximum spacing between borings is 75 feet.

d. Headwalls - At least one boring shall be requested for each headwall. If the
headwall length exceeds 75 feet, additional borings should be requested so that
the maximum spacing between borings is 75 feet.

e. Borings for slope protection cut-off walls will not be required if sufficient soil
data is available from other foundation or roadway borings. Where borings are
needed, one boring at the midpoint of each cut-off wall will generally be
sufficient.

f. Borings for tunneling and/or jacking of pipes should be requested to give a
complete knowledge of the type of soil to be encountered in the operation but
should not exceed a 75 foot spacing.

EVALUATION OF FOUNDATION TYPES
The proposed minimum bottom of footing elevation shall be plotted on the borings to ascertain
the type of material in which it will be placed.

An evaluation shall be made as to whether or not the material can support the intended structure.
If it appears that a reasonable lowering of the footing (about 10 feet or less) will reach suitable
foundation material then the footing shall be lowered. If it appears that a reasonable lowering of
the footing will not reach suitable foundation material then piling shall be utilized. If the depth
to good foundation material varies significantly within one footing unit from a pile to a spread
footing condition, designers should consider the use of several different pile/ caisson designs to
reach the good material from a constant bottom of footing elevation. The Contract should
contain a Quantity of Subfoundation Drilling to be used to determine the proper depth of piles/
caissons. In the case of culvert barrels, when less than about 5 feet of poor material can be
removed to reach good foundation material, that material shall be removed and replaced with
select backfill. When the depth of poor material exceeds 5 feet, piling shall be utilized.

If a footing is to be placed on solid rock with high design bearing pressures, it shall be keyed into
the rock at least 1 foot in depth.
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All other structures previously constructed in the immediate area should be evaluated as to their
selection of foundation type and the field results of the selection i.e. pile lengths, lowering of
footings, etc.

HYDRAULIC CONSIDERATIONS

Regardless of type of support, where applicable, all bridges over water shall be evaluated for
scour potential. After the preliminary screening, scour critical bridges shall receive a complete
scour analysis per the OOS Manual for Hydrologic and Hydraulic Design. The foundation
design shall take into account the results of this analysis.

STRUCTURE FOOTINGS

All footings (spread and pile supported) shall have the minimum bottom of footing at least 3 feet
below the finished groundline. The bottom of all footings shall be level.

All footings {except abutment footings on piles where the slope protection meets the footing toe)
shall have the top of footing at least 1 foot below the finished groundline.

All pile supported footings may be stepped in accordance with the OOS Structural Details
whenever it is economical to do so. Each footing step must contain a row of piling at each end
of the step.

SPREAD FOOTING FOUNDATIONS

The bottom of a spread footing, including leveling pads for a proprietary retaining wall, shall be
placed so that the top of the footing is a minimum of 1 ft below the proposed ground line and the
bottom of the footing is a minimum of 3 ft below the proposed ground line. If the footing is to
be placed on rock as determined by the Engineer, it shall be keyed into the sound rock at least
1 ft.

Setting spread footings or leveling pads for proprietary retaining walls in embankment or fill
material is prohibited. Any spread footing, including leveling pads for a proprietary retaining
wall, shall be set into existing in-situ soil or sound rock.

PILE SUPPORTED FOUNDATIONS

If the foundation evaluation indicates that there is a lack of competent soils at an acceptable
elevation or significant scour projections are identified, deep foundations shall be utilized.

The following is a list of acceptable deep foundations (piles) that may be used on MDOT SHA
structures:
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Steel H Piles - In footings where a rock stratum lies beneath fair to poor material and is
reachable with piling, or the material to be driven through consists of boulders or hard
driving, steel H-piles shall be utilized.

If the rock stratum appears to be on an incline then pile tips shall be attached to the piling
before driving.

. Pipe Piles (minimum 1/2" wall} - This type of piling shall generally be used in cases
where a friction pile is appropriate and there are hard layers anticipated in driving piling.
These piles shall be driven open ended except where the upper layer of soil is soft muddy
or mucky material.

. Micropiles - In footings where short piles (20 feet or less) are anticipated to reach a hard
stratum beneath material which is susceptible to scour and/or the hard driving of piles
would be detrimental to adjacent properties, pin piles fixed into the hard stratum shall be
utilized.

. Treated Timber Piles - This type of piling may be utilized on timber bridges, bulkheads
and fenders,

. Untreated timber piles - Where piling is required for box culverts and retaining walls and
the piling will be totally encased or below ground line, untreated timber piling may be
used. It may also be utilized in temporary structures, such as detour bridges.

. Auger Cast Piles - In footings with small loads and the foundation material is borderline
spread footing material, auger cast piles should be utilized.

. Cylinder Piles - For large marine structures where extensive cofferdams would be
required to construct a conventional footing the use of precast prestressed cylinder piles
should be considered.

. Cast-in-place Concrete Piles (thin walled, uniform diameter, helically welded shells and
Monotubes) - This type of piling may be considered in cases where a friction pile is
appropriate and there are no hard layers anticipated in driving piling.

Note to Designers: Precast Prestressed Piles are not permitted on MDOT SHA structures due to
the erratic length of piling and the inability to economically splice these piles.
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Driven Piles

Driven piles consist of Steel H-piles, steel pipe piles, or timber piles. Only one type of pile shall
be used on each individual substructure unit. However, different substructure units of the same
structure may have different foundation types.

Bottom of footings for the bridge abutments or wing walls may be in approach embankments
provided they sit on pile-supported foundations with the pile tip elevation set in competent
in-situ soil or sound rock. Pile tips shall be applied to driven piles where warranted. Piles shall
extend below the elevation of the roadway that is being crossed.

The proposed pile spacing for design shall conform to the following:
l.  Spacing in the front row of a pile group shall not exceed 8 ft.
2. Spacing for all other rows shall not exceed twice the spacing of the front row.
3. Pile patterns shall be designed so that no piles are in tension or uplift.

Battered piles shall be used to resist all horizontal loads. The use of plumb piles to resist
horizontal loads may be considered on a case by case basis and approved by MDOT SHA prior
to the Foundation Review submission. No substructure unit shall have all the piles battered in
the same direction. (i.c. in most cases at an abutment, at least the back row of piling shall be
vertical or battered in the opposite direction). The maximum pile batter rate permitted will be
4:12, with 3:12 the desirable rate.

Augered or Drilled Piles

Augered or drilled piles consist of micropiles, reinforced cast in place drilled shafts (caissons),
and steel H-piles placed in augured holes with voids filled with concrete. Any augered or
drilled pile foundation that encounters rock shall have its final tip elevation a minimum of 10 ft
into competent rock or 5 ft into sound rock. Steel mini/pin piles shall have a 5’ deep grout bulb
below the final tip elevation.

Structural capacity of auger cast piles with steel H-pile cores shall be determined solely on the
capacity provided by the steel H-pile core without any contribution of the surrounding cast in
place concrete. The augered or drilled pile spacing shall conform to the same criteria as driven
piles, excluding mini/pin piles. Pile patterns shall be designed so that no piles are in tension or
uplift. Design strength shall be maintained for the full length of the pile.

Test Piles and Load Tests

At least one pile in each footing shall be designated as a test pile on the Plans. The test pile
shall be a plumb pile located near the centroid of the pile group it serves. The foundation report
shall indicated the recommended pile testing method.
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On structures with an overall length in excess of 250 feet over marshlands or waterways where
friction piling is being used load tests shall be utilized to verify pile capacity and lengths. Piles
should be load tested to at least twice their design load. Some larger piles may require more.

FOUNDATION REVIEW SUBMITTAL
A separate foundation report shall be prepared for each structure and submitted as part of the
Foundation Review, and it shall contain, as a minimum, the information listed below.

Approved T.S & L. Plans including a General Plan and Elevation, Plan and Elevation of each
footing and structural unit, and plotted boring and drive test logs.

In addition to the Plans a written report is to be made. It should contain an interpretation and
analysis of the proposed structure and boring and drive test data as well as definite engineering
recommendations for foundation design. The materials and conditions which may be
encountered during construction should also be discussed. The Engineer responsible for the
report preparation should have a broad enough background in engineering to have some
knowledge of the type of structures which might be used in a certain location, including their
foundation requirements and limitations. Problems of design and construction should be
anticipated and recommendations made for their solution. The recommendations should be
brief, concise, and, where possible, definite. Reasons for recommendations and their supporting
data should always be included. Extraneous data which are of no use to the designer or
Engineer in the field should be omitted. The written report should include the following items.

1. Type of Foundation: (i.e., pile or spread footing). Each substructure unit shall be
addressed separately. If it appears that there is a choice of foundation such as spread vs.
piling, then a cost analysis should be utilized for the final decision.

a. Pile Foundation
(1) Method of support - friction or end bearing, in rock or soil or both.
2) Suitable pile type - reasons for choice or exclusion of types.
(3) Pile tip elevations.

(a) Estimated - average values with range of variation if desirable.
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(b) Minimum penetration elevation - explain reasons, such as driving
through fill, negative skin friction, scour, underlying soft layers,
piles uneconomically long, etc.

Pile loadings (Design and Driving)

Settlement consideration - requirements of structure vs. soil conditions.

Cut-off elevations - water table, marine bore problems, etc.

Test pile locations.

Wave equation analysis and need for dynamic monitoring.

Load tests or pile restrikes required.

Effects on adjacent construction.

Corrosion effects of various soils and waters, and possibility of galvanic
reaction; need for pile encasement.

b. Spread Footing Foundation

(0 Elevation of footing.
2) Material on which footing is to be placed.
3) Nominal and Design {(factored) Bearing Resistance (from soil) and
Bearing Pressure (from structure).
4) Settlement analysis. (settlement shall be less than 17)
(5)  Slope stability analysis.
C. Scour Evaluation

Regardless of type of support, where applicable, all bridges over water shall be
evaluated for scour potential. After the preliminary screening, scour critical
bridges shall receive a complete scour analysis and address the following:
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Lowering the footings, spur dikes, stone blankets and revised pier
alignment.

Where pile foundations are used, piles must be driven deep enough to
assure structure stability relative to potential scour depth. (i.e. if scour
occurs will structure still be stable.) Consideration must also be given to
the potential for pile buckling due to the increased unbraced length.

Spread footings will only be used in rock or with subfoundation concrete
where it is not feasible to use piles or lower the footing enough to protect
against anticipated scour,

2. Approach Fill Consideration

Settlement of fill embankments should be considered when evaluating structure
foundations. To account for any settlement of approach fills designers should consider
removing the compressible material and replacing it with suitable backfill material,
surcharging the existing embankment (this may include the use of wick drains) to
maximize the effect of settlement prior to building the structure, drilling holes through
the fill and placing sonotubes through which H-piles could be driven, coating the pile
with bituminous material to minimize the effects of negative friction on piles or reducing
the allowable loads on the piles to account for the draw down force.

3. Construction Considerations:

a. Water table - fluctuations, control in excavations, pumping, tremie seals, etc.

b. Adjacent structures - protection against damage from excavation, pile driving,
drainage, etc.

c. Pile driving - difficulties or unusual conditions which may be encountered.

d. Excavation - control of earth slopes including shoring, sheeting, bracing, and
special procedures, variation in type of material encountered, etc.

€. Stray currents - In areas where stray currents from electric facilities may cause
rapid deterioration of the rebar, damage shall be minimized by bonding all the
rebar together and grounding the rebar system.,
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In order to address maintenance of traffic during future bridge deck replacements, all
substructure units shall be designed to support full live load with portions of the superstructure
completely removed. For purposes of design assume deck will be replaced one-half at a time.
For example, with hammerhead piers particular attention should be paid to the foundation
pressures and the reinforcement requirements between the cap and stem, and the stem and the
footer,

Designers shall also consider maintenance of traffic during future deck replacements when
establishing the superstructure typical section. A minimum of four (4) stringers should be
provided on all bridges so that there will be at least two stringers to support a single lane of
traffic when the deck is replaced in half sections.
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In order for a proprietary retaining wall to be constructed within Maryland Department of Transportation,
State Highway Administration (MDOT SHA) right-of-way, the wall must be on the list of Approved
Proprietary Retaining Walls maintained by the Office of Structures and posted on the MDOT SHA website
{(www.roads.maryland.gov). All proprietary wall systems must go through a four (4) step approval process
prior to inclusion on the list. It should be noted that the inclusion of a retaining wall system onto the
Approved Proprietary Retaining Wall list does not guarantee that it will be used on any project. In addition, a
system will only be used on projects where it is reviewed and approved by the Administration prior to
advertising and is specified in the Contract Documents.

It should be noted that the approval of a retaining wall system for inclusion on the Approved
Proprietary Retaining Wall list does not extend to approval of precast plants or to approval of the
materials used to construct the wall. All precasters and materials used on MDOT SHA projects must be
approved by MDOT SHA'’s Office of Materials Technology prior to use.

The approval process for selection and placement on the approved list is as follows:

Step 1 — Request for Inclusion

A retaining wall system representative must request in writing to the Director of the Office of
Structures, the desire to be placed on this list. The request must include enough information for
the Office of Structures to make a determination based on the following points:

» The system has a sound theoretical and practical basis for the engineers to evaluate its claimed
performance.

* Past experience in building and performance of the proposed system.

Step 2 — Wall System Information

Should the system be accepted for consideration, the wall firm representative must submit a
package which includes and satisfactorily addresses the following items:

(A) The system theory and the year it was first used;
(B) Where and how the theory was developed;
(C) Laboratory and ficld experiments which support the theory;

(D) Practical applications with descriptions and color photos. Direction to a
manufacturer’s website containing this information is acceptable.

(E) Limitations and disadvantages of the system;

(F) Any known failures of the system, including where, how and why it failed. If
applicable, include information on how the system was repaired.
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(G) List of users (other states, etc.) including contact names, addresses and phone
numbers,

(H) Details of wall elements, analysis of structural elements, design calculations,
factors of safety, estimated life, corrosion design procedure for soil reinforcement
elements, procedures for field and laboratory evaluation including instrumentation
and special requirements, if any.

(I) Sample material and construction control specifications--showing material type,
quality, certifications, field testing, acceptance and rejection criteria (tolerances)
and placement procedures,

(J) A well documented field construction manual describing in detail, and with
illustrations where necessary, the step by step construction sequence, and any
special equipment required. The document should also include repair procedures.

(K) Typical unit costs, supported by data from actual projects.

Step 3 — Design Evaluation
If, after evaluating this material, the Office of Structures finds the retaining wall system

acceptable, the wall firm must have the total system reviewed by an independent professional
engineer, registered in Maryland, and acceptable to this Office. A list of professional engineering
firms acceptable to this Office is available upon request. If the retaining wall firm selects an
engineering firm who is not on the list, the name and qualifications must be submitted to this
Office for approval.

The independent professional engineer shall at no expense to MDOT SHA, review the design concepts,
specifications, calculations, construction specifications, for compliance with AASHTO, and MDOT SHA
criteria. If the independent, professional engineer finds the wall system meets AASHTO and MDOT SHA
criteria and so documents in writing, the wall will be added to the approved list, and considered for use at
locations deemed appropriate by this Office, based on aesthetics, economy, design requirements and
constraints, etc. The independent professional engineer shall stamp the design calculations indicating that
they have been reviewed and found to be acceptable. A copy of the stamped calculations will be kept on file.

The design of the proprietary retaining wall system must follow the current AASHTO LRFD
Specifications. Design calculations should clearly indicate the date of the specifications and
interims used in the wall design.

Backfill material for proprietary walls shall consist of No. 57 stone. A phi (@) angle of 34° shall
be used for No. 57 stone during design.

The maximum approved wall height will be 50 ft.
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Step 4 — Submittal of Standard Details
Once a retaining wall system is on the Approved Proprietary Retaining Walis list, the wall firm

shall provide standard details and specifications showing panels, leveling pads or footings, earth
reinforcements, materials, coping/moment slab, cast-in-place or precast barriers, repair details, etc. for
review and approval by the Office of Structures. Once approved by the Office of Structures, they will be
stamped and kept on file. For Contracts in which the system is selected, the wall firm shall

submit construction plans, etc. using only the approved details, specifications, etc. on file. Shop

drawing review will be based on these details.

For information on what is to be included in the advertised contract documents, see GPM No. P 94-38(4),
Contract Documents for Retaining Walls,

Revisions to Approved Proprietary Retaining Walls
Should any detail, specification, etc. change during the time it is on the Approved Proprietary

Retaining Walls list, the wall firm must submit the revision for review and approval, prior to
using that revision on MDOT SHA projects. Revisions may not be submitted for projects which are
already bid.

Approval Expiration
The approval of a retaining wall system is good for 10 years from the date of acceptance. To

have the retaining wall system approval renewed, the wall system representative must request in
writing to the Director of the Office of Structures indicating any changes to the wall system since
the prior approval. An evaluation as outlined in Step 3 may be required.

The Administration reserves the right to remove a retaining wall system from the Approved Proprietary
Retaining Wall list at any time. Failure to produce substitute project details to be incorporated as a redline
revision in accordance with GPM No. P 94-38(4) will be grounds for removal from the Approved
Proprietary Retaining Wall List.
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It is imperative that when an existing structure is being incorporated into a construction project that all
problem areas with that structure be addressed in the proposed contract. If the project is being prepared by a
consultant, all these measurements, reviews and report shall be their responsibility.

Field Conditions and Geometrics to Be Verified

Field conditions and geometrics need to be checked before finalizing work. Geometric data should be made
a part of the survey request. Other data must be verified by MDOT SHA or consultant engineer at the time
of the Preliminary Field Investigation or In-depth Inspection.

The items to verify in the field for all projects are:

(1
2)
(3
@
()
(6)
(7
8)
)
(10)
(11)
(12)

Type of every roadway joint

Opening of every roadway joint (be sure we evaluate variations along each joint)
Approximate size of every joint seal

Number, locations and condition of joint troughs

Clear roadway width

Type and condition of traffic barrier and/or sidewalk
Type of fencing or railing

Endpost transitions to traffic barrier

Bridge length (including individual span lengths)

Bridge width (including shoulder widths and lane widths)
Utilities being carried by the bridge

Location of overhead and underground utilities

Additional items to verify in the field for a bridge deck replacement, superstructure replacement and
widening job are:

(D
(2)
(3
4)
(3

Skew angle of piers and abutments

Stringer spacing

Elevations at gutter line, crown of roadway and along roadway joint

Attachments to bridge (signs, lights, etc.)

For dual bridges, evaluate sister bridge for any work necessary that can be incorporated into
as planned work.

Additional items to verify in the field for a superstructure replacement and widening job are:

(1)
@)
(3)
(4)
(3

Distance between centerline of bearings of all existing supports
Dimension checks on all substructure units

Dimensions necessary to verify underclearance

Location and length of approach slab

For dual bridges, open distance between bridges
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In-depth Inspection Guidelines

The in-depth inspection shall consist of but not be limited to:

All Exposed Substructure Elements: A visual inspection shall be made to detect any cracks, their depth,
location and extent. This review shall include a check for spalling or deterioration of concrete as well as the
condition of any exposed reinforcement. A check with a hammer for unsound concrete shall be made. If
visual and hammer inspection indicate deteriorated concrete of significant size and depth, cores shall be
requested from SHA Geotechnical Exploration Division to determine if major repair or total replacement is
required.

Piling: All exposed piling shall be carefully evaluated above the water line and all areas with problems shall
be identified.

Bearings: Each bearing shall be checked for rust, corrosion, tilting, alignment, condition of elastomeric
pads, if used, or any other material or components in the bridge bearings. Check for any missing or bent
anchor bolts, make sure that bearings are functioning properly and are free to move or rotate. Indicate work
proposed for each bearing - i.e. leave as is and paint, remove and replace portion, remove and replace entire
bearing, etc.

Superstructure Steel: Every member, stringers, floor beams, diaphragms, etc. shall receive visual inspection
to check for rust, cracks, corrosion or any defects. Removal of wood planking may be required for adequate
inspection. This should be coordinated prior to the inspection. If corrosion is noticed, measurements should
be made to determine the loss of section and the capacity of the reduced section. If cracks are noticed or
suspected, U.T. inspection should be requested from MDOT SHA Metals Section to detect any existing
defects. Identify the location of all cracks.

Concrete Stringers: The same inspection procedure used for substructure concrete should be followed.

Bridge Deck: If the bridge deck is to remain, conduct inspection similar to that for deck evaluation for deck
replacement program. The visual inspection should include the wearing surface, if any, the top of deck slabs
and bottom of deck slabs where no SIP forms were used, the sidewalks and the parapets. Check for
cracking, spalling, delamination, deterioration, etc. If necessary, request testing (i.e. cores, GPR, etc.) from
MDOT SHA Office of Material Technology, and based on their recommendations, include any rehabilitation
work.

Roadway Joints: If the bridge deck is to remain, check for rusting, leakage and joint condition, and,
depending on the type joints, determine whether modification such as adding compression seal would be
needed. Trough to be added where none exists, if possible.
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Safety Features: Evaluate roadway under, if applicable, as to protection of piers, etc., need for fencing,

approach traffic barrier, etc.

Report on Findings

A report shall be prepared describing the existing structure condition and indicating a definite repair

procedure and sketches for any deficiencies found in the structure. The recommendations shall be detailed

and not general, i.e. Remove and replace 16 feet of Pier 2 cap, replace bearing #5 on Abut A, etc.

The report should include photographs, illustrating any problems. All suggested repair work shall be
evaluated and, if approved by the Director, incorporated in the construction contract.

If work for contract has been previously determined, i.e. deck is to be totally replaced, then that portion of
inspection and report shall be eliminated. However, a statement should appear in the report indicating these

previous decisions.
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General

On all projects where a proposed structure is on a non-tangent alignment, consideration shall be
given to constructing the bridge with straight stringers and parapets.

In order to determine when this is feasible, the ordinate at the inside curve gutter line should be
determined using the total length of bridge between centerlines of bearing of abutments. If this
ordinate is less than 1 foot (1'-0"), then the structure should be laid out with straight stringers and
parapets. This means that the bridge will be somewhat wider than it needs to be and the shoulder
widths on the bridge will vary, with minimum required widths maintained throughout.

When a bridge falling within a non-tangent alignment is to be constructed with a straight
superstructure, every effort should be made to construct the wingwalls on the same straight line
as the parapets. On relatively short bridges, it may be possible to lay out the wingwalls along the
same line as the bridge superstructure without exceeding the 1 foot maximum ordinate.

This is the most desirable case. If the wingwalls need to be kinked at a slight angle to the bridge
superstructure, in order to accommodate the clearances, then the size of this kinked angle will
depend upon the length of the wingwalls and the degree of roadway curvature. The clear
roadway width between wingwalls will be somewhat wider than necessary and the shoulder
widths will vary, with minimum required widths maintained throughout.

On bridges with curved superstructures, the designer should still attempt to lay out the wingwalls
straight, using the same procedure as above.

Bridges on spiral alignments represent a special case. In no case shall a bridge be constructed on
a spiral. Bridges falling into areas of spiral highway alignments, shall be laid out using one of
the following two methods.

L. A working line can be established, which is tangent to the spiral at some point,
generally near the center of the bridge. The ordinate is then determined using the
length of bridge between centerlines of abutment bearings. If this ordinate is less
than 1 foot (1'-0") then the bridge can be laid out as described above for simple
curves. Careful selection of the point of tangency for the working line is
important. This may involve some trial and error.
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2. A substitute base line can be established which will replace the spiral in the area

of the bridge with a simple curve or a series of simple curves. The substitute base
line will be offset somewhat from the original spiral alignment but for short
spirals into relatively flat curves, this offset will not significantly alter the location
of the bridge.

The substitute base line is set up by replacing the spiral with an extension of the
original tangent and a curve of constant radius. The spiral to curve (S.C.) point
then becomes a point of compound curvature. The calculations for this substitute
base line are such that the central angle of the curved portion of the substitute
base line equals the 8; of the spiral and the radius equals the short tangent of the
spiral divided by the tangent function of one half of the central angle. The length
of the tangent portion of the substitute base line equals the difference between the
long and short tangents of the spiral.

The following diagram shows the suggested method for substituting a constant
radius curve for a spiral. The simplicity of this method is offset by the fact that
for long spirals into relatively sharp curves, the substitute base line may fail a few
feet outside the spiraling alignment. For a spiral 600 feet long going into a curve
of 16 degrees the substitute base line falls a maximum of about 10 feet outside of
the spiral. When large offsets result (greater than 10 feet) the substitute base line
should be set up as a series of compound simple curves approximating the spiral.
This approximation must be determined by trial and error.
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SWPLE CURVE SUBSTITUTEDFOR SPRAL CEWTRAL AMOLE
TANGENT DISTAMCE = SHORT TANCENT DISTANCE

A Method of Substituting Simple Curves for a Spiral
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Using the replacement alignment, the ordinate to the simple curve is determined using the bridge
length between centerlines of abutment bearings. If this ordinate is less than 1 foot (1'-0™), then
the bridge superstructure can be laid out straight as described above. If the ordinate is greater
than 1 foot, then the bridge will have to be constructed with a curved superstructure.

Working Lines

In a case where a bridge falls on a non-tangent alignment, it will be necessary to establish a
working line from which to lay out the bridge. The following cases describe the manner in
which working lines are to be established. Alternate methods may be approved on a case by case
basis. However, these examples are to be followed whenever applicable.

1. A bridge constructed with a curved superstructure and radial substructure units should be
laid out off of the curved baseline.

2. A bridge constructed with a curved superstructure and non-radial substructure units
should have its superstructure laid out off of the highway curve data in the area of the
structure, and its entire substructure laid out off of a straight working line. This straight
working line will generally be a tangent to the baseline at a point near the center of the
bridge. All dimensions, angles and other geometric information for the entire
substructure should be referenced to this straight working line.

3. A bridge constructed with a straight superstructure and non-radia! substructure units
should be entirely laid out off of a straight working line. Established as noted above.

It is desirable to lay out both sides of a bridge (or all four sides of a dual bridge) off of a single
working line. However, it is not mandatory. There may be cases where it is necessary to
establish more than one working line. The use of only a single working line is preferred.

Lane Lines

The travel lines for the highway will be striped in accordance with the highway base line curve
data (either circular or spiral) through the bridge area and the shoulder widths on the bridge
would vary but never be less than the minimum established by MDOT policy.
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Alignments

Refer to GPM D-85-25(G) for the layout of bridges on non-tangent alignments. All AASHTO references are
made to Geometric Design of Highways and Streets.

Every bridge proposed on a non-tangent alignment shall be evaluated for sight distance. In order to properly
address the sight distance needs of motorists, the following criteria for structure shoulder widths shall be
used.

Sight distance on bridges shall be the distance required for stopping. For level roadway conditions, this
distance (S) shall be the value from AASHTO Exhibit 3-1. For roadways on grades (downgrades or
upgrades), use stopping sight distances from AASHTO Exhibit 3-2. The shoulder width required for sight
distance can then be calculated from the formula HSO=R{1-cos(28.655/R)] where HSO (horizontal sightline
offset) is the distance from the sight obstruction to the centerline of the inner lane, ft; R is the curve radius
for the centerline of the inside lane, ft.; S is the stopping sight distance, ft. The required Shoulder Width =
HSO-!2Inside Lane Width. Refer to AASHTO Exhibit 3-54 for additional commentary.

If the shoulder width developed from the above is less than the standard shoulder width, then no further
consideration is necessary, i.c., use the standard shoulder width.

If the shoulder width developed from the above is greater than the standard shoulder width, then the shoulder
width adjacent to the affected lane shall be increased in 6 inch increments until the sight distance criteria is
met. However, in no case shall the shoulder width exceed 12 feet. When this calculation results in a
shoulder width in excess of 12 feet, the radius of curvature should be increased or the design speed reduced
until a 12 foot shoulder satisfies the sight distance criteria. Reduction in design speed may require a design
exception.

In addition to the above, if the shoulder width required for sight distance exceeds the standard shoulder
width, the following shall be satisfied.

For One-Way Ramp Bridges With Curvature Moving From Right to Left

When the shoulder width developed from above exceeds the standard lefi-hand shoulder width and a
standard width shoulder is being provided on the right, then the following shall be addressed.

If the bridge has

(a) a DHYV less than 1100 vehicles per lane and has either
(b) a total length of over 250 feet or

(c) a span length greater than 150 feet

then the shoulder on the left-hand side shall be increased to the width of a standard right shoulder or
minimum width required for sight distance, whichever is greater (not to exceed 12 feet), and the
right-hand shoulder width shall be reduced to 4 feet.
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If the bridge does not satisfy (a) and {b) or (a) and (c), then a standard width shoulder shall be
provided on the right, and the left shoulder shall be the minimum width required for sight distance
{not to exceed 12 feet).

For One-Way Mainline Bridges With Curvature Moving From Right to Left

When the shoulder width developed from above exceeds the standard left-hand shoulder width, then a
standard width shoulder shall be provided on the right and the shoulder on the left-hand side shall be
increased to the minimum width required for sight distance (not to exceed 12 feet).

For All One-Way Bridges With Curvature Moving From Left to Right

When the shoulder width developed from above exceeds the standard right-hand shoulder width, then a
standard width shoulder shall be provided on the left and the shoulder on the right-hand side shall be
increased to the minimum width required for sight distance (not to exceed 12 feet).

For Two-Way Bridges

When the shoulder width on the inside of the curve developed from above exceeds the standard shoulder
width, then increase the shoulder width on the inside of the curve to accommodate sight distance criteria (not
to exceed 12 feet). Shoulder width on outside of curve shall be as dictated by approach roadway section
and/or bridge geometrics standard.
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The overall width and typical section of any new structure, replacement structure, or major
rehabilitation (including deck replacement, superstructure replacement, or widening) shall be
approved prior to the development of Pre-TS&L and/or TS&L plans.

The overall width and typical section shall be established by considering the following criteria:

The minimum typical section on structures shall be 32°-0”. Written approval from the
Office of Structures is required for typical sections where 32°-0” cannot be met.

Future needs as 1dentified by Office of Preliminary Planning and Engineering

MDOT Policy for Bridge Width
https://policymanual . mdot.maryland.gov/mediawiki/index.php?title=Bridge: Width)

MDOT SHA Bicycle Policy & Design Guidelines
https://www.roads.maryland.gov/OHD2/Bike_Policy and Design_Guide.pdf

MDOT SHA Context Driven Access & Mobility for All Users
https://www.roads.maryland.gov/OC/Context Driven-Access-and-Mobility-For-All-
Users.pdf

AASHTO Design Guides.

If the minimum widths identified in the above criteria cannot be met, a Design Exception must
be applied for and approved by the MDOT SHA.
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The use of fracture critical members is to be avoided wherever possible. In no case shall fracture
critical members be used unless the economics and absolute necessity of their use can be justified to
the Director who will approve their use at the Pre-T.S. & L. stage for further development.

If a structure including fracture critical members is proposed at the Pre-T.S. & L. stage, a structure
configuration, where feasible, eliminating the need for such members must also be included as one
of the Pre-T.S. & L. alternates, with dollar comparisons.

If an existing structure has fracture critical elements, and major rehabilitation is contemplated, then
the elimination of the fracture critical members by redesign shall be evaluated. Every effort shall be
made, if structure is to be widened, etc., to minimize the need to create more fracture critical
members.

When fracture critical members are used they will be clearly identified on the General Notes.
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The following are alternatives to consider when approach roadways to structures are to be overlaid:
1. Procedures when a bituminous wearing surface does not currently exist on a structure:

a. Review the General Notes of the existing plans to see if provisions have been made for
future two inches of wearing surface. If the provision for future wearing surface was
made, the superstructure elements (exclusive of deck) are in good condition, and if the
concrete deck condition is such that its preservation is not feasible by a latex concrete
overlay, then the structure may be overlaid up to the two inch thickness with hot mix
asphalt (HMA).

The existing bridge deck roadway joints and resultant exposed height of barrier on the
bridge shall be evaluated for adequacy/modification based on the proposed depth of
HMA overlay.

b. If the General Notes of the existing plans do not state that provisions for a future wearing
surface were provided for, then a structural rating analysis of the superstructure elements
in their present condition shall be performed with the dead load of the proposed overlay.

If the rating results reveal that the maximum gross weight of all the rating vehicles can
be accommodated in the inventory stress range, the proposed HMA overlay may be
permitted if the concrete deck condition is such that its preservation is not feasible by a
latex concrete overlay.

The existing bridge deck roadway joints and resultant exposed height of barrier on the
bridge shall be evaluated for adequacy/modification based on the proposed depth of
HMA overlay.

If the rating analysis shows any vehicle causing stresses within or exceeding the
operating stress range, the overlay shall be denied. The paving option for this case is to
partially or entirely remove the approach pavement section and replace it. The new
pavement elevations shall match the adjoining existing bridge deck elevations,

2. Procedures when a bituminous wearing surface exists on a structure:

a. Check the current bridge deck condition rating and if it is coded a five (5) or higher,
analyze the superstructure in its present condition to see if it can accommodate the
proposed HMA overlay. Verification of the existing wearing surface thickness shall be
made prior to the rating analysis. If the stresses do not exceed the inventory stress level
for all the rating vehicles then the proposed HMA overlay may be permitted.

The existing bridge deck roadway joints and resultant exposed height of barrier on the
bridge shall be evaluated for adequacy/modification based on the proposed depth of
HMA overlay.
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If the stresses are within or exceed the operating stress range, the overlay shall be
denied. The paving option in this case is to remove and replace the existing wearing
surface in partial or full depth.

When a bridge deck condition rating is a four (4) or less and the bridge or bridge deck is
scheduled for replacement, the structure may be overlaid with HMA if an analysis shows
the structure will not exceed the operating stress levels for all rating vehicles. The
HMA overlay shall be saw cut along the center line of the bridge roadway joints. Prior
to placing the overlay, an appropriate debris shield shall be placed between girder or
stringer flanges in spans over roadways, sidewalks, railroads, etc. until the deck or
structure is replaced.

The requirement for increased inspection frequency to annually, based on the structure
being in the operating stress range, may be waived if approved by the Deputy Director
of the Structure Inspection and Remedial Engineering Division.

When a bridge deck condition rating is a four (4) or less, not scheduled for bridge or
deck replacement, and falls within the operating stress range for any rating vehicle with
the proposed HMA overlay, the overlay shall be denied. If the bridge wearing surface is
in need of refurbishing, the paving option in this case is to remove and replace the
existing wearing surface in partial or full depth. Prior to removing the existing wearing
surface, an appropriate debris shield shall be placed between girder or stringer flanges in
spans over roadways, sidewalks, railroads, etc. until the deck or structure is replaced.
Patching of the deck may be required but keep to an absolute minimum prior to placing
the new HMA overlay.
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Selection of Roadway Joints

Every effort shall be made to minimize the number of bridge roadway joints. It shall also be the
goal of all designers to set up the fixed/expansion bearing system in a way that provides a fixed

bearing at the low end of the bridge with expansion bearings at all other substructure units. The
following list prioritizes the preferred arrangements for roadway joints and fixed bearings:

1.

Place the fixed bearing at the low end of the bridge following appropriate structural
details. Place expansion bearings at all other substructure units. Place the appropriate
expansion joint at the uphill abutment.

If the total length of bridge is too long or skew angle/length combination too severe to be
accommodated by the 6" compression seal, that is item 1 above will not satisfy,
investigate locating the fixed bearing at a pier near the center of the bridge and placing
expansion bearings at all other substructure units. Place the appropriate expansion joints
at both abutments.

If the length of bridge contributing to expansion in either direction is too long or skew
angle/length combination too severe to be accommodated by the 6" compression seal,
that item 2 above will not satisfy, investigate locating the fixed bearing at the low end of
the bridge and providing expansion bearings at all piers and the uphill abutment. Place a
1 3/4" compression seal at the low end abutment and provide a finger type joint at the
uphill abutment.

If the length of bridge contributing to expansion is too long to be accommodated by a
finger joint at the uphill abutment and a compression seal at the low end abutment, that is
item 3 above will not satisfy, investigate locating the fixed bearing at a pier near the
center of the bridge and placing expansion bearings at all other substructure units. Place
a finger joint at one or both abutments. It may not be necessary to use finger joints at
both abutments with this arrangement. If possible, the use of a finger joint at one
abutment and a compression seal at the other is preferable.

If none of the above cases can be satisfied and roadway joints are required at piers, then each
section of bridge between joints will be evaluated for roadway joints following the prioritized list
appearing in items | through 4 above.

Exceptions to this system must be clearly presented for approval at the T.S.& L. stage of review.
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All components of new highway structures shall be designed to accommodate the AASHTO
HL-93 loading as prescribed in the AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications.

All structures shall be designed to accommodate additional loadings of 25 pounds per
square foot for a future 2" wearing surface and 15 pounds per square foot when the use of
steel stay in place bridge deck forms are required.

When rehabilitation work is to be done to an existing structure that involves replacement of
the deck, then that structure must be evaluated for the above loading condition. If this
loading condition is not satisfied then the following sequence of analyses must be done. A
chart summarizing the analysis steps with load ratings of the different options should be
submitted for review to the Office of Structures.

A. If the structure is a non-composite design, then it must be analyzed by making it a
composite design to try to meet the new loading conditions.

B. If (A) above does not satisfy the loading conditions then the structure must be
analyzed by reducing the 15 pounds per square foot for steel stay in place bridge
deck forms to 9 pounds per square foot. The Plans must specify that the form
troughs must align with the transverse rebar spacing,

C. If (A) and (B) above do not satisfy the loading conditions then the structure must be
analyzed without the future 2" wearing surface.

D. If (A) through (C) above do not satisfy the loading conditions then the structure must
be analyzed by eliminating the 9 pounds per square foot for steel stay in place bridg
deck forms. The Plans must specify that wood forms must be used on the deck's
underside.

E. If (A) through (D) above do not satisfy the loading conditions then the structure must
be analyzed using lightweight concrete. The use of steel stay in place bridge deck
forms and a future wearing surface should be reconsidered here.

F. If (A) through (E) above do not satisfy the loading conditions then direction from the
Office of Structures should be requested before proceeding further.

All new pedestrian structures shall be designed for 85 pounds per square foot live load and
15 pounds per square foot for the use of steel stay in place bridge deck forms, if applicable.
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V. All new or rehabilitated vehicular superstructures shall be rated according to the procedure
dictated in GPM No. D-97-47(4). The rating shall be used to report the National Bridge
Inventory.

VI.  Existing Structures:
Refer to GPM No. D-97-47(4) — Structural Load Ratings
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In order for a proprietary noise barrier system to be considered for use on MDOT SHA right-of-
way, the barrier system must be on the list of Approved Proprietary Noise Barriers maintained by
the Office of Structures and posted on the Administration’s website (www.roads.maryland.gov).
All proprietary noise barrier systems must go through a five (5) step approval process prior to
inclusion on the list. It should be noted that the inclusion of a noise barrier system onto the
Approved Proprietary Noise Barrier list does not guarantee that it will be used on any MDOT SHA
project. In addition, a system will only be used on projects where it is reviewed and approved by
the Administration prior to advertisement and is specified in the Contract Documents.

All proprietary noise barrier systems shall use caisson foundations designed by MDOT SHA or
their design consultant, unless otherwise approved by MDOT SHA. The caisson schedule will be
provided in the contract documents.

It should be noted that the approval of a noise barrier system does not extend to approval of precast
plants or to the approval of the materials to construct the wall. All precasters and materials used on
MDOT SHA projects must be approved by MDOT SHA’s Office of Materials Technology prior to
use.

The approval process for selection and placement on the approved list is as follows:

Step 1 - Request For Inclusion

A supplier or his representative requests in writing to the Director of the Office of Structures and
the Office of Highway Development’s Noise Abatement Team the desire to be placed on this list.
The request must include enough information for the Administration to make a determination based
on the following points:

e The supplier demonstrates that they are a large enough operation to supply the necessary
wall components to a Contractor in the needed turnaround time.

* The system has a sound theoretical and practical basis for the engineers to evaluate its
claimed performance.

e The system presents an aesthetically pleasing appearance.

¢ Past experience in construction and performance of the proposed system.
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Step 2 —Noise Barrier System Information

Should the noise barrier system be accepted for consideration, the supplier or his representative
must submit a package which includes and satisfactorily addresses the following items:

A. The system theory and the year it was first used,

B.

Practical applications with descriptions and photos. Direction to a manufacturer’s
website containing this information is acceptable.

Limitations and disadvantages of the system;

. Any known failures of the system, including where, how and why it failed. If

applicable, include information on how the system was repaired,

List of users {other states, counties, etc.) including contact names, addresses and phone
numbers;

Details of noise barrier elements, analysis of structural elements, design calculations,
factors of safety, estimated life, corrosion design procedure, procedures for field and
laboratory evaluation including instrumentation and special requirements, if any;

Sample material and construction control specifications—showing material type,
quality, certifications, field testing, acceptance and rejection criteria and placement
procedures;

A well documented field construction manual describing in detail, with illustrations
where necessary, the step by step construction sequence and any special equipment
required. The document shall also include repair procedures;

I. Typical unit costs, supported by data from actual projects.

Step 3 — Design Evaluation
If, after evaluating this material, MDOT SHA finds it acceptable, the supplier must have the total

system reviewed by an independent professional engineer, registered in Maryland, and acceptable
to this Office. A list of professional engineering firms acceptable to this Office is available upon
request. If the supplier selects an engineering firm who is not on the list, the name and
qualifications must be submitted to this Office for approval.
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The independent professional engineer shall, at no expense to MDOT SHA, review the design
concepts, specifications, calculations, construction specifications, for compliance with AASHTO
and SHA criteria. If the independent, professional engineer finds the barrier system meets
AASHTO and SHA criteria and so documents in writing, the barrier will then be evaluated for
aesthetics and constructability. The independent professional engineer shall stamp the design
calculations and plans indicating that they have been reviewed and found to be acceptable. A copy
of the stamped calculations and plans will be kept on file.

The design of the proprietary noise barrier system must follow the current AASHTO Specifications.
Design calculations should clearly indicate the date of the specifications and interims used in the
wall design.

A two-degree rotation of panels and posts at the top of the foundation (caissons) shall be assumed
and the additional moment caused by dead load shall be considered.

If the proposed system contains a restrained panel, it shall be reinforced for the additional forces
caused by the panel restraint.

Step 4 — Aesthetic Evaluation

For this evaluation, the supplier shall, at no expense to MDOT SHA, furnish and erect a sample
barrier at MDOT SHA’s Office of Traffic and Safety in Hanover, Maryland. Plans for posts and
foundations which are available at this site may be obtained from the Office of Highway
Development’s Noise Abatement Team. The date of the sample barrier erection must be
coordinated with the Office of Structures and the Office of Highway Development’s Noise
Abatement Team. The sample barrier shall remain erected for two weeks, unless directed otherwise
by MDOT SHA, and then be removed by the supplier, at no expense to MDOT SHA. In lieu of the
sample barrier, the supplier may provide the location of an actual noise barrier in service within 100
miles of the city of Baltimore. This wall must be of the same design and surfacing as the barrier
proposed for consideration.

Once all of the above criteria and evaluations are successfully met, the barrier will be added to the
approved list, and considered for use at locations deemed appropriate by MDOT SHA, based on
aesthetics, economy, design requirements and constraints, etc.
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Step 5 — Submittal of Standard Details
Once a noise barrier system is on the approved list, the noise barrier firm shall provide standard

details and specifications showing panels, posts, reinforcements, materials, repair details, etc., for
review and approval. Once approved by the Office of Structures and the Office of Highway
Development, they will be stamped and kept on file along with a copy of the design calculations.
For Contracts in which the system is selected, the barrier finm shall submit construction plans, etc.
using only the approved details and specifications that are on file. Shop drawing review will be
based on these details.

For information on what is to be included in the advertised contract documents, see GPM No. P-93-
37(4), Contract Documents for Noise Barriers.

Revisions to Approved Proprietary Noise Walls
Should any detail, specification, etc. change during the time it is on the Approved Proprietary Noise

Barrier list, the barrier firm must submit the revision for review and approval, prior to using that
revision on MDOT SHA projects. Revisions may not be submitted for projects which are already
bid.

Approval Expiration
The approval of a noise barrier system is good for 10 years from the date of acceptance. To have

the noise barrier system approval renewed, the noise barrier system representative must request in
writing to the Director of the Office of Structures indicating any changes to the barrier system since
the prior approval. An evaluation as outlined in Step 3 may be required.

The Administration reserves the right to remove a noise barrier system from the Approved
Proprietary Noise Barrier list at any time.
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All highway bridges in Maryland shall be load rated for both inventory and operating stress levels. Asa
minimum for ratings performed by SHA staff, all ratings shall be performed by a load rating engineer and
checked by another engineer with experience in load ratings. The load rating engineer shall be a graduate
engineer. The engineer checking the rating shall be a graduate engineer and be PE eligible. The Division Chief
in charge of the load rating program shall be a Professional Engineer.

As a minimum for ratings performed by an engineering consuitant firm, all ratings shall be performed by a load
rating engineer and checked by another engineer with experience in load ratings. The load rating engineer shall
be a graduate engineer. The engineer checking the rating shall be a professional engineer licensed in Maryland.
P.E. Stamped load rating calculations and supporting data shall be submitted to the Deputy Director, Office of
Structures — Remedial and Inspection Engineering for review and documentation.

For new bridges, the load rating shall be performed when the final design is complete. The load rating shall
appear on the advertised plans. This load rating shall be revised, if necessary following construction of the
bridge, to account for any changes to the structure as the result of addendums, red line revisions and as-built
revisions. The rating methodology to be used for rating a new bridge shall be consistent with the design
methodology used in the design of that bridge. Since all new bridges designed after October 2007 are required to
be designed by the AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD) method, all bridges designed by this
methodology shall therefore be rated using the AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Rating (LRFR) method.

For existing bridges which are undergoing a major rehabilitation and not designed by LRFD method, the load
rating or re-rating shall utilize the Load Factor Rating (LFR) method. The only exception to this is for timber
and masonry bridges, which shall continue to be rated using the Allowable Stress Rating (ASR) method.

All ratings, both in house and by Consultants, shall be performed using the LARS program. If the LARS
program is not capable of providing an accurate rating, then a request to utilize another program shall be
submitted in writing to the SHA Division Chief in charge of load ratings or the County/Local Agency Program
Manager. All final load rating computer files shall be submitted to SHA Division Chief in charge of load ratings
for storage.

For SHA bridges, a re-evaluation of the current bridge load ratings shall be done for all bridge inspections that
result in an Engineering Request. (An Engineering Request is a request made by a field inspector to have a
structural engineer perform a field inspection of a bridge element(s). The requests are usually associated with
deleterious changes to a bridge element(s) since the last inspection.) This re-evaluation may necessitate new
bridge load ratings being established. This evaluation must be documented for each Engineering Request and
shall include the date of the evaluation, who performed and checked the evaluation, and the reasons behind the
decision to perform a new load rating or not. Any required load rating shall be given a “P” priority, shall be
completed within 6 months of receipt, and rated utilizing the Load Factor Rating (LRF) method. (The Structural
Inspection and Remedial Engineering Division uses a job priority scale consisting of E, P, A, B, C, and D with
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“E” emergency being the top priority and “D” being the lowest priority.) The only exception to this is for timber
and masonry bridges, which shall continue to be rated using the Allowable Stress Rating (ASR) method.

For County/Local Agency bridges, an evaluation based on criteria contained in this GPM of the existing ratings
on all bridges shall be performed to ensure the current condition is reflected in the current rating. This
evaluation shall be documented as part of each new inspection report.

All load rating computations shall be completely documented, scanned, and inputted into the SHA Structure
Asset Management (SAM) program for future reference. The document must include inspection reports and all
calculations with support material such as rating assumptions, controlling members and the condition they were
assumed to be in, material properties and load test data if available. The required methodology for rating of
highway structures is summarized in the table below.

ORIGINAL DESIGN OR LOAD RATING OR RE-
MAJOR REHABILITATION EXISTING RATING RATING
SPECIFICATION USED METHODOLOGY
None or LRFR
Load and Resistance Factor
Design (LRFD) Load and Resistance LRFR
Factor Rating (LRFR)
None or LFR
Load Factor Design (LFD) or Allowable Stress LFR
Allowable Stress Design Rating (ASR) or
(ASD)
Load Factor Rating
(LFR) LFR
Nene or LFR
Combination of Allowable Stress LFR
Specifications (LRFD, LFD, Rating (ASR) or
ASD) or Unknown
Load Factor Rating
(LFR) LFR
ASD for Existing Tlmber and None or ASR ASR
Masonry Bridges
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Load and Resistance Factor Rating (LRFR) Procedure:

Rating shall follow the latest edition of the AASHTO “The Manual for Bridge Evaluation” (MBE)
Section 6, Part A. The rating shall be reported as a factor for the HL-93 vehicle and tons for all
other rating vehicles.

The HL-93 vehicle is the Design Load Rating Vehicle. The Legal Load Rating Vehicles shall be
rated and recorded as an Operating Rating. No Inventory Rating shall be recorded. The Permit
Load Rating Vehicles shall be rated in accordance with the Permit Load Factors shown in the MBE
Table 6A.4.5.4.2a-1 for the Routine or Annual Permit Type. No Inventory Rating shall be recorded.

If the Inventory Rating factor for the HL-93 vehicle is less than 1.0, or the Operating Rating of the
Legal Load Rating Vehicles is less than the vehicle weight, the Deputy Director — Structural
Inspection and Remedial Engineering shall be notified in writing within three (3) work days of
completion of the load rating calculations that indicate the potential need for a posting situation and
a recommendation of what the posting should be. The notification shall include the load ratings for
all legal vehicles and the same ratings using other rating methods such as ASR or LFR for
comparison. The notification should also provide ratings for site specific vehicles such as local
business and emergency vehicles. The Deputy Director shall respond to the notification in writing
within seven (7) days of receiving the notification. If a response is not received within seven (7)
days, a follow up email shall be made to the Deputy Director asking for a response to the potential
posting situation.

Load Factor Rating (LFR) Procedure:

Rating shall follow the latest edition of the AASHTO “The Manual for Bridge Evaluation” Section

6, Part B. The rating shall be reported in tons calculated for each of rating vehicles except for the
HL-93 loading.

[f the operating rating is less than any of the Legal Load Rating Vehicles” weight, the Deputy
Director — Structural Inspection and Remedial Engineering shall be notified in writing within three
(3) work days of completion of the load rating calculations that indicate the potential need for a
posting situation and a recommendation of what the posting should be. The notification shall
include the load ratings for all legal vehicles and the same ratings using other rating methods, such
as ASR or LRFR for comparison. The notification should also provide ratings for site specific
vehicles such as local business and emergency vehicles. The Deputy Director shall respond to the
notification in writing within seven (7) days of receiving the notification. If a response is not
received within seven (7) days, a follow up email shall be made to the Deputy Director asking for a
response to the potential posting situation.
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Load Rating for the Serviceability Limit State:

Load ratings shall not include serviceability computations, unless the bridge has specific concerns
related to serviceability such as unusual deformation or cracking. Generally, an existing bridge with
a successful performance history will not require a serviceability evaluation. SHA must be notified
for concurrence before considering serviceability in a load rating.

Bridges with Unknown Structural Components:

For bridges where necessary information is unavailable, such as concrete or masonry bridges with
unknown structural details, an approximate load rating may be established through an evaluation by
a qualified engineer, with the following guidelines:

» If the structure has been carrying normal traffic for an appreciable period of time, and the
current field conditions indicate no signs of structural distress from loads, the inventory and
operating rating factor for each legal vehicle may be taken as 1.0, and the ratings for the
permit vehicles shall be left blank,

e If the engineer determines that the structure shows signs of distress or otherwise feels that
engineering judgment should not apply, the SIRED will be notified and an assessment will
be made regarding the need for posting, load testing or repair.

Concrete Culverts:

For concrete culverts under at least 2.0 ft of fill, whether there are known structural details or not, a
load rating may be established through an evaluation by a qualified engineer. This engineering
judgment rating is acceptable if the structure has been carrying normal traffic for an appreciable
period of time and the current condition is fair or better with no signs of structural distress. Under
these conditions, the inventory and operating rating factor for each legal vehicle may be taken as 1.0,
and the ratings for the permit vehicles shall be left blank.

Proof Load Test Ratings:

When lack of plans and/or inability to achieve a reliable computational rating cannot be achieved,
then a proof load test may be required. Any bridge that has a successful proof load test shall have
the inventory and operating ratings indicated in tons for those vehicles. For example, the T-4 rating
would be 35 Tons Inventory and 35 Tons Operating. In addition, any of the other rating vehicles
that can be shown to induce lower stresses than the proof load vehicle, the inventory and operating
ratings can indicate the tons of the vehicles. For example, if the HS20 vehicle induces lower stresses
than the T4, then the HS20 ratings would be 36 Tons Inventory and 36 Tons Operating. Those

4ofll



M Dr Office of Structures

INSPECTION

Number:
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT QT D-97-47(4)
OF TRANSPORTATION Guidelines and Procedures
STATE HIGHWAY Memorandum —
ADMINISTRATION 03102018
. Approval:
Structural Load Ratings Sce Shect |

vehicles that cannot be shown to induce lower stresses than the proof load vehicle shall be restricted

from crossing the bridge.

Live Load Distribution Factors:

For all bridges on Interstate Routes and any other bridge carrying an ADT of 20,000 or greater, both
the legal and the permit vehicles shall be rated using multi-lane distribution factors.

bridges, multi-lane distribution factors shall be used for the legal vehicles, and a “modified

distribution factor” shall be used for the permit vehicles. The “modified distribution factor” is to be
calculated as the average of the single-lane distribution factor and the multi-lane distribution factor.

For permit vehicles on bridges with an ADT of 20,000 or greater, the “modified distribution factor”
may be used if there are only two lanes of traffic on the bridge with one lane in each direction. This

“modified distribution factor” shall not be used on two lane bridges with an ADT of 20,000 or

greater where both lanes are in the same direction.

Rating Vehicles:

All bridges are to be rated for each of the legal and permit vehicles described in the following
section. Note that the AASHTO Manual for Bridge Evaluation describes a set of Specialized

Hauling Vehicles (SHV’s) which are single-unit trucks that are legal in Maryland. However, these
vehicles have been determined to have a low probability of affecting any posting requirements that

would result from rating these vehicles. Because the Maryland Type 3 and Type 4 trucks

adequately govern the posting requirements for single-unit vehicles, the AASHTO SHV’s are not

required to be evaluated.
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RATING VEHICLES

(All numbers in circles are axle loads in 1,000 lbs i.e. 8,000 Ib axle load)

LRFR Design Vehicle (Non Permit Load rating):

@

HL-93 (SIA Items 401 and 402)

72,000 pounds include AASHTO Lane Load and tandem where applicable
(If the LRFD method was used in the design of the structure}

Legal Load Rating Vehicles:

® @

H-15 (SIA Items 403 and 404)
30,000 pounds
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12’ '] 4
O®
Type 4 — Reduced Lift Axle {10 kips maximum on lift} (SIA Items 407 and 408)
70,000 pounds

5

HS-20 (items 409 and 410)
72,000 pounds
(Evaluation not required if HL-93 is rated)
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352 (SiIA Items 411 and 412)
80,000 pounds

Permit Load Rating Vehicles:

150,000 pound Vehicle (1A Items 413 and 414)
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Permit Load Rating Vehicles - continued:

5 50

90,000 pound Permit Combination Vehicle {SIA ttems 415 and 416}

56

90,000 pound Mobile Crane Vehicle (SIA ltems 417 and 418}

0
u]

Y

5 o6 56

90,000 pound Cargo Vehicle (SIA items 419 and 420}
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Permit Load Rating Vehicles - continued:

e T

5 06 66

80,000 pound Cargo Vehicle {SIA items 421 and 422)

3’

120,000 pound Combination Vehicle (SIA Items 423 and 424)
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Permit Load Rating Vehicles - continued:

108,000 pound Mobile Crane Vehicle (SIA items 425 and 426)

8-4" |5-5"] 6~1" 55"

® ®O ®6

120,000 pound Mobile Crane Vehicle {SIA Items 427 and 428)
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Whenever design studies are begun that involve an existing structure (deck replacement,
superstructure replacement, major rehabilitation, etc.), a full evaluation of the condition of the
existing structure and the constraints associated with structure rehabilitation must be made as early
as possible so that the project can be properly scoped. All deteriorated elements and problem
details (expansion joints over piers, longitudinal joints in the travel lanes, converting simple spans
to continuous, etc.) that may cause premature deterioration must be addressed. The following steps
should be investigated at the beginning of all rehabilitation projects to minimize the need for
increasing the scope of the project as we near the advertising stage.

Review the latest inspection reports.

Make a field visit to the site to perform a structure inspection as described in GPM D-84-
28(4).

Review the bridge with SIRE personnel and include any recommended remedial repair or
painting in the rehabilitation contract.

Review the bridge with the Structure Hydrology and Hydraulics personnel and include any
recommended scour countermeasures.

Contact Project Planning to determine if additional lanes etc. are required for present or
future traffic needs.

Contact District to get their input into the scope of work required.

Contact the District Traffic Engineer to discuss what options for maintaining traffic shall be
investigated as part of the Maintenance of Traffic Alternate Analysis. The ideal
maintenance of traffic scheme for ease of construction is a detour away from the
construction area. This could include routing traffic (vehicles and/or pedestrians) over a
temporary bridge during construction. In lieu of a detour, the minimum number of lanes
and lane width that must be maintained across the structure during the construction phase
should be agreed upon at this stage. Determine any requirements that may restrict the
Contractor (work at night, temporary lane shut downs, summer construction,
incentive/disincentive, etc.) so that the budget and Ad date can be adjusted/set to reflect.

Determine if the bridge has functional concerns. If it does, determine how the bridge must
be rehabilitated to eliminate any functional concern.
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When traffic must be maintained across the bridge, set lane widths and construction gaps to
meet the minimum requirements set by the district. Allow for lap splicing of reinforcing
steel between stages of construction (in lien of mechanical reinforcing steel couplers or bent
rebars). Avoid single lane splits whenever possible.

Evaluate the affect of staged construction on emergency vehicles, school buses, businesses
etc. and coordinate any impacts through the District. If traffic must be maintained on
approach shoulders, request shoulder corings to determine if the shoulders are sufficient to
handle traffic. If the shoulders are not sufficient, the shoulders may need to be rebuilt as a
first order of work.

Find out if the lab has recently completed a structure condition survey. If not, request one to
determine the extent of chloride intrusion and concrete deterioration. In areas where the lab
reports sound concrete with high chloride content, consider chloride extraction as an
alternative to complete removal and replacement of that element.

For bridges with multiple simple spans, look at making the structure continuous for live load
and eliminate the joints and seals over the pier(s). This may also include bearing
modifications to allow the bridge to move properly (refer to GPM D-87-38(4)). A chart
shall be prepared which clearly shows the effects the continuity will have on the existing
stringers and substructure units. Cost data should be included in the chart and must include
cost for bearings, continuity connections, etc. If the structure has kinked girders at the
support, no effort shall be made to make the structure continuous. If the structure has many
s$pans then as many spans as possible shall be made continuous. Drainage troughs shall be
added under all deck joints as part of the deck replacement.

Designers should also evaluate an alternative for a superstructure replacement. In some
cases 1t may be cost effective to do a superstructure replacement in lieu of a deck
replacement with cleaning and painting of structural steel with an existing lead based paint
system on it. This is almost always the case if the stringers are going to be taken down to do
any work on the substructure units.

Evaluate the loading conditions as described in GPM D-89-40 (4).

Evaluate the existing substructure’s ability to carry the proposed loading condition in both
the final condition and the conditions developed through staged construction. These loading
conditions must be compared to the loading condition for which the bridge was designed.
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Evaluate the approach traffic barrier and attachments to the structure and make the
necessary modifications or replacement to bring the end treatments up to the latest safety
standards. For bridge deck replacements our standards for new construction should be used.

Request field surveys to verify key dimensions in the as built geometry of the existing
structure. Refer to GPM D 84-28(4).

Evaluate the constructability of the proposed scheme prior to submitting for TS&L to ensure
that what is being proposed can be built; amount of sheeting, wetlands, construction access,
temporary support of pier caps, etc.

As an alternative to any scheme developed following the above criteria, evaluate the extent
to which the existing bridge must be widened, have its alignment shifted or use mechanical
couplers (sub and super) in lieu of reinforcing steel laps, to eliminate a stage of construction.
It may be more cost effective to do a small bridge widening in conjunction with the
rehabilitation if it eliminates a stage of construction, and results in additional bridge width
that may be utilized to improve acceleration lanes, shoulder widths, etc.

Evaluate the utility situation with respect to what is on the bridge, what needs to be
maintained on the bridge, what will be affected near the bridge- especially relative to any
pile driving required.
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Care shall be taken to address the location of truss bar bend points and the number and location of
the longitudinal bars in the deck slab for bridges with varying girder/beam spacing. This situation
typically occurs on a deck replacement project that includes a widening. The tendency in this
situation has been to specify the standard deck slab for the largest girder/beam spacing.

Using this method creates a problem in the smaller spaced spans because the top bend point of the
truss bar specified for the wider spacing causes the “belly” dimension of the truss bar to be too
small to cover the necessary positive moment area. In addition, this results in the improper spacing
and location of the longitudinal bars.

To ensure the proper placement of the deck reinforcement, include both a plan and section view of
the deck slab on the bridge typical section plan sheet. The detail shall be developed in accordance
with the standard detail that applies to a particular spacing. The detail needs to show the layout of
the truss bar across each girder/beam spacing, the distribution and location of the longitudinal steel
for each girder/beam spacing, and the layout of the reinforcement at any staged construction joint if
applicable.
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The following procedures shall be used to ensure that the structure projects we advertise meet the
latest structural design requirements and are economical.

1) All Structural Reviews submitted to MDOT SHA by consultants shall have a complete
check of the work by the Prime Consultant. This includes all design work prepared by
subconsultants under the Prime Consultants agreement with MDOT SHA. The Prime
Consultant shall indicate in writing to MDOT SHA that such a review has been made
and the Prime Consuitant agrees with the design as presented on the Structural Review
Plans.

2} All structures designed in-house or by consultant shall be subjected to an independent
design check (IDC) by another consultant.

An IDC shall take place after the designer has addressed all of MDOT SHA’s Structural Review
comments. The plans shall be provided to an independent reviewer, assigned by MDOT SHA. The
review shall consist of a total check of the design of the main members, including superstructure,
piers, abutments and foundations, including any stage construction configurations which differ from
the final configuration. The scope of the IDC on structure widening, superstructure replacement,
and deck replacements shall be established at the time of review but need not include a full check of
all existing bridge elements to remain in place.

This IDC will be made by a Professional Engineer experienced in structural design and licensed in
Maryland. For both in-house and consultant bridge designs, the IDC shall be made by a consultant
who has had no previous involvement with design of any structural element in the project. When a
subconsultant prepares the structural design or any portion of the structural design, then the Prime
consultant’s review of the structural design does not satisfy the requirement of an IDC.

The results of this IDC will usually result in one of three outcomes:
1) the design is acceptable as-is
2) elements are significantly over-designed (Exceed AASHTO and OOS requirements)
3) elements are under-designed. (Do not meet AASHTO and OOS requirements)

The results of this IDC shall be documented, compared to the original design and any discrepancies
and recommendations for changes noted. The results shall be provided to the OOS project manager
for their review and comment or in the case of a consultant design, the OOS project manager shall
forward the results to the Prime Consultant for review and comment.

If the Prime Consultant and Checker cannot resolve differences relative to the IDC, then MDOT
SHA shall provide a third party to settle the dispute.
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If the bridge is determined to be acceptable as-is, then the cost of the IDC shall be the responsibility
of the MDOT SHA. If the structure is under-designed, necessary changes shall be made to the
contract documents to bring them into minimum AASHTO and OOS compliance as to design
requirements. If the structure is over-designed and significant cost savings can be achieved by
modifying the design, then these modifications shall be implemented. For consultant projects, any
such changes to correct under / over-design to an acceptable leve! shall be made to the contract
documents at no additional cost to MDOT SHA. The documented cost for an IDC that shows either
an under design or significant over design shall be reimbursed to MDOT SHA by the Prime
Consultant.

This policy may be waived for portions of design that consist of MDOT SHA standard elements
such as parapets, deck slabs and prestressed concrete planks. MDOT SHA shall be the sole judge
of the scope of services for the IDC.
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The following guidelines and procedures relate to the design of bridges containing reinforced
concrete and shall be used in conjunction with the AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications.

Concrete Design Strength

The design compressive strength for the following MDOT SHA Concrete Mixes shall be used in
the design calculations.

Mix No. 6: f’c = 4,000 psi
Mix No. 3: f'c = 3,000 psi

The design strength of any proposed concrete mix shall be 500 psi less than the specified mix
design strength to allow for the potential acceptance of individual strength tests below the specified
strength per MDOT SHA Standard Specifications.

Grade 60 Reinforcing Steel

All designs shall be performed utilizing ASTM A-615 Grade 60 steel with an allowable
fy = 60,000 psi (fs = 24,000 p.s.i.)

Number 14 and Number 18 Reinforcing Bars in Substructure Units

Whenever possible, substructure units shall be so designed that the largest reinforcing bar utilized
will be a #11 bar. If during design it is determined that #14 or #18 bars are required, then approval
in writing for their use will be required from the Director-Office of Structures before these bars are
to be used in the design of the substructure.

Minimum Reinforcing Bars in Retaining Walls and Abutment Stems

AASHTO specifications require a minimum of 1/8 square inch of horizontal reinforcement per foot
of height of retaining walls and abutments to resist the formation of temperature and shrinkage
cracks. While this is adequate for relatively small walls, it is not usually sufficient for thicker walls
to resist temperature stresses, etc. Therefore, the following minimum reinforcing shall be used:

Walls 1'-0" thick or less, use #4 @ 18" in both faces in both directions;

Walls over 1'-0" up to 3'-0", use #4 @ 12" in both faces in both directions;
Walls 3'-0" thick and over, use #5 @ 12" in both faces in both directions; and
All abutment faces, use #5 @ 12" in both faces in both directions.
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Doweling into Existing Concrete

The designer may wish to use dowel bars to tie new concrete into an existing structure. If dowels
are shown on the Plans, then they shall be at least 6” from the face of any concrete surface. The
minimum size of dowel bars shall be #6 and the diameter of the dowel holes shall be at least the
dowel bar diameter plus 1/2". When dowel bars are called for the following note shall appear on
the appropriate Plan sheet:

“Grout for dowels shall be a non-shrink epoxy grout consisting of sand and epoxy mixed
by volume according to manufacturer's recommendations and capable of developing a
minimum compressive strength of 6500 psi in 72 hours when tested in accordance with
M.S.M.T. 501. Sand for epoxy grout shall conform to Section 901.01 of the
Specifications.”

If more than one substructure unit on the same bridge is affected, these notes shall appear on only
one sheet and referenced on all others.

Spiral Reinforcing for Circular Bridge Pier Columns

All circular pier columns whose diameter is 7'-0" or less shall be designed using spiral reinforcing.
When spirals are used, include the General Notes for column spirals on the Contract plans. Circular
columns greater than 7'-0" in diameter shall not use spirals, but shall utilize another form of tie
detailing.

This requirement is based on shipping limitations. The Concrete Reinforcing Steel Institute
recommends a maximum width of 7'-4" for shipping in an effort to limit the bar bundle size to the
8'-0" maximum load width. Generally, shipping widths greater than 8'-0" require the permission of
authorities or must be shipped under special freight rates.

Hammerhead Type Piers — Cap Reinforcing Steel

All main reinforcing steel in the top of caps required for the "cantilever/corbel” portion of cap shall
be propetly anchored at ends of caps and extend continuously across the entire length of the cap.
These bars shall not be spliced, unless the lengths of the bars are such that splicing cannot be
avoided. If splicing is required, it shall be accomplished by alternating the location of the splices of
adjacent bars near the center of the cap.
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The following guidelines and procedures relate to the design of bridges containing structural steel
and shall be used in conjunction with the AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications.

Steel Selection

Grade 50 Steel shall be used for all new structural steel members.
Grade 70 Steel may be used upon approval by the Director.

Grade 50W (Weathering Steel) may be used when the conditions warrant. Bridges over water or
those in wet environments shall not use weathering steel. All weathering steel shall be painted.

Minimum Sizes of Steel Members and Welds in Bridges

All primary fabricated structural steel members, such as stringer flanges and webs, crossframes for
curved stringers, floor beams, truss members, cover plates, splice plates, stiffeners, connection
plates, etc., in the bridge superstructure shall have a minimum thickness of 1/2". All secondary
fabricated structural steel members, such as wind bracing and diaphragms, in the bridge
superstructure shall have a minimum thickness of 3/8". The minimum thickness criteria applies to
rolled sections as well as built-up members. Particular attention must be given to selecting small
rolled sections so as to avoid sections having webs, flanges or legs of less than the minimum
thickness. The only exception to the minimum thickness requirement will be for filler plates at
splices. The minimum sizes of steel members are set to allow for potential section loss over the life
of a structure.

Other minimum size criteria are as follows:

Girder Flange Width: 12" 1 All flange plates shall have a width

Girder Flange Thickness: 1" | to thickness ratio of 12 or less.

Weld Size: 5/16" (except for seal welds)

Stiffener Width: To nearest 1/2" and about 1/2" + less than distance from face

of webs to edge of flange, but not over 10 times the stiffener
thickness for Grade 50 steel.
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Haunched Girder Bridges

In an attempt to improve the appearance of our bridges, haunched girders should be considered
wherever possible. This could require adjusting the grades to accommodate the deeper girder
depth. If a structure appears to be a good candidate for haunched girders, such as a two span bridge
overpass or the long span main channels of a bridge over navigable waters, allowance should be
made early on in the project before grades are set.

At the preliminary stage, estimate the depth of the haunch to be twice the depth of the girder at mid
span and the length to be approximately one third the span length. The haunches shall come to a
point (width of the bearing) at the pier(s) and the angle at the point of the haunch shall be between
135 and 160 degrees. The dimensions can be adjusted in the final design. Provide the required
clearance over the proposed roadway, including shoulders, as well as over any future widening if
the roadway underneath allows for widening under the haunched section.

Splices in haunched girders shall be placed outside of the haunched section which may move the

splice away from the dead load inflection point (DIP). The design of the splice shall account for
additional loading introduced at the splice location.

Cover Plates on Steel Stringers
All MDOT SHA bridges utilizing steel stringers shall be designed without cover plates.
Intermediate Stiffeners for Plate Girders

The webs shall be designed without intermediate stiffeners.

Shear Connectors in Negative Moment Regions

Continuous composite stringers are to be designed as non-composite in the negative moment
regions. Beyond the point in negative moment regions where shear connectors cease to be required
by AASHTO, shear connectors shall be called for at 24-inch maximum spacing using the same
number per row and size of studs as used throughout the bridge.

On rare occasions, because of span configuration, an entire span may develop negative moment.
The same criteria indicated above shall prevail through these areas.

Shear connectors on existing steel stringers for bridges being analyzed for a deck replacement shall
be evaluated to determine if they need to be modified for use in the new bridge deck.
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Camber of Steel Beans and Plate Girders

All steel stringers of less than 50 feet span, which support concrete deck slabs, shall not be
cambered to compensate for dead load deflection or to correct for vertical curve ordinates. For
these stringers, the following note shall be placed on the contract drawings:

"No dead load and vertical curve camber is required for Beams (Girder) No. XX of Spans
No. XX. If these beams are not rolled exactly true they shall be fabricated and erected with
their concave sides down with a camber tolerance of three quarters (3/4) inch over."

All steel stringers of 50 feet span or more, which support deck slabs, shall be cambered to
compensate for dead load deflection, and vertical curve ordinates (additional camber for hump
vertical curves less for sag vertical curves). For these stringers the following note shall be placed
on the contract drawings:

"Beam (Girders) No. XX of Spans No. XX shall be cambered for dead load deflection (and
vertical curve ordinates, if applicable) to the dimensions shown on these plans. The camber
tolerance is nothing under to three quarters (3/4) inch over.”

Dead load deflections shall be computed and shown at the points corresponding to the elevations
shown on the finished roadway elevation sheets. These deflections shall be shown in a schedule, as
separate entries for weight of stringers, concrete slab, and superimposed dead loads. These
schedules shall also show the camber required for vertical curve ordinate at the same points. A
separate entry showing the total deflection for all dead loads and the correction for vertical curve
ordinate shall also be shown.

Field Splices for Steel Beams and Steel Stringers
All field splices shall be bolted.

The minimum number of field splices shall be the number of piers over which the stringer is
continuous. Designers may consider a lesser number of field splices on rolled beam bridges with
spans less than 60 feet long.
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The diagrams below show the acceptable field splice locations (marked FS) for a stringer.
Additional splices may be required due to span lengths, fabrication difficulties, etc. and each project
shall be evaluated by the designer to ensure adequate splices are supplied. (Designers must verify
with a steel fabricator the feasibility of shipping a stringer segment, with a length greater than 140
feet, to the project site prior to detailing it on the Plans.) DIP means dead load inflection point.

ACCEPTABLE FIELD SPLICE LOCATIONS

20" MIN, | 140* MAX | [20° MIN.
N o
| L
aguT, FS FS ABUT.
ONE SPAN
DIP op
O R NS O
ABUT. FS per  FS ABUT.
TWQ SPAN
oIP OP  DP o
O ! AN I Q | O
ABUT. FS per FS  FS peg FS ABUT.
THREE SPAN

(FOUR OR MORE SPANS SIMILAR)

The contract plans shall indicate the acceptable field splice locations as well as the minimum
number of field splices to be used for each stringer. If the design required more than one type of
field splice (4 columns versus 6 columns of bolts in a web splice, and/or different size splice and/or
filt plates, and/or different bolt spacing, etc.) then a separate detail will be drawn for each type of
splice. The use of tables listing different plate sizes for various types of bolted field splices is
unacceptable. Designers should make an effort to limit the number of types of bolted field splices in
a design. If the largest field splice will work geometrically at the other field splice locations, then
the designer should consider the difference in cost between the types of splices. If the difference in
cost is less than 25% of the largest field splice's cost, then the largest field splice should be used at
both locations.
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Specifying Fit Up Condition

For straight bridges where one or more support lines are skewed more than 20 degrees from normal
and horizontally curved girders meeting the requirements of AASHTO Article 6.7.2, the following
fit up conditions for the cross-frames or diaphragms shall be specified on the contract plans.

o Steel Dead Load Fit (SDLF) for straight steel girder bridges.
o Steel Dead Load Fit (SDLF) for curved steel girder bridges.

For unusual situations where SDLF may introduce significant forces in the girders due to the
application of the bridge deck and parapets and railings, a request may be submitted to the Director
of the Office of Structures to use an alternative fit up condition such as Total Dead Load Fit
(TDLF). Any submitted request must clearly document the advantages / disadvantages of one
method over another from a stress and cost perspective.
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The following guidelines and procedures relate to the design of bridges containing prestressed
concrete and shall be used in conjunction with the AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications.

Concrete for Prestressed Girders and Slabs

The minimum 28-day compressive concrete strength specified for all prestressed concrete girders
and slabs shall be 8000 psi. The designers shall use 7000 psi for all design calculations. The
minimum compressive strength at the transfer of prestress shall be 5800 psi.

The use of lightweight concrete in prestressed concrete elements is prohibited.

Use Self Consolidating Concrete (SCC) for all prestressed concrete girders and slabs.

Prestressing Strands

Use bright 2" diameter 7-wire low relaxation strands for all prestressed concrete girders and slabs.
The minimum center-to-center spacing of all strands shall be 2”.

Strands shall be placed either straight or harped. Based on the recommendations of the PCI manual
(PCI3.3.2.2.2), the slope of harped strands shall not exceed 9 degrees. Hold down forces at any
single harping point shall not exceed 48 kips. In most cases, approximately 12 strands or less can
be harped at one point to meet this provision. If more than 48 kips of hold down force is needed for
all of the harped strands, the strands that are to be harped shall grouped into multiple harping points
that are separated by a minimum of 5 feet.

Debonding any strands in prestressed concrete girders and slabs is prohibited.

For the final design of all prestressed concrete girders and slabs, the refined time-dependent losses
in AASHTO-LRFD 5.9.5.4 shall be calculated in lieu of the approximate time-dependent losses in
AASHTO-LRFD 5.9.5.3. The following assumptions shall be made:

1. Relative humidity (H) = 75% for Districts 1 and 2, 70% for Baltimore City and Districts
3,4,5,6,and 7

2. Age at Transfer (t; } = | day

3. Age at deck placement (tq) = 28 days

4. Final Age (tf) = 36,525 days (100 years)
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Mild Reinforcement

For prestressed concrete slabs, only #5 or #6 sized bars can be utilized for the design. For
prestressed concrete girders with span lengths less than 150 feet, only #4 or #5 sized bars can be
utilized for the design. A note shall be added to the plans to allow a contractor to substitute #3 or
#4 bars for the required bars as long as the spacing of the bars is adjusted to match the area of steel
per foot of girder.

The minimum center to center spacing of any mild reinforcement bars within prestressed concrete
girders and slabs shall be 3”.

Minimum clear cover for all mild reinforcing steel shall meet the following:

TYPE OF ELEMENT LOCATION CLEAR COVER
Prestressed concrete slabs Entire perimeter 2"
At the bottom of bottom flange 2%
. 1 %47, if #4 bars are used
Prestressed concrete girders Around the web and top flange 1 1/8”, if #5 bars are used
Everywhere else 2”

When determining the final shear resistance for all prestressed concrete girders and slabs, the
general procedure in AASHTO-LRFD 5.8.3.4.2 shall be calculated in lieu of the simplified
procedure in AASHTO-LRFD 5.8.3.4.3.

If the maximum bar size (#5) at the minimum spacing (3”) is utilized in the design of some
prestressed girders, it may be impossible to conform to the provision in AASHTO-LRFD 5.10.10
for the pretensioned end anchorage zones. If this is the case, the area of reinforcement for end
anchorage shall be calculated using all stirrups within a distance of “h” (in lieu of h/4 from
AASHTO-LRFD) from the end of the girder, where “h” is the depth of the girder. In all cases, the
stirrup reinforcement for prestressed girders shall be spaced at 3” for a distance of “h” from the end
of the beam.
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Diaphragms

For prestressed concrete girders with a span length between 50 and 100 feet, a single diaphragm
shall be place at the midspan of the girders. For prestressed concrete girders with a span length
greater than 100 feet, three diaphragms shall be placed at the quarter points of the girders. All
diaphragms shall be oriented to be parallel with the centerline of bearing.

The plans shall show cast-in-place concrete details for these elements. At the request of the
contractor or if accelerated bridge construction methods are required, the use of precast concrete
diaphragms can be utilized. The use of steel diaphragms on prestressed girders is prohibited.

Making spans continuous for live loads

In new multiple span prestressed girders and slabs, the superstructure elements may be connected
together to make them continuous for superimposed dead loads and live loads. The girders or slabs
and the non-composite dead loads shall be designed and constructed as simply supported beams.

To make the connection between simply supported beams the provision of AASHTO-LRFD
5.14.1.4 will be used. Reinforcement bars (in lien of the strands or any other system) shall be used
to make the connection at the bottom of the girders over the pier as specified in AASHTO-LRFD
5.14.1.4.9b. The age of the girder or slab when continuity is established shall be assumed to be 28
days. Thus, the assumptions in AASHTO-LRFD 5.14.1.4.4 cannot be applied and a positive
restraint moment must be calculated using the following assumptions:

Girder concrete ultimate creep coefficient = 2.4

Girder concrete ultimate shrinkage = 750 microstrands

Deck concrete ultimate shrinkage = 550 microstrands

Time between tensioning of strand and prestress transfer = | day

Time between prestress transfer and establishment of continuity = 28 days

Time between prestress transfer and placement of deck = 31 days

The restraining effect of the slab reinforcement on shrinkage will not be considered.

N e o

For in-house designs, there is a post processor portion of Merlin-Dash that designs this connection
using these assumptions as default settings.

Camber and Haunch Depth

Camber calculations for prestressed girders and slabs shall not include the effects of future wearing
surfaces.
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Since the camber calculations for concrete girders assume a minimum concrete strength, the camber
values may be different from actual girder. If the concrete strength of the girder is higher than the
minimum strength, the girder will achieve less camber. To account for differences in the camber,
the haunch depth of the girder (the distance between the top of girder and bottom of deck) will vary
along the length of the girder. Using the theoretical camber values, the vertical profile of the
bridge, and the cross slope of the roadway, designers should determine the haunch depth at the
centerline of the support bearings to achieve a 1” minimum haunch at mid-span of the girder on the
outside edge of the flange. This 1” minimum haunch should be calculated assuming that the deck
and diaphragms have already been poured and the girders have deflected from their full weight.

See sketch below.

€ BEARING —*1
ABUTMENT B

|—— T BEARING TOP OF DECK SLAB
ABUTMENT A

HAUNCH HEIGHT

AT 1 BEARING & = Lo
' crotr . =
. 0P OF GIBRER AFTER
ESd 11 ACING %E AB
w AND DMPHRAGM
107 g%, QEgcR pecont, TR
DIAPHRAGHM esils € GIRDER
CAMBER DIAGRAM 2/ MIN, BAUNCH AT MIDSPAN
SCALE: NONE &¥,7MAX, HAUNCH AT (€ BEARINGS
NOTES FOR CAMBER: 4.6%
. *D'IS MEASURED FROM THE TOP OF DECK SLAB T0 TOP OF — L-
CIRDER AT T BEARINCS,
2, SUPERIMPOSED DEAD LOAD (S.D.L.} INCLUDES THE EFFECTS

QF THE COMCRETE PARAPET, IT DQES NOT INCLUDE THE
EFFECT OF THE FUTURE WEARING SURFACE. —

3, CAMBER DUE TO PRESTRESS FORCE PLUS DECK SLAB DEAD LOAD
TO BE CHECKED IN THE FIELD PRIOR TO FLACEMENT OF

AB b
BY ADJUSTING THE HAUNCH CEFTH OF THZ DECK SLAB TO
ACCOMMODATE ANY CIFFERENCE BETWEEM THE PRAFOSED
AND ACTUAL CAMBER AND DEFLECTIONS,  MIN. HAUNCH AT MIDSPAN
4, PRESTRESS CAMBER AND DEAD 1 0AD DEFLECTION DATA SHOWN
ARE THEORETICAL AND WILL YARY DEPENQING ON TE
STRENGTH, STORAGE TIME, VARBLE PRESTRESSING CONDmONS ETC.

S, THE CAMBER AND DEAD LOAD DEFLECTION DATA SHOWN ARE_THE
THEORETICAL vatUEs FOR THE ENTIRE BRIDGE DECK SLAB AFTER
ALL STAGES OF CONSTRUCTION,

6. GIRDER DEFLECTIONS SHALL BE CHECKED AFTER DECK SLAB POURS
AND THE SCREED SETTINGS FOR SUBSECUENT POURS SHALL BE
MODIFIED AS REQUIRED SUBJECT FO THE APPROVAL OF THE ENGINEER.

T. VERTICAL CURVE CAMBER WiLL BE HANDLED BY VARYING THE HAUNCH DEPTH.
a. THE HAUNCH DEPTH WiLL VARY OVER THE TOF FLANGE DUE 7O

THE CROSS SLOPE 1N THE DELK. THE HAUNCH DEETH SHALL
BE NO LESS FHAN I'AT THE EUGE OF THE TOP FLANGE. GIRDER SECTION

SCALE: NONE

When designing the girder, a 1 haunch depth shall be used to determine the section properties of
the composite girder. The maximum haunch depth shall be used when determining its uniform
weight over the length of the beam.
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The following guidelines and procedures relate to the design of retaining/wing walls and shall be
used in conjunction with the AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications.

Geometric Design Criteria

Retaining/Wing Wall geometry shall be established in accordance with the following:

A. The length of proposed retaining/wing walls shall be set so that the wall extends a minimum
of 1’-6” beyond the location where the contours intersect.

B. Retaining/wing walls on curved horizontal alignments may be constructed on chords, unless
otherwise stated, provided the angle of deflection between segments does not exceed 5
degrees.

C. The horizontal offset of the wall from the baseline shall not change abruptly. All changes in
offset shall be accomplished using curves or chorded construction as described above.

D. The top of retaining/wing walls shall not be stepped or contain sharp breaks in slope to
accomplish a change in elevation. The top shall be level or shall vary using a smooth linear
or curved transition.

E. The completed retaining/wing wall, and all associated structural elements, shall be located
entirely within the Administration’s Right-of-Way. Construction easements shall only be
used to facilitate construction efforts.

F. The ground line behind the retaining/wing wall shall be placed a minimum of 9” below the
top of the wall, unless a barrier is required on top of the wall.

G. The retaining/wing wall footing shall be extended to the end of the wall (we are no longer
providing a 5’ overhang).

Structural Details for Retaining Walls/Wing Walls

MDOT SHA Structural Details shall be utilized whenever possible. If the Structural Details are
modified in any way; the details shall be removed from the Detail section of the plans and
included with the wall drawings as a non-standard element.

The following structural details shall be used where appropriate:
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. On all projects proposing the use of cantilever CIP retaining/wing walls with either a two-
foot surcharge or a maximum 2:1 sloping backfill, the appropriate Retaining Wall
Structural Detail (RW-101 through RW-109) shall be evaluated for the design of these
retaining walls and wing walls. It is the responsibility of the designer to evaluate the
project parameters to determine if the Structural Details are applicable. Parameters that
may inhibit the use of the Structural Details include, but are not limited to, geometric
restrictions, wall height, soil conditions, right-of-way requirements, traffic impact, and
special aesthetics. If the Structural Details are not utilized, documentation as to why they
are not being incorporated into the plans must be submitted to the Director of the Office of
Structures for concurrence. If no constraints exist, the retaining wall and/or wing wall
shall be selected using the appropriate Structural Details.

If the retaining/wing wall is on piles, a pile layout, add all normal pile notes including
size, estimated tip, design load, etc., must be included in the Contract Plans for each wall,
using Detail No. RW-108 or RW-109 as guidance for the pile spacing. The pile layout
must include the layout of the 3 - #6’s each way over the piles.

For retaining walls supporting roadways and adjacent to the shoulder, an F-Shape Barrier
shall be placed on top of the proposed retaining wall. The height of the proposed barrier
shall be 42” in accordance with the roadway design requirements.

. For retaining walls adjacent to and supporting sidewalks, a 2°-8” vertical face barrier with
a one strand rail resulting in a combined barrier height of 3°-6” shall be utilized. Where
fencing is required, the one strand railing shall be eliminated, and a Type II or Ormamental
Fence shall be placed on top of the barrier in accordance with the Structural Details.

For barriers placed on top of MSE walls, a moment slab shall be utilized to resist the
horizontal loads applied to the barrier. The moment slab and barrier shall be cast-in-place.
The moment slab may not be part of the roadway surface.

For retaining walls (excluding wing walls) supporting private property or other facilities
that are accessible to pedestrians, fencing shall be provided on top of the wall. The
minimum height of the fence shall be 3’-0” and detailed in accordance with the Structural
Details. If an ornamental fence is required per the structures aesthetic specifications, the
fencing details shall be developed in accordance with those requirements.

. All retaining/wing walls shall contain the appropriate details for drainage. The drainage
system for cast-in-place cantilever walls shall be in accordance with Detail No. RW(0.01)-
80-100.
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Design Alternates for Retaining Walls

The design for permanent retaining walls shall follow one of the following alternates. Only one
alternate shall be used per wall location.

Cast-in-Place (CIP) Cantilever Retaining Walls

CIP Walls shall designed and detailed in accordance with Structural Detail Nos.
RW(6.02)-83-133 through RW(6.14)-89-201, when possible. It shall be noted that the Structural
Details have been developed without a traffic impact load (or barrier). The Designer must
modify the wall design to meet current code for traffic impact when supporting a roadway.

Proprietary Retaining Walls

Proprietary retaining walls shall be designed and detailed in accordance with the manufacturer’s
approved details. The list of proprietary retaining wall systems that have been approved by the
Administration are located on the Administration’s website www.marylandroads.com under the
section Business with SHA.

A. Mechanically Stabilized Earth (MSE) retaining walls that are to be placed adjacent to
streams, floodplains, SWM ponds, or other water features shall be placed so that no stream
flows up to the 100 yr flood elevation or standing water comes in contact with the face of the
wall. A solid concrete barrier may be designed to protect the base of the wall and shall
contain the appropriate scour countermeasures.

B. The leveling pads for proprietary retaining walls shall be cast-in-place concrete. They are
considered spread footings and shall follow the design requirements for spread footings.

C. The reinforced zone backfill for Mechanically Stabilized Earth (MSE) walls shall be
comprised of No. 57 stone. A phi angle of 34 degrees shall be used for No. 57 stone in the
design calculations.

Top-Down Retaining Walls.

Top-down retaining walls shall be designed and detailed in accordance with AASHTO and the
following:

A. All loads shall be resisted by the soldier piles, lagging, or other elements in direct contact
with the retained soil.

B. Only concrete lagging shall be used for permanent retaining walls. The use of type of
timber lagging will not be permitted.
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C. A concrete facing shall be provided that will not be considered structural in nature. The
aesthetic finish for the concrete facing shall be as outlined in the contract documents.

D. Portions of permanent steel elements, which are exposed after excavation, shall be coated in
accordance with Section 465.
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