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PROJECT	COMMITMENTS	

Replacement of Bridge Nos. 227 & 213 on Capital Boulevard (US 70/US 401/NC 50)
At Peace Street and Wade Avenue (US 70/NC 50) and Revise the Interchanges

Wake County

WBS No. 42263.1.1

Federal-Aid Project BRNHS-0070(119)/BRSTP-0070(149)
TIP Project B-5121/B-5317

All commitments developed during the project development and design phase are listed below.

North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) Transportation Program Management:

NCDOT will coordinate with the City of Raleigh to prepare a Memorandum of Agreement. The
MOA will include a list of betterments that will be paid for by the City.

NCDOT Geotechnical Unit:

A geotechnical report will be prepared for the B-5121/B-5317 study area during final design.
Impacts to potential hazardous material sites will be determined at that time.

NCDOT Hydraulics Unit:

The Hydraulics Unit will coordinate with the NC Floodplain Mapping Program (FMP), to
determine status of project with regard to applicability of NCDOT’S Memorandum of Agreement, or
approval of a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) and subsequent final Letter of Map Revision
(LOMR).

NCDOT Division 5:

This project involves construction activities on or adjacent to FEMA-regulated stream(s).
Therefore, the Division shall submit sealed as-built construction plans to the Hydraulics Unit upon
completion of project construction, certifying that the drainage structure(s) and roadway embankment
that are located within the 100-year floodplain were built as shown in the construction plans, both
horizontally and vertically.

NCDOT Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit & Division 5:

If it is determined that a utility relocation will be required within the Raleigh & Gaston Railroad
historic boundary, NCDOT will coordinate further with the Historic Preservation Office (HPO).
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1.0 Type	of	Action	

This Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is a Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
administrative action.

The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) and FHWA have determined that the
preferred alternatives (Alternative P-5 and W-Base) for this project will not have significant
adverse impacts on the human or natural environments.  This FONSI is based on the
Environmental Assessment (EA), which was independently evaluated by the FHWA and
determined to adequately and accurately discuss the environmental issues and impacts of the
proposed project.  After the EA was distributed, NCDOT announced and held a public hearing on
April 22, 2014.  Citizen comments were recorded and considered (see Section 7.3) prior to final
decisions being made.  The EA was approved by the FHWA on December 30, 2013 and provides
sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact Statement is not
required.

2.0 Description	of	Proposed	Action	

The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) proposes to replace the bridges and
revise the interchanges at two adjacent interchanges on Capital Boulevard (US 70/US 401/NC
50) approximately 0.7 mile apart: Bridge No. 227 at Capital Boulevard/Peace Street (Project B-
5121) and Bridge No. 213 at Capital Boulevard/Wade Avenue (US 70/NC 50) (Project B-5317).
The proposed projects are included in the NCDOT current 2012-2020 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) (September 2014) and are programmed for right of way
acquisition beginning in Fiscal Year (FY) 2015 and construction beginning in FY 2016. Figure 1
shows the project vicinity. The primary purpose of Project B-5121/B-5317 is to replace Bridge
Nos. 227 and 213 in a timely manner since they are nearing the end of their design lives.
Another desirable outcome is to improve the geometry of the interchanges.

Both bridges are deteriorating due to the age of the superstructure and substructure
components. Bridge No. 227 carrying Capital Boulevard over Peace Street (Project B-5121) is a
half-cloverleaf interchange built in 1948 with a Federal sufficiency rating of 43.9 out of a
possible 100 (as of October 2013). Bridge No. 213 carrying Wade Avenue over Capital Boulevard
(Project B-5317) is a trumpet interchange built in 1954 with a Federal sufficiency rating of 27.75
out of a possible 100 (as of November 2013). Both bridges are classified as “structurally
deficient” due to age. Due to the cost and potential safety concerns of continuing to maintain
the current bridges, the FHWA and NCDOT have identified a need to replace Bridge Nos. 227
and 213 through the FHWA Highway Bridge Program (HBP).



B-5121/B-5317
Finding of No Significant Impact 2

The geometry of the current interchanges is less than desirable. Potential improvements to the
geometry may include increasing the radii of the interchange loops and ramps, lengthening the
acceleration and deceleration lanes, lengthening the weave sections, improving grades on the
ramps and loops, and increasing turn bay storage lengths.

Table 1 summarizes the estimated costs for the Project B-5121/B-5317 preferred alternatives.

Table 1.  Cost Estimate

Item	 P5	(B-5121)	 W-Base	(B-5317)	

Construction $15,200,000 $6,000,000

Right of Way $19,116,000 $347,000

Utilities $8,270,000 $1,966,000

Total Project Cost $42,586,000 $8,313,000

The City of Raleigh has agreed to pay for the difference between Alternative P-Base and
Alternative P5. The current estimated cost of Alternative P-Base is $31,776,000. Therefore, the
City’s estimated cost is $10,810,000.

Table 2.  STIP Cost Estimate (Current 2012-2020 STIP, September 2014)

Item	
P5	(B-5121)	 W-Base	(B-5317)	

Funded	FY	
2012	–	2020	

Unfunded	
(Future	Years)	

Funded	FY	
2012	–	2020	

Unfunded	
(Future	Years)	

Construction $11,900,000 $3,500,000 $11,900,000 $9,700,000
Right of Way $9,900,000 $7,800,000 $300,000 $4,500,000

Utilities $4,300,000 $0 $1,541,000 $3,094,000

Total Project Cost $26,100,000 $11,300,000 $13,741,000 $17,294,000

3.0 Alternatives	Considered	

Between the beginning of the project and selection of alternatives to carry forward for detailed
study, a total of ten alternatives were developed at the Peace Street interchange, and nine
alternatives were developed at the Wade Avenue interchange.

Three conceptual options for the Peace Street interchange and four conceptual options for the
Wade Avenue interchange were presented at the September 2011 public meeting. Following the
meeting, functional designs of all seven alternatives were developed for the purpose of
estimating preliminary costs and impacts. Several new alternatives were proposed based on
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input from the public and to minimize impacts to historic resources and businesses. Two
alternatives for the Peace Street interchange and four alternatives for the Wade Avenue
interchange were shown at the second public meeting in October 2012.

Following the public meeting comment period and a meeting with the State Historic
Preservation Office in January 2013, three new alternatives were considered and five were
eliminated. Preliminary designs were developed for the following four detailed study
alternatives, which were presented at the November 2013 public meeting:

Peace Street Interchange
· Alternative P-Base – half cloverleaf

· Alternative P5 – square loop/ramps

Wade Avenue Interchange
· Alternative W-Base – trumpet

· Alternative W2c – diamond/trumpet

The same four alternatives were shown at the public hearing in April 2014, with Alternatives P5
and W-Base presented as “recommended alternatives.”

Based on the available funding, which is designated for bridge replacements, NCDOT will pay for
the two base alternatives (P-Base and W-Base). At the Peace Street interchange, the City of
Raleigh prefers Alternative P5, and will provide funding for the differential between Alternative
P-Base and P5. NCDOT does not object to selecting Alternative P5, and therefore recommends
Alternative P5. At the Wade Avenue interchange, only the bridge replacement funds are
available, and therefore NCDOT recommends Alternative W-Base.

4.0 Selected	Alternatives	

FHWA chooses Alternatives P-5 and W-Base as its Selected Alternatives for TIP Project
B-5121/B-5317 (Figure 2).  Alternatives P-5 and W-Base have been determined to meet the
purpose of the project without significant adverse impacts to the human or natural
environments.

5.0 Summary	of	Project	Impacts	

This section presents a description of the impacts of the Selected Alternatives (Alternatives P5
and W-Base).  Impacts for the Selected Alternatives are summarized in Table 2.



B-5121/B-5317
Finding of No Significant Impact 4

Table 3.  Summary of Impacts for Selected Alternatives
Topic Potential Impact

Alternative P5 (B-5121) Alternative W-Base (B-5317)
Length (miles) 0.3 miles 0.3 miles
Railroad Crossings1 0 0
Wetland Impacts (acres) 0 0

100-Year Floodplain Crossings
2.0 acres affected; no FEMA

coordination anticipated
0.2 acres; no FEMA

coordination anticipated

Stream Impacts (linear feet)
Extend existing culvert for Pigeon

House Branch by 46 linear feet
No impact

Riparian Buffer Impacts (square feet) 2,639 0
Water Supply Watersheds 0 0
Federal Listed Species 2 No effect No effect

Historic Properties Affected

No Adverse Effect – Raleigh
Cotton Mill

Raleigh & Gaston Railroad

No Effect

Archaeological Sites Affected No effect No effect

Section 4(f) Resources 3
De minimis impact – Raleigh

Cotton Mill and
Raleigh & Gaston Railroad

No effect

Residential Relocations 0 0
Business Relocations 12 1
Institutional Relocations 0 0

Total Relocations 12 1
Schools Affected 0 0
Recreation Areas and Parks Affected 0 0
Churches Affected 0 0
Cemeteries Affected 0 0

Environmental Justice Impacts
No disproportionately high and
adverse impacts to minority or

low-income populations

No disproportionately high
and adverse impacts to

minority or
low-income populations

Wildlife Refuges or Gamelands 0 0
Forest Impacts (acres) 0 0
Air Quality Impacts 4 None None
Noise Impacts 1 impacted receptor 1 impacted receptor
Hazardous Waste Sites 5 13 15

1 No existing railroads cross this project. The Southeast High Speed Rail project proposes to cross Capital Boulevard
between Wade Avenue and Peace Street.
2 None of the three federally-listed species in Wake County have been documented within one mile of (nor has critical
habitat been designated in) the project area.  This project is anticipated to have no effect on the red-cockaded
woodpecker, Michaux’s sumac, and dwarf wedgemussel.
3 De minimis finding by FHWA for impacts to the historic resources.
4 The project is located in Wake County, which is within the Raleigh-Durham-Chapel Hill maintenance area for ozone
and the Raleigh Durham nonattainment area for carbon monoxide (CO). A microscale air quality analysis was
performed for CO; none of the identified receptors experienced an exceedance of the standards. The project was
determined to have low potential for MSAT effects.
5 Twenty-eight potential underground storage tanks are located in the project area.  Actual impacts will be
determined during final design.
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Natural Resources
There are no anticipated impacts to wetlands. Alternative P5 will extend an existing culvert for
Pigeon House Branch by 46 linear feet.  The selected alternatives are not anticipated to affect
any federally protected species or federal species of concern.

The majority of the study area is comprised of maintained/disturbed communities. A small
mixed hardwood forest is located in the northeastern quadrant of the study area near Wade
Avenue. Terrestrial communities in the study area may be impacted by project construction as a
result of clearing, grading, and paving of portions of the study area. All impacts to terrestrial
communities will be to maintained/disturbed areas. Minimal impacts are anticipated to aquatic
communities.

Cultural Resources
FHWA, in consultation with the Historic Preservation Office (HPO), determined that the selected
alternatives will have No Adverse Effect with commitments on the Raleigh Cotton Mill, and the
Seaboard Air Line Turntable and Raleigh & Gaston Railroad. The selected alternatives will have
No Effect on the Noland Plumbing Company Building. Although there are four archaeological
sites within the study area, there are no known archaeological sites within the Area of Potential
Effects (APE). The selected alternatives will have No Effect on Sites 31WA491, 31WA492,
31WA527, and 31WA1448. A letter from HPO (March 2014) is in Appendix A.

A small portion of the construction of Alternative P5 is within the Raleigh & Gaston Railroad
boundary, along Peace Street east of Capital Boulevard and along Capital Boulevard south of
Peace Street. Alternative P-Base would have the same encroachment into the historic boundary.
If, during final design, it is determined that a utility relocation will be required within the historic
resource boundary, NCDOT will coordinate further with HPO.

Section 4(f)/6(f) Resources
The selected alternatives will require the use of land from the Raleigh & Gaston Railroad and the
Raleigh Cotton Mill, both listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The HPO concurred
the selected alternatives will have “no adverse effect” on both historic resources.  The use of
land from the historic resources is therefore considered to have a de minimis impact under
Section 6009(a) of SAFTEA-LU, as a result of the “no adverse effect” determination. Therefore, a
Section 4(f) evaluation is not required for the use of land from the historic resources. The signed
concurrence form for assessment of effects is included in Appendix A.

The selected alternatives will not impact any resources protected by Section 6(f) of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund Act.
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Social Effects
The selected alternatives will relocate a total of 13 businesses. There will not be any residential
relocations. There are not anticipated to be disproportionately high and adverse impacts to
minority or low-income residents or business owners as a result of the selected alternative. The
selected alternatives will not affect existing recreational facilities, schools, churches, or other
community facilities. Benefits and burdens from the project will be equitably shared among all
populations.

The City of Raleigh Police Department, Wake County Sheriff’s Department, and Wake County
Emergency Medical Services (EMS) and Fire Department use Capital Boulevard as a primary
patrol route and to respond to calls. The selected alternatives will leave Capital Boulevard,
Wade Avenue, and Peace Street open to traffic during most of construction, which will help
minimize short-term increases in response time during construction.

Economic Effects
Alternative W-Base will require one business relocation, but will retain existing traffic and
development patterns.

Most relocations required as part of Alternative P5 are located within the southwest quadrant
of the interchange. The land that remains in the “square loop” will consist of regularly shaped
blocks suitable for redevelopment, and driveways will be permitted onto the on/off ramp in the
southwest quadrant (comprised of portions of Johnson Street, Harrington Street, and the
proposed extension of Harrington Street to connect to Peace Street). According to the City,
impacting businesses in these two quadrants will not have an overall effect on the greater
downtown business district.

Land Use
The City’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan and Capital Boulevard Corridor Study envision Capital
Boulevard and West Street as a multiuse corridor with commercial, office, and some residential
areas. The Capital Boulevard Corridor Study supports a square loop design for the Capital
Boulevard/Peace Street interchange, a diamond design for the Capital Boulevard/Wade Avenue
interchange, and extending West Street over Wade Avenue.

Alternative P5 is consistent with the Capital Boulevard Corridor Study. Although Alternative W-
Base does not provide the envisioned diamond interchange, the proposed trumpet interchange
will allow the City to extend West Street over Wade Avenue, and is in all other ways consistent
with the plan. The City supports Alternatives W-Base and P5.
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The pace and intensity of redevelopment in the southwest quadrant of the Peace Street
interchange may increase as a result of building Alternative P5 due to the urban “street” nature
of the square loop, which will allow some driveway access to properties within the loop.

Indirect and Cumulative Effects
The selected alternatives are expected to have minor indirect effects on land use decisions in
the vicinity. Alternative W-Base will result in no change in travel patterns, exposure, or travel
time. Alternative P5 will increase access and exposure to new properties, but may slightly
increase travel time for drivers using this interchange. Driveway access will be limited to one
driveway per parcel, and access from Capital Boulevard and the interchange ramps may be
restricted. The selected alternatives are not expected to create a new land use or transportation
node.

Local planners expect most of the land within the vicinity to redevelop regardless of this project,
but the pace of redevelopment will likely be quicker with Alternative P5, and the type of
development at the Peace Street interchange is likely to mixed-use rather than the existing
commercial land uses.

No long-term cumulative effects are expected. Negligible short-term cumulative effects are
anticipated on travel time during construction, while portions of the existing interchanges are
closed and traffic is detoured. Local planners expect that Alternative W-Base will have a
negligible impact on the pace and type of development. Alternative P5 is likely to increase the
pace of development at the interchanges, and may result in minor cumulative effects. Direct
natural environmental impacts by NCDOT projects will be addressed by avoidance,
minimization, or mitigation, consistent with programmatic agreements with the natural
resource agencies during the Permitting process. All developments will be required to follow
local, state, and federal guidelines and permitting regulations.

Flood Hazard Evaluation
The three major drainage crossings along the project (Pigeon House Branch under Capital
Boulevard, Pigeon House Branch under Wade Avenue, and Pigeon House Branch under Peace
Street) are located within a FEMA regulated study area.

The selected alternatives are likely to create an encroachment on the existing floodplain and
floodway. Since both the culvert extension and bridge replacements are in a FEMA regulated
floodway (FIRM Map Number 3720170400J, Panel Number 1704) a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) or a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) will be required. Floodplain crossings
will be designed to minimize the floodplain encroachments as much as possible. In National
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) flood hazard areas, the final hydraulic design should strive for a
no-rise condition in the 100-year base flood elevation.
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Traffic Noise Analysis
One residential noise impact (the green space at the Cotton Mill condominiums) and one
business noise impact (the entrance to a recording studio) are anticipated for the selected
alternatives.  Temporary noise impacts during construction are also expected.  However, traffic
noise abatement is not recommended and no noise abatement measures are proposed.

Air Quality Analysis
The project is located in Wake County, which is within the Raleigh-Durham maintenance area for
carbon monoxide (CO) and within the Raleigh Durham nonattainment area for carbon monoxide
(CO), as defined by the EPA. A microscale air quality analysis was performed for CO; none of the
identified receptors experienced an exceedance of the standards. This project was determined
to have low potential for Mobile Source Air Toxic (MSAT) effects.  Temporary degradation of the
air quality in the project area may result due to dust and exhaust from construction equipment.
During construction the contractor will monitor dust conditions and implement appropriate dust
control measures as are deemed necessary.

Hazardous Materials
The study area contains 28 potential leaking underground storage tank (LUST) sites, one
potentially hazardous waste site, 22 underground storage tank (UST) sites, and ten Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) generators. Several of the sites within the study area are
on multiple lists. A geotechnical report will be prepared for the full B-5121/B-5317 study area at
a later phase in the project. Impacts to potential hazardous material sites will be determined at
that time.

Infrastructure and Utilities
The selected alternatives will likely require relocation of underground natural gas, water,
sanitary sewer, and telephone lines. It also will require relocation of above ground power lines.
Some above ground power lines may be converted to underground, which will be paid for by the
City of Raleigh. Final designs and the work zone phasing plan will accommodate the City of
Raleigh’s request to maintain water service at all times.

Construction Impacts
Reduced carrying capacity on Capital Boulevard during construction may result in a temporary
increase in emergency response time, but no long-term impacts are anticipated.  Temporary
impacts on businesses along the corridor are likely, including noise and air quality impacts.
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6.0 Permit	Clarification	

A list of permits that may be required is provided below.

§ Section 404 (Impacts to “Waters of the United States”) – Impacts to “Waters of the United
States” come under the jurisdiction of the US Corps of Engineers (USACE).  Discharges of
dredge or fill material into jurisdictional wetlands, streams, or open waters associated with
the construction of the bridge or other roadway improvements will require a Section 404
permit from USACE.  General Permit (GP) 198200031, Nationwide Permit (NWP) 14, or NWP
3 may cover the impacts to the jurisdictional wetlands and open waters within the project
study area.  Since the project impacts are not expected to exceed the NWP permit
thresholds (300 linear feet of stream impact and 0.5-acre cumulative wetland impact), an
Individual Section 404 permit is not anticipated.

§ Section 401 General Water Quality Certification – A Section 401 General Water Quality
Certification will be required for any activity that may result in a discharge into “Waters of
the United States” or for which an issuance of a federal permit is required.  The issuance of a
required Section 401 certification is a prerequisite to the issuance of a Section 404 permit.
A North Carolina Division of Water  Resources (NCDWR) Water Quality Certification would
be required with a USACE Nationwide Permit (NWP) 14, NWP 3, or General Permit (GP)
198200031.  Written authorization would be required if a USACE NWP 14 or GP 198200031
is used.  Since the project impacts are not expected to exceed the NWP impact thresholds,
an Individual Section 401 Water Quality Certification will not be required.

§ State Stormwater Permit

§ Approval from DENR Public Water Supply Plan Review Section

§ Neuse River Buffer Authorization

Final determination of permit applicability lies with the USACE and NCDWR.  After completion of
final design, NCDOT will coordinate with the regulatory agencies to obtain the necessary
permits.

7.0 Coordination	and	Comments	

The following section provides a summary of the agency coordination and public involvement
efforts that took place after approval of the EA in December 2013.

7.1 Circulation	of	the	Environmental	Assessment	

The EA for this project was approved by the NCDOT and FHWA in December 2013.  Copies of the
approved EA were circulated to the following federal, state, and local agencies for review and
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comments.  Written comments were received from agencies noted with an asterisk (*).
Comments are listed in Section 7.2, and copies of these letters are included in Appendix A.

Federal Agencies
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
U.S. Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

State Agencies
* N.C. Department of Administration – State Clearinghouse

N.C. Department of Cultural Resources – Division of Historical Resources (NCDCR – HPO)
* N.C. Department of Environmental and Natural Resources (NCDENR)
*       NCDENR - Division of Water Resources (NCDWR)
*       NCDENR - Division of Waste Management
* N.C. Division of Emergency Management – Floodplain Management Program
* N.C. Department of Agriculture

Local Agencies
* City of Raleigh

Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (CAMPO)
Wake County

The EA and the public hearing maps were available for public review at the following locations:

§ NCDOT District Office, 4009 District Drive, Raleigh

§ NCDOT Division 5 Office, 2612 N. Duke Street, Durham

§ City of Raleigh Transportation Planning Division, One Exchange Plaza, 219 Fayetteville
Street, Suite 727

§ Project website: http://www.ncdot.gov/projects/CapitalBlvdBridges

§ Public Meetings website: www.ncdot.gov/projects/publicmeetings

7.2 Agency	Comments	Received	on	the	Environmental	Assessment	

Project specific agency comments regarding the contents of the Environmental Assessment are
as follows.  Agency comment letters are in Appendix A.

· NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources – Division of Water Resources
(March 6, 2014)

- Two streams are found in the project study area: Pigeon House Branch and
Williamson Branch. These streams are both C; NSW waters of the State. The NCDWR
is very concerned with sediment and erosion impacts that could result from this

http://www.ncdot.gov/projects/CapitalBlvdBridges
http://www.ncdot.gov/projects/publicmeetings
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project. The NCDWR recommends that highly protective sediment and erosion
control BMPs be implemented to reduce the risk of nutrient runoff to these waters.
The NCDWR requests that road design plans provide treatment of the storm water
runoff through BMPs as detailed in the most recent version of NCDWR’s Stormwater
Best Management Practices.

- This project is located in the Neuse River Basin and in certain areas the work
appears to be close to Pigeon House Creek. The project will need to secure
appropriate 404 permits, 401 Certificate, Buffer authorizations, and comply as
appropriate with NCDOT’s existing individually issued NPDES stormwater permit.

Response: The selected alternatives extend existing culverts for Pigeon House
Branch by 46 linear feet, and the project may need a buffer permit. NCDOT will
continue to avoid or minimize impacts to the greatest extent practicable during final
design. Design Standards for Sensitive Watersheds will be implemented during
project construction.

· NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources – Division of Waste
Management  (March 6, 2014)

- Three potentially hazardous material sites have been identified by the Superfund
Section within a 0.5-mile radius of the Capital Boulevard/Wade Avenue interchange,
and seven sites have been identified within a 0.5-mile radius of the Capital
Boulevard/Peace Street interchange. Because the sites are open cases it is advised
that when final project configurations are selected, the files for environmental
contamination sites in close proximity to the proposed projects be reviewed to
ensure that potential health and safety issues are understood.

- The Solid Waste Section knows of no situations in the community which would
affect this project.

- There are numerous groundwater monitoring wells from various DENR programs in
this area. These wells need to be located and abandoned in accordance with 15A
NCAC 2C.0100.

- Please notify the UST section if petroleum–contaminated soil or water is
encountered. Please submit copies of groundwater monitoring well records to the
UST section as the wells may be related to current or historic UST section pollution
incidents.

Response: Additional hazardous material surveys will be performed during final
design.
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7.3 Pre-Hearing	Open	House	and	Combined	Public	Hearing	

In accordance with 23 USC 128, the North Carolina Department of Transportation certifies that a
public hearing for the subject project has been held, and the social, economic, and
environmental impacts, consistency with local community planning and goals and objectives,
and comments from individuals have been considered in the selection of the Recommended
Alternatives for the project.

The Public Hearing was an informal open house held from 4 to 7 p.m. on April 22, 2014 at the
Duke Energy Center for the Performing Arts in Raleigh. Public hearing maps for the detailed
study alternatives were placed on easels on both sides of the room. One map showed
Alternatives P5 and W-Base, and was labeled “Recommended Alternatives.” A second map
showed Alternatives P-Base and W2c.

A total of 53 citizens attended the meeting. Written comments were received from 17 citizens
and the City of Raleigh. All verbal comments from the public hearing and written comments
following the public hearing are included in Appendix B. Four of the citizen comments
supported the recommended alternatives, and thirteen requested minor design changes to
minimize impacts. The City of Raleigh letter expressed support for the recommended
alternatives, and listed several topics for further discussion during final design.

7.4 Additional	Project	Coordination	

NCDOT has continued coordinating with the City of Raleigh. The City Council has signed a
resolution committing to funding the difference in cost between Alternative P-Base and
Alternative P5. The resolution is in Appendix A. A letter from City staff supporting the
recommended alternatives is in Appendix B.

8.0 Changes	Since	the	Environmental	Assessment	

8.1 Design	Speed	

Section IV.D of the EA states that the design speed on Capital Boulevard will remain 50 mph
from north of Wade Avenue to north of Peace Street, and will be reduced to 40 mph through
the Capital Boulevard/Peace Street interchange. Following recent discussions with the City, the
design speed for the project has been reduced to 40 mph. Therefore, the text in Sections IV.C
and IV.D should be changed to the following (bold text denotes changes):

Page 20 (Section IV.C) – The posted speed limit on Capital Boulevard along the entire project
corridor will be reduced to 35 mph. The speed limits on Peace Street and Wade Avenue will
remain 35 mph.
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Page 20 (Section IV.D) – The design speed on Capital Boulevard will be 40 mph through the
entire project corridor.

8.2 Design	and	Cost	Estimates	

Since the EA, the preliminary designs have been modified as follows:

· The median has been extended farther north through the Wade Avenue interchange.
This will create a consistent typical section along Capital Boulevard between the Peace
Street and Wade Avenue interchanges. The median width matches the proposed width
in the Capital Boulevard Corridor Study, and will provide sufficient width for a future
Southeast High Speed Rail bridge pier.

· At the time of the EA, the wider outside lanes on Peace Street between the ramp
termini were proposed to be unstriped. Since that time, striping has been added.

· At the time of the EA, 14-foot sidewalks were planned along Peace Street. Since that
time, the sidewalks have been narrowed to six feet in some areas to minimize impacts
to adjacent businesses.

· At the time of the EA, sidewalks were planned on both sides of Capital Boulevard over
Peace Street. Since that time, a sidewalk will only be on the west side of Capital
Boulevard on the bridge. The sidewalk on the east side will instead follow the off- and
on-ramps, which provides a slightly shorter route for pedestrians.

· At the time of the EA, right of way along the west side of Capital Boulevard between
Dortch Street and Peace Street was at the bottom of the slope. Since that time, it has
been revised to be at the back of the sidewalk instead.

· At the time of the EA, Capital Boulevard was not affected as part of Alternative W-Base.
Since that time, the median has been widened on Capital Boulevard through the Wade
Avenue interchange, to create a continuous median from north of Wade Avenue to
south of Peace Street.

· At the time of the EA, no change of access was proposed on Capital Boulevard, and no
control of access was proposed along Peace Street or Wade Avenue. Since that time,
partial control of access is proposed along Capital Boulevard, which will limit driveways
to no more than one per property. In addition, some areas around the interchanges will
have full control of access. Some driveway access will be allowed along the “square
loop” ramps in the southwest quadrant of the Peace Street interchange.
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· At the time of the EA, the existing culvert under Peace Street was proposed to be
extended by 24 linear feet. Since that time, the culvert extension has been increased to
a total of 46 linear feet to minimize impacts on the existing driveway north of the
culvert.

 Updated construction and right of way cost estimates have been prepared for the current
preliminary designs, as listed in Table 1.

8.3 Bridge	Inspection	Report	

An updated bridge inspection report has been completed for Bridge No. 213 (Wade Avenue
interchange). Current bridge inspection reports for both interchanges are included in Appendix
C. This information will update the following sections in the EA (bold text denotes change):

Page S-1 (Executive Summary Section B, Second paragraph) – Bridge No. 213 carrying Wade
Avenue over Capital Boulevard (Project B-5317) is a trumpet interchange built in 1954 with a
Federal sufficiency rating of 27.75 out of a possible 100 (as of November 2013).

Page 3 (Section II.B, First paragraph) – Bridge No. 213 carrying Wade Avenue over Capital
Boulevard (Project B-5317) is a trumpet interchange built in 1954 with a Federal sufficiency
rating of 27.75 out of a possible 100 (as of November 2013).

Page 5 (Section II.B.1.b.5, Second paragraph) – Bridge No. 213 (Wade Avenue interchange) was
inspected in November 2013. The bridge is classified as “structurally deficient” due to
deterioration. The deck has been assessed a condition rating of 5 (“fair”), and the superstructure
and substructure are rated as 4 (“poor”). The bridge is currently posted at 23 tons for Single
Vehicle Truck and 27 tons for Truck Tractors with Semi-Trailers.

8.4 Northern	Long-Eared	Bat	

A US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) proposal for listing the Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis
septentrionalis) as an Endangered species was published in the Federal Register in October
2013. The listing will become effective on or before April, 2015.   Furthermore, this species is
included in USFWS’s current list of protected species for Wake County.  NCDOT is working
closely with the USFWS to understand how this proposed listing may impact NCDOT projects.
NCDOT will continue to coordinate appropriately with USFWS to determine if this project will
incur potential effects to the Northern long-eared bat, and how to address these potential
effects, if necessary.
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9.0 Revisions	to	the	Environmental	Assessment	

9.1 Sidewalks	

The EA states that sidewalks on Peace Street are separated from travel lanes by a narrow grass
strip, which references the existing conditions within the Capital Boulevard/Peace Street
interchange. Additional text has been added to provide information about Peace Street adjacent
to the interchange, which has a slightly different typical section.

The following text should be added as shown below (bold text denotes changes).

Page 6 (Section II.B.1.b.6, First paragraph) – Revise the paragraph: On Capital Boulevard, 6-foot
wide sidewalks are adjacent to travel lanes in both directions, including along the ramps at the
Peace Street interchange. Sidewalks on both sides of Wade Avenue leading up to and through
the Capital Boulevard interchange are separated from travel lanes by a narrow grass strip.
Sidewalks on both sides of Peace Street are separated from travel lanes by a narrow grass
strip through the interchange, and are immediately adjacent to the back of curb in the
sections east and west of the ramp termini.

9.2 Railroad	Labels	

Section IV.H of the EA states that the CSX Railroad is parallel with Capital Boulevard on the west
side and that the Norfolk Southern Railroad is parallel with Capital Boulevard on the east side.
However, this should be reversed. Therefore, the text in Section IV.H should be changed to the
following (bold text denotes changes):

Page 22 (Section IV.H, First paragraph) – No existing railroads cross this project. The Norfolk
Southern Railroad is parallel with Capital Boulevard on the west side, and has a bridge over
Wade Avenue at the western terminus of the Capital Boulevard/Wade Avenue interchange
design. The CSX Railroad is parallel with Capital Boulevard on the east side, and has a bridge
over Capital Boulevard approximately 0.4 mile south of Peace Street. The CSX Railroad also
crosses Peace Street approximately 500 feet east of Capital Boulevard.

9.3 Buffer	Impacts	

Sections V.A.2.c and V.A.2.e of the EA state that no impacts are anticipated to streams or stream
buffers. However, as stated in Section V.A.2.d, the preferred alternative at Peace Street
(Alternative P5) will extend an existing culvert for Pigeon House Branch. In the EA, the design
proposed extending the culvert by 24 linear feet. (Since that time, the culvert extension has
been increased to a total of 46 linear feet.) This stream is in the Neuse River Basin, and subject
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to buffer rule protection. Therefore, the following changes should be made (bold text denotes
changes):

Page 27 (Section V.A.2.c) – Streamside riparian zones within the study area are protected under
provisions of the Neuse River Buffer Rules administered by NCDWQ. Both streams in the study
area are subject to the buffer rule protection, and are required to maintain 50-foot wide
riparian buffers. The 50-foot wide buffer is comprised of two zones. Zone 1 extends 30 feet
landward from the top of the bank and this buffer is to remain essentially undisturbed. Zone 2
begins at the end of Zone 1 and extends an additional 20 feet landward. Zone 2 is to be
vegetated, but certain limited uses are allowed within this zone.

Page 27 (Section V.A.2.d) – There are no anticipated impacts to wetlands. Alternative P-Base will
extend existing culverts for Pigeon House Branch by 20 linear feet. Alternative P5 will extend
existing culverts for Pigeon House Branch by 46 linear feet. Alternative W2c will extend existing
culverts for Pigeon House Branch by 34 linear feet. Riparian buffer impacts for detailed study
alternatives are summarized below:

· Alternative P-Base: 3,048 sf total buffer impacts (1,531 sf Zone 1 + 1,517 sf Zone 2)
· Alternative P5: 2,639 sf total buffer impacts (1,565 sf Zone 1 + 1,074 sf Zone 2)
· Alternative W2c: 15,577 sf total buffer impacts (9,348 sf Zone 1 + 6,229 sf Zone 2)

Page 28 (Section V.A.2.e, first paragraph) – Pigeon House Branch and Williamson Branch are
subject to Neuse River Buffer Rules. Therefore, Design Standards for Sensitive Watersheds will
be implemented during project construction. NCDOT will continue to avoid or minimize impacts
to the greatest extent practicable during final design. A buffer permit may be required.

10.0 Wetlands	Finding	

In accordance with 33 CFR 328.3(b) and 23 CFR 777, one jurisdictional wetland was identified
and delineated within the project study area (Figure 3).  The wetland included the presence of
hydrophytic vegetation, the presence of hydric soils, and evidence of wetland hydrology.
Jurisdictional verification of the wetlands and streams was approved on December 12, 2011 by
the US Army Corps of Engineers. The selected alternatives will not impact any wetlands, and no
mitigation is required.
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11.0 Floodplain	Finding	

The three major drainage crossings along the project (Pigeon House Branch under Capital
Boulevard, Pigeon House Branch under Wade Avenue, and Pigeon House Branch under Peace
Street) are located within a regulated FEMA study area.

Based on portions of the proposed roadway widening, realignment, culvert extensions, and
proposed bridge occurring in a FEMA floodway, this project is likely to create an encroachment
on the existing floodplain and floodway. Since both the culvert extension and bridge
replacements are in a FEMA regulated floodway (FIRM Map Number 3720170400J, Panel
Number 1704) a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) or a Conditional Letter of Map Revision
(CLOMR) will be required. Floodplain crossings will be designed to minimize the floodplain
encroachments as much as possible. In NFIP flood hazard areas, the final hydraulic design should
strive for a no-rise condition in the 100-year base flood elevation.

12.0 Basis	for	Finding	of	No	Significant	Impact	

The EA documents a study of the impacts of the proposed project.  Based upon the EA and on
comments received from federal, state, local agencies and the general public, it is the finding of
the FHWA that this project will not have a significant adverse impact upon the human or natural
environment.  No significant impacts to natural, social, ecological, cultural, economic, or scenic
resources are expected.  The proposed project is consistent with local plans.  The project has
been extensively coordinated with federal, state, and local agencies.  In view of this evaluation,
it has been determined that a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is applicable for this
project.  Therefore, neither an Environmental Impact Statement nor further environmental
analysis is required.

The following individuals can be contacted for additional information on the proposed project:

Richard W. Hancock, P.E.
Manager
Project Development and Environmental Analysis
North Carolina Department of Transportation
1548 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548
Telephone: (919) 707-6000

John F. Sullivan III, P.E.
Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
310 New Bern Avenue, Suite 410
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
Telephone: (919) 856-4346
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AGENCY COMMENTS

N.C. Department of Environment and Natural Resources (March 14, 2014)

N.C. Division of Emergency Management (February 25, 2014)

N.C. Department of Agriculture (February 27, 2014)

N.C. Department of Cultural Resources – State Historic Preservation Office Effects Form (June
25, 2014)

City of Raleigh City Council Resolution (July 1, 2014)















































RESOLUTION NO. 2014 – 934

A RESOLUTION OF THE RALEIGH CITY COUNCIL
SUPPORTING IMPROVEMENTS TO CAPITAL BOULEVARD

WHEREAS, Capital Boulevard is a gateway corridor that provides access and mobility into
downtown Raleigh; and,

WHEREAS, Capital Boulevard is maintained by the North Carolina Department of
Transportation (NCDOT) as US 401, US 70, and NC 50; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Raleigh developed the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan to develop a
strategy for improving the corridor from Lane Street to I-440; and,

WHEREAS, NCDOT maintains bridges along Capital Boulevard at Peace Street  and at Wade
Avenue that have been determined to be both structurally deficient and functionally obsolete by
NCDOT; and,

WHEREAS, the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan proposed major reinvestments and
reconfigurations of the existing interchanges at Peace Street and at Wade Avenue for the purpose of
improving the character of the corridor and improving multimodal accessibility; and,

WHEREAS, NCDOT has worked cooperatively and proactively with the City and the public to
explore the implementation of the City’s corridor plan in conjunction with the planned replacement of
these bridges under Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Projects B-5121 and B-5317; and,

WHEREAS, NCDOT has presented multiple design alternatives at each location to the public
and to the Raleigh City Council; and,

WHEREAS, Alternate P-5 is generally consistent with the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan by
extending and realigning Harrington Street and removing the existing loops, and it facilitates the City’s
plans to restore Pigeon House Branch and Devereaux Meadow Park; and,

WHEREAS, although Alternate W-Base at Wade Avenue is not completely consistent with the
Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan, it provides improvements to the existing interchange configuration in
a cost-effective manner; and,

WHEREAS, the Raleigh City Council is committed to partnering with NCDOT to improve the
function, appearance, and safety of Capital Boulevard for our residents, our property owners, and our
visitors.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Raleigh formally endorses the
construction of Alternate P-5 at Peace Street and Alternate W-Base at Wade Avenue.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Raleigh commits to providing funding
towards the implementation of Alternate P-5 and for other betterments and upgrades requested by the
City in association with the construction of these alternatives.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Raleigh urges the North Carolina Department
of Transportation to explore additional options to enhance the appearance of these bridges as gateways
into downtown Raleigh.

Adopted: July 1, 2014

Distribution: Transportation Planning – Lamb
Transcription Services – Taylor
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PUBLIC COMMENT SUMMARY





Original Requestor Information:     Anonymous
 Comment History
Tracking Number:
Unit Name:

VXDHFUYYQP

CapBridges
Sent By: Drew S Date/Time: 5/4/2014 5:37:37 PM
Comment:
I favor the Alternative P5 since it will increase walkability and redevelopment potential in this
underutilized area of downtown. I live nearby and it is currently an unpleasant area for walking and
bicycling. If funding is a reason for selecting P-Base, then perhaps Tax Increment Financing could be
used to capture some of the redevelopment opportunities created from removing the interchanges under
the P5 scenario, thus reducing the project cost if those funds are earmarked towards paying for the
project.

Sent By: Drew S



Original Requestor Information
    Name: Charles Phaneuf
    Phone: (919)524-5663
    Email: charles@cerental.com
 Comment History
Tracking Number:
Unit Name:

M6EPYUEC3B

CapBridges
Sent By: Charles Phaneuf Date/Time: 4/29/2014 7:55:40 AM
Comment:
I own the property at 801 N. West St. I favor the Peace Street P-base and Wade Avenue W-base
options. How can I direct my vote/choice/preference to the data collection effort on this project?

mailto:charles@cerental.com


Original Requestor Information
    Name: Jeff Grimes
    Phone: (919)301-1977
    Email: grimes@alumni.duke.edu
 Comment History
Tracking Number:
Unit Name:

5LTI1XU626

CapBridges
Sent By: Jeff Grimes Date/Time: 4/16/2014 11:10:47 PM
Comment:
Dear Mr. Al-Sharawneh: I will not be able to attend the public hearing scheduled for April 22 for the
Capital Boulevard Bridge Replacement Projects, but please accept this public comment. I live in the
Glenwood-Brooklyn neighborhood of Raleigh and the effect of this project on my neighborhood is of
significant interest to me. I support the Alternative P5 over the existing configuration of the Capital
Blvd/Peace Street interchange. However, my greatest concern is that this project incorporates a design
that will improve safety for pedestrians who walk on Peace Street. I walk every day on Peace Street to
get to work and often to get to other neighborhoods or commercial areas such as Seaboard. I can attest
that this stretch of Peace Street is not safe for pedestrians. On several occasions, I have been nearly hit
by cars or had cars driving dangerously close to me. Unfortunately, I see very little consideration in the
Environmental Assessment of the pedestrian perspective. In fact, page 6 of your environmental
assessment incorrectly states that, ?Sidewalks on both sides of Wade Avenue and Peace Street are
separated from travel lanes by a narrow grass strip.? The south side of Peace Street has a section
between the Capital Blvd Bridge and the Railroad Bridge that has no separation from the travel lanes.
What I would most like to see in the design of the Capital Blvd bridge replacement is signaled
crosswalks across the redesigned Capital Blvd. onramps/offramps. Currently, no crosswalks exist
across any of the onramps or offramps, and I have personally witnessed many instances in which those
turning onto an onramp do not see pedestrians. A signaled crosswalk, when activated, would ensure
that pedestrians have a safe window of time to cross. Currentlly, none exists and it is a very dangerous
situation. This type of signal currently exists on the offramp from Wade Avenue onto Glenwood
Avenue and it should exist as part of the plan for the new Capital Blvd/Peace interchange. The growth
of commercial business along Peace Street and nearby is only going to continue. Failing to incorporate
a design that protects pedestrians would be irresponsible and put people?s safety at risk. Sincerely, Jeff
Grimes 504 Cleveland St. Raleigh, NC 27605

mailto:grimes@alumni.duke.edu












Project Number TIP B-5121 (Peace Street)                                                                                May 23rd, 2014

Ahmad Al-Sharawneh, aalsharawneh@ncdot.gov
Tony Houser, thouser@ncdot.gov

Gentlemen:

I am writing in response to the most recent proposed Bridge Replacement project as noted above.  This
currently planned project is incorporating our property at 312 W. Johnson St..  We currently have (2)
businesses in our building that are in a (3 more) year’s lease agreement with us (Hester & Hester).  We
do not have plans to sell this property, and are dissatisfied with the design choice that will disrupt our
livelihood & the businesses that operate out of this property that we have owned for quite some time
now.
We, (my Brother & I) were told the specific reasoning for the encroachment was due to the grade level
that would create difficulty on the Wake County facility that is across the street from us in being able to
access their facility at the north end of their building, thus moving the road north to accommodate the
county facility.  Would an optional consideration be; to incorporate the Gorrell property at the corner
adjacent to the Wake County facility for access purposes, thereby leaving the Johnson St. roadway in
place, as is?
We realize the City of Raleigh has redevelopment plans in their quest with this particular P-5 design and
deem a better, more useful plan of current land owner’s properties.  We disagree and would like to
continue our history & future involvement in the redevelopment process without being displaced.
We realize you are the professionals at what you do in respect to design projects that involve roads,
bridges, and properties associated with them.  We may have to succumb to what will be a project that
affects us, but are hoping that all options for we landowners are considered in the process.

Respectfully,

Reece Hester
Hester & Hester
312 W. Johnson St.
Raleigh, NC 27603
919 818 2579

mailto:aalsharawneh@ncdot.gov
mailto:thouser@ncdot.gov




















APPENDIX C

BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORTS



No

No

No

No

POOR

INSPECTION TYPE:

WAKECOUNTY BRIDGE NUMBER 910213 INSPECTION CYCLE YRS

ROUTE ACROSS M.P.US70 US401 0

LOCATION 0.3 MI.E. SR1793

SUPERSTRUCTURE

SUBSTRUCTURE

REINFORCED CONCRETE DECK GIRDERS

E.BTS&INT.BTS:2,3 & 5 RC CAP ON H-PILES;INT.BTS:RCP&B

SPANS 1@49';1@47'6;1@45'6;1@36';1@42';1@40'6

LONGITUDE LATITUDE

PRESENT CONDITION

US-70 / WADE AVE

INSPECTION DATE

PRESENT POSTING PROPOSED POSTING

OTHER SIGNS PRESENT

SIGN NOTICE 
ISSUED FOR

NUMBERED 
REQUIRED

WEIGHT LIMIT

DELINEATORS

NARROW BRIDGE

ONE LANE BRIDGE

LOW CLEARANCE

US-401 / CAPITAL BLVD

0.3 OF A MILE EAST OF SR-1793

1 @ 49' ; 1 @ 47'6 ; 1 @ 45'6 ; 1 @ 36' ; 1 @ 42' ; 1 @ 40'6

78° 38' 26.98" 35° 47' 44.90"

SV 23 TTST 27

11/25/2013

2 DELINEATORS

No

No

No

No

No
LOOKING EAST

Routine Inspection

2

Fracture Critical

Temporary Shoring

Scour Critical

Scour POA

BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

BRIDGE MANAGEMENT UNIT

ATTENTION PROMPT ACTION ISSUED



(1) STATE NAME -NORTH CAROLINA

(8) STRUCTURE NUMBER(FEDERAL)

(5) INVENTORY ROUTE (ON/UNDER) - ON

(2) STATE HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT DISTRICT 

(4) PLACE CODE

(6) FEATURE INTERSECTED -

(11)MILEPOINT

(16)LAT

(98)BORDER BRIDGE STATE CODE 

(99)BORDER BRIDGE STRUCTURE NO

(43) STRUCTURE TYPE MAIN:

(44) STRUCTURE TYPE APPR :

(45) NUMBER OF SPANS IN MAIN UNIT

(46) NUMBER OF APPROACH SPANS

(107)DECK STRUCTURE TYPE - 

TYPE - 

(108)WEARING SURFACE / PROTECTIVE SYSTEM :

(A) TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE -

(B) TYPE OF MEMBRANE        -

(C) TYPE OF DECK PROTECTION -

(27) YEAR BUILT 

(28) LANES: ON STRUCTURE UNDER STRUCTURE

(29) AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 

(30) YEAR OF ADT (109) TRUCK ADT PCT

(19) BYPASS OR DETOUR LENGTH

UNDER -

(42) TYPE OF SERVICE : ON - 

(106)YEAR RECONSTRUCTED

(3) COUNTY CODE 

(9) LOCATION

(17)LONG

(7) FACILITY CARRIED 

(48) LENGTH OF MAXIMUM SPAN 

(49) STRUCTURE LENGTH

(50)CURB OR SIDEWALK:    LEFT 

(51) BRIDGE ROADWAY WIDTH CURB TO CURB 

(52) DECK WIDTH OUT TO OUT

(32) APPROACH ROADWAY WIDTH (W/SHOULDERS)

(33) BRIDGE MEDIAN - 

(34) SKEW (35) STRUCTURE FLARED

(10) INVENTORY ROUTE MIN VERT CLEAR

(47) INVENTORY ROUTE TOTAL HORIZ CLEAR

(53) MIN VERT CLEAR OVER BRIDGE RDWY

(54) MIN VERT UNDERCLEAR REF 

(55) MIN LAT UNDERCLEAR RT REF 

(56) MIN LAT UNDERCLEAR LT REF -

(38) NAVIGATION CONTROL - 

(111)PIER PROTECTION -

(39) NAVIGATION VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

(116)VERT - LIFT BRIDGE NAV MIN VERT CLEAR 

(40) NAVIGATION HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE 

SUFFICIENCY RATING  =

STATUS =

(112)NBIS BRIDGE SYSTEM - 

(104)HIGHWAY SYSTEM

(26) FUNCTIONAL CLASS - 

(100)STRAHNET HIGHWAY -

(101)PARALLEL STRUCTURE -

(102)DIRECTION OF TRAFFIC -

(103)TEMPORARY STRUCTURE - 

(110)DESIGNATED NATIONAL NETWORK  -

(20) TOLL

(31) MAINTAIN -

(22) OWNER  -

(37) HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE  -

(58) DECK 

(59) SUPERSTRUCTURE

(60) SUBSTRUCTURE

(61) CHANNEL & CHANNEL PROTECTION

(62) CULVERTS

(31) DESIGN LOAD

(64) OPERATING RATING -

(66) INVENTORY RATING -

(70) BRIDGE POSTING  -

(41) STRUCTURE OPEN, POSTED ,OR CLOSED

DESCRIPTION  - 

(67) STRUCTURAL EVALUATION

(68) DECK GEOMETRY

(69) UNDERCLEARANCES,VERTI & HORIZ

(71) WATERWAY ADEQUACY

(72) APPROACH ROADWAY ALIGNMENT 

(36) TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURES

(113)SCOUR CRITICAL BRIDGES

(75) TYPE OF WORK -

(76) LENGTH OF STRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT

(94) BRIDGE IMPROVEMENT COST 

(95) ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT COST

(96) TOTAL PROJECT COST

(97) YEAR OF IMPROVEMENT COST ESTIMATE

(114)FUTURE ADT (115) YEAR FUTURE ADT

(90) INSPECTION DATE

(92) CRITICAL FEATURE INSPECTION : (93) CFI DATE

A) FRACTURE CRIT DETAIL -

B) UNDERWATER INSP -

C) OTHER SPECIAL INSP

SCOUR 

A)

B) 

C) 

BRIDGE

21000700

55000

US401

US70

0.3 MI.E. SR1793

0

78° 38' 26.98"35° 47' 44.90"

TYPE - CODE

CODE

CODE

IDENTIFICATION

 STRUCTURE TYPE AND MATERIAL

AGE AND SERVICE

GEOMETRIC DATA

RIGHT

NAVIGATION DATA

CODE

CODE

CLASSIFICATION CODE

CODECONDITION

CODELOAD RATING AND POSTING

CODEAPPRAISAL

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

INSPECTIONS

Concrete

Tee Beam 104

000

6

1 CODE

CODE

CODE

CODE

1954

Highway - Pedestrian

Highway - Waterway 56

2 0

27000

2011 12%

2 MI

48 FT

261 FT

3.308315 FT 3.30815 FT

34.1667 FT

42.25 FT

33 FT

2No Median

023°

999.9 FT

34.1667 FT

999.9 FT

15.833 FT

CODE

Highway

1 FT

1 FT

0 FT

 FT

0

No Navigational Control 0

Highway

27.75

Structurally Deficient

YES

1Is on the NHS

14Other Principal Arterial

0Not a STRAHNET Route

No Parallel Structure N

2-way Traffic 2

On the National Network 1

On Free Road 3

State Highway Agency 01

State Highway Agency 01

Not Eligible 5

5

4

4

7

N

H 15 2

HS-16 29

HS-9 17

Posting Required 2

P

Posted for Load

3

4

3

7

6

0111

8

CODE

54000 2025

11/25/2013

NO

NO

NO

PCT SHARE

910213

1

000000001830213

183

(63) OPERATING RATING METHOD - Load Factor 1

(65) INVENTORY RATING METHOD - Load Factor 1

NATIONAL BRIDGE INVENTORY-------- STRUCTURE INVENTORY AND APPRAISAL Run Date: 01/06/2014
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See Note 1

Structure No: County: Run Date:910213 WAKE

Note 1:  Items 54, 55, and 56 are not reported FHWA under route data points but are collected for each under route to determine the minimum value for Underclearance Appraisal Item 69.  The 
under route that generates the lowest Underclearance Appraisal value will be reported on the Facility Carried record.



COUNTY : DIVISION : DISTRICT: STRUCTURE NUMBER : LENGTH :

ROUTE CARRIED : FEATURE INTERSECTED :

LOCATED : BRIDGE NAME :

FUNC. CLASS : SYST.ON : SYST.UNDER : ADT & YR : RAIL TYPE :

BUILT : BY : PROJ : FED.AID PROJ : DESIGN LOAD :

REHAB : BY : PROJ : ALIGNMENT : SKEW : LANES :

NAVIGATION : HT. CRN. TO BED : WATER DEPTH :

SUPERSTRUCTURE :

1954 SHC 4863 U-694(3 H 15

RT. 67 2

14 FA NFA 27000 201

0.3 MI.E. SR1793

US70 US401

261

0 33 10FTVC HC FT FT

REINFORCED CONCRETE DECK GIRDERS

0ON UNDER

201LT RT2011

FEET

FT

CITY :

RALEIGH

SUBSTRUCTURE :

SPANS :

BEAMS OR GIRDERS :

FLOOR : ENCROACHMENT : DECK (OUT TO OUT) :

CLEAR ROADWAY : BETWEEN RAILS : SIDEWALK OR CURB :

VERT.CL.OVER :

INV.RTG. : OPE.RTG. : CONTR.MEMBER : POSTED :

SYSTEM : GREEN LINE ROUTE :

E.BTS&INT.BTS:2,3 & 5 RC CAP ON H-PILES;INT.BTS:RCP&B

1@49';1@47'6;1@45'6;1@36';1@42';1@40'6

6 LNS.1'6X2'4.5 REINF.CONC.DECK GIRDERS @ 7'6CENTERS

7RC/3.75 AWS 42.25 FT

34.1667 FT 40.333 FT 3.
308315 
FT

999.9 FT 

HS-9 HS-16 Ext RCDG 
A G1

22

Primary U.S. Route N

LT RT 3.30815 
FT

SV TTST 26 DATE 01/06/2014

UNDER ROUTES AND CLEARANCES

WAKE 5 1 910213

Span Route Description

Vertical Clearances

MMVC MVC

Horizontal Clearances

Total Left Right

4 US401S 14.9170 14.8330 34.75 2 2

6 US401N 15.9160 15.8330 17.75 1 1

Note:  All measurements are in feet.

BRIDGE MANAGEMENT UNIT

DATA ON EXISTING STRUCTURE Run Date: 01/06/2014

REMARKS :



3. RAILING

Routine InspectionINSPECTION TYPE

BRIDGE NO.

STRUCTURE TYPE

ROUTE ORIENTATION

COUNTY ROUTE

SPANS

OVERWAKE US70 US401910213

REINFORCED CONCRETE DECK GIRDERS

W - E 1@49';1@47'6;1@45'6;1@36';1@42';1@40'6

EVALUATION CODES: CRITICAL (C, 0 - 3); POOR (P, 4); FAIR (F, 5, 6); GOOD (G, 7 - 9)

INSPECTION ITEM

DECK ITEMS GRADES

1. WEARING SURFACE

2. DECK NO. 
OF EA TYPE 
SPN GRADE 
RATES SI & A 
ITEM 58

a. CONCRETE

b. TIMBER

c. STEEL PLANK

d. OPEN GRID

a. CONCRETE

b. TIMBER

c. ALUMINUM

d. STEEL

4. CURBS, WHEELGUARDS, PARAPETS, MEDIANS

5. WALKWAYS (ON OR ATTACHED TO STRUCTURE)

6. DECK EXP 
JTS. OR 
DEVICES.   
NO. OF EACH

b. MISC PREFAB 

a. STEEL PL OR FINGER

c. COMPRESSION SEAL

d. STANDARD JOINTS

e. OPEN JOINTS

7. DECK DEBRIS (INCLUDES EXCESS SAND/GRAVEL)

SUPER STR. (FM. 1 (90)B TRUSS) ITEM 59

10. LONGITUDINAL BEAMS OR GIRDERS

11. LONGITUDINAL JOIST OR STRINGERS

12. INT. DIAP'S, X-FRAMES, BRACING & CONN'S

13. END DIAP'S, CURTAIN WALLS, & CONN'S

14. FLOOR BEAMS AND CONNECTIONS

15. BEARING ASSEMBLIES (INCLUDING MISALIGN)

16. DRAINAGE SYSTEM (ON STRUCTURE)

17. MOVABLE SPAN MACHINERY

SUB STR. ITEMS. ITEM 60 (INCLUDE SCOUR)

35. TIM SUB 
STR.

36. CONC 
SUB STR.

37. STEEL 
SUB STR.

38. FOUNDATION PILES TYPE MATERIAL

39. SLOPE PROT., RIP-RAP (INCLUDE DRAINAGE)

40. FENDER SYSTEMS

41. DRIFT

a. ABUT. & INT. BENT CAPS & RISERS

b. PILES, POST, SILLS, & BRACING

c. BULKHEADS, WING'S, & TIE BACKS

a. ABUT. & INT. BENT CAPS

b. ABUT. & BENT COL'S BREASTWALLS

c. ABUT. & INT. BENT PILES

d. BACKWALLS, WING'S, RETAIN. WALLS

e. ABUT. & BENT FOOTINGS & SILLS

a. ABUT. & INT. BENT CAPS & RISERS

b. PILES, BRACING, AND BULKHEADS

ITEM 61

45. CHANNEL 
& CHANNEL 
PROT.

a. WATERWAY

b. ALIGNMENT

c. SCOUR

d. SLOPE PROT., RIP-RAP, DIKES, ETC.

50. APPROACH ROADWAY CONDITION

51. APPROACH SLABS

52. PAINT SYSTEM

53. UTILITIES

54. RESPONSE TO LIVE LOAD

55. ESTIMATED REMAINING LIFE

60. REGULATORY SIGN NOTICE ISSUED

61. PROMPT-ACTION NOTICE ISSUED

62. PRESENTLY POSTED

63. TOT. FIELD INSP TIME (INCLUDE WRITE UP)(MAN HR)

64. TOTAL SNOOPER INSP. TIME (HRS)

65. TOTAL TRAFFIC CONTROL TIME (MAN HRS)

70. SI&A GENERAL CONDITION RATINGS

ITEM 58

b. SUPERSTRUCTURE

c. SUBSTRUCTURE

d. CHANNEL & CHANNEL PROT.

a. DECK

ITEM 59

ITEM 60

ITEM 61

71. SI&A FIELD APPRAISAL RATINGS

a. WATERWAY ADAQUACY

b. APPR. RDWY. ALIGNMENT

72. FIELD SCOUR EVALUATION

USE OF INSP. ACCESSIBILITY EQUIPMENT

SNOOPER (CODE S, 4, OR N)

LADDER

BUCKET TRUCK

BOAT

OTHER

SPECIAL INSPECTION REQUESTED FOR

NOTE

80. INSPECTED BY:

81. REVIEWED BY:

CODE

F

F6

F

F

F

5 F

G

P

F

P

P

F

P

P

F

F

G

G

G

G

G

G

3

NO

YES

YES

6

0

0

5

4

4

7

7

6

 G

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

HRS

BRIDGE INSPECTION RECORD AND SUMMARY
BRIDGE I & A FORM1 (90)A



No

No

No

No

FAIR

INSPECTION TYPE:

WAKECOUNTY BRIDGE NUMBER 910227 INSPECTION CYCLE YRS

ROUTE ACROSS M.P.US70 PEACE ST. 0

LOCATION 0.2 MI N SR 1513

SUPERSTRUCTURE

SUBSTRUCTURE

RC DECK ON CONT I-BEAMS

EBTS:RC CAP/H-PILES @8'6;IBTS:RCP&B/PILE FTGS.

SPANS 1@42'6;1@52';1@42'6 CONT.

LONGITUDE LATITUDE

PRESENT CONDITION

US-70

INSPECTION DATE

PRESENT POSTING PROPOSED POSTING

OTHER SIGNS PRESENT

SIGN NOTICE 
ISSUED FOR

NUMBERED 
REQUIRED

WEIGHT LIMIT

DELINEATORS

NARROW BRIDGE

ONE LANE BRIDGE

LOW CLEARANCE

0.2 OF A MILE NORTH OF SR-1513

1 @ 42'6 ; 1 @ 52' ; 1 @ 42'6 CONT.

78° 38' 34.51" 35° 47' 18.15"

N

10/23/2013

No

No

No

No

No
LOOKING NORTH

NOT POSTED

Routine Inspection

2

Fracture Critical

Temporary Shoring

Scour Critical

Scour POA

BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

BRIDGE MANAGEMENT UNIT

ATTENTION



(1) STATE NAME -NORTH CAROLINA

(8) STRUCTURE NUMBER(FEDERAL)

(5) INVENTORY ROUTE (ON/UNDER) - ON

(2) STATE HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT DISTRICT 

(4) PLACE CODE

(6) FEATURE INTERSECTED -

(11)MILEPOINT

(16)LAT

(98)BORDER BRIDGE STATE CODE 

(99)BORDER BRIDGE STRUCTURE NO

(43) STRUCTURE TYPE MAIN:

(44) STRUCTURE TYPE APPR :

(45) NUMBER OF SPANS IN MAIN UNIT

(46) NUMBER OF APPROACH SPANS

(107)DECK STRUCTURE TYPE - 

TYPE - 

(108)WEARING SURFACE / PROTECTIVE SYSTEM :

(A) TYPE OF WEARING SURFACE -

(B) TYPE OF MEMBRANE        -

(C) TYPE OF DECK PROTECTION -

(27) YEAR BUILT 

(28) LANES: ON STRUCTURE UNDER STRUCTURE

(29) AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC 

(30) YEAR OF ADT (109) TRUCK ADT PCT

(19) BYPASS OR DETOUR LENGTH

UNDER -

(42) TYPE OF SERVICE : ON - 

(106)YEAR RECONSTRUCTED

(3) COUNTY CODE 

(9) LOCATION

(17)LONG

(7) FACILITY CARRIED 

(48) LENGTH OF MAXIMUM SPAN 

(49) STRUCTURE LENGTH

(50)CURB OR SIDEWALK:    LEFT 

(51) BRIDGE ROADWAY WIDTH CURB TO CURB 

(52) DECK WIDTH OUT TO OUT

(32) APPROACH ROADWAY WIDTH (W/SHOULDERS)

(33) BRIDGE MEDIAN - 

(34) SKEW (35) STRUCTURE FLARED

(10) INVENTORY ROUTE MIN VERT CLEAR

(47) INVENTORY ROUTE TOTAL HORIZ CLEAR

(53) MIN VERT CLEAR OVER BRIDGE RDWY

(54) MIN VERT UNDERCLEAR REF 

(55) MIN LAT UNDERCLEAR RT REF 

(56) MIN LAT UNDERCLEAR LT REF -

(38) NAVIGATION CONTROL - 

(111)PIER PROTECTION -

(39) NAVIGATION VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

(116)VERT - LIFT BRIDGE NAV MIN VERT CLEAR 

(40) NAVIGATION HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE 

SUFFICIENCY RATING  =

STATUS =

(112)NBIS BRIDGE SYSTEM - 

(104)HIGHWAY SYSTEM

(26) FUNCTIONAL CLASS - 

(100)STRAHNET HIGHWAY -

(101)PARALLEL STRUCTURE -

(102)DIRECTION OF TRAFFIC -

(103)TEMPORARY STRUCTURE - 

(110)DESIGNATED NATIONAL NETWORK  -

(20) TOLL

(31) MAINTAIN -

(22) OWNER  -

(37) HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE  -

(58) DECK 

(59) SUPERSTRUCTURE

(60) SUBSTRUCTURE

(61) CHANNEL & CHANNEL PROTECTION

(62) CULVERTS

(31) DESIGN LOAD

(64) OPERATING RATING -

(66) INVENTORY RATING -

(70) BRIDGE POSTING  -

(41) STRUCTURE OPEN, POSTED ,OR CLOSED

DESCRIPTION  - 

(67) STRUCTURAL EVALUATION

(68) DECK GEOMETRY

(69) UNDERCLEARANCES,VERTI & HORIZ

(71) WATERWAY ADEQUACY

(72) APPROACH ROADWAY ALIGNMENT 

(36) TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURES

(113)SCOUR CRITICAL BRIDGES

(75) TYPE OF WORK -

(76) LENGTH OF STRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT

(94) BRIDGE IMPROVEMENT COST 

(95) ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT COST

(96) TOTAL PROJECT COST

(97) YEAR OF IMPROVEMENT COST ESTIMATE

(114)FUTURE ADT (115) YEAR FUTURE ADT

(90) INSPECTION DATE

(92) CRITICAL FEATURE INSPECTION : (93) CFI DATE

A) FRACTURE CRIT DETAIL -

B) UNDERWATER INSP -

C) OTHER SPECIAL INSP

SCOUR 

A)

B) 

C) 

BRIDGE

21000700

55000

PEACE ST.

US70

0.2 MI N SR 1513

0

78° 38' 34.51"35° 47' 18.15"

TYPE - CODE

CODE

CODE

IDENTIFICATION

 STRUCTURE TYPE AND MATERIAL

AGE AND SERVICE

GEOMETRIC DATA

RIGHT

NAVIGATION DATA

CODE

CODE

CLASSIFICATION CODE

CODECONDITION

CODELOAD RATING AND POSTING

CODEAPPRAISAL

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

INSPECTIONS

Steel Continuous

Stringer Mutlibeam or Girder 402

000

3

1 CODE

CODE

CODE

CODE

1948

Highway - Pedestrian

Highway 51

6 4

42000

2011 12%

3 MI

51 FT

137 FT

5 FT 5 FT

68.25 FT

81.25 FT

66 FT

2No Median

012°

999.9 FT

33.125 FT

999.9 FT

14.2 FT

CODE

Highway

2.5 FT

0 FT

0 FT

 FT

0

Not Applicable N

Highway

43.92

Structurally Deficient

YES

0Is not on NHS

12Artierial - Other

0Not a STRAHNET Route

No Parallel Structure N

2-way Traffic 2

On the National Network 1

On Free Road 3

State Highway Agency 01

State Highway Agency 01

Not Eligible 5

4

5

5

N

N

H 15 2

HS-28 50

HS-17 30

No Posting Required 5

A

Open, No Restriction

5

2

3

N

8

0000

N

CODE

84000 2025

10/23/2013

NO

NO

NO

PCT SHARE

910227

1

000000001830227

183

(63) OPERATING RATING METHOD - Load Factor 1

(65) INVENTORY RATING METHOD - Load Factor 1

NATIONAL BRIDGE INVENTORY-------- STRUCTURE INVENTORY AND APPRAISAL Run Date: 11/14/2013
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See Note 1

Structure No: County: Run Date:910227 WAKE

Note 1:  Items 54, 55, and 56 are not reported FHWA under route data points but are collected for each under route to determine the minimum value for Underclearance Appraisal Item 69.  The 
under route that generates the lowest Underclearance Appraisal value will be reported on the Facility Carried record.



COUNTY : DIVISION : DISTRICT: STRUCTURE NUMBER : LENGTH :

ROUTE CARRIED : FEATURE INTERSECTED :

LOCATED : BRIDGE NAME :

FUNC. CLASS : SYST.ON : SYST.UNDER : ADT & YR : RAIL TYPE :

BUILT : BY : PROJ : FED.AID PROJ : DESIGN LOAD :

REHAB : BY : PROJ : ALIGNMENT : SKEW : LANES :

NAVIGATION : HT. CRN. TO BED : WATER DEPTH :

SUPERSTRUCTURE :

1948 DOH 4858 U-694(1 H 15

TAN. 102 6

12 FA NFA 42000 311

0.2 MI N SR 1513

US70 PEACE ST.

137

0 0 00FTVC HC FT FT

RC DECK ON CONT I-BEAMS

4ON UNDER

311LT RT2011

FEET

FT

CITY :

RALEIGH

SUBSTRUCTURE :

SPANS :

BEAMS OR GIRDERS :

FLOOR : ENCROACHMENT : DECK (OUT TO OUT) :

CLEAR ROADWAY : BETWEEN RAILS : SIDEWALK OR CURB :

VERT.CL.OVER :

INV.RTG. : OPE.RTG. : CONTR.MEMBER : POSTED :

SYSTEM : GREEN LINE ROUTE :

EBTS:RC CAP/H-PILES @8'6;IBTS:RCP&B/PILE FTGS.

1@42'6;1@52';1@42'6 CONT.

10 LINES VAR.CONT I-BEAMS @ 8'3 CTS.

7 RC/5 AWS 81.25 FT

68.25 FT 78.25 FT 5 FT

999.9 FT 

HS-17 HS-28 Cont I-Bms 
Int

Primary U.S. Route N

LT RT 5 FT

SV TTST DATE 04/23/2009

UNDER ROUTES AND CLEARANCES

WAKE 5 1 910227

Span Route Description

Vertical Clearances

MMVC MVC

Horizontal Clearances

Total Left Right

2 PEACE ST 14.30 14.20 42.70 0 2.50

Note:  All measurements are in feet.

BRIDGE MANAGEMENT UNIT

DATA ON EXISTING STRUCTURE Run Date: 11/14/2013

REMARKS :



3. RAILING

Routine InspectionINSPECTION TYPE

BRIDGE NO.

STRUCTURE TYPE

ROUTE ORIENTATION

COUNTY ROUTE

SPANS

OVERWAKE US70 PEACE ST.910227

RC DECK ON CONT I-BEAMS

S - N 1@42'6;1@52';1@42'6 CONT.

EVALUATION CODES: CRITICAL (C, 0 - 3); POOR (P, 4); FAIR (F, 5, 6); GOOD (G, 7 - 9)

INSPECTION ITEM

DECK ITEMS GRADES

1. WEARING SURFACE

2. DECK NO. 
OF EA TYPE 
SPN GRADE 
RATES SI & A 
ITEM 58

a. CONCRETE

b. TIMBER

c. STEEL PLANK

d. OPEN GRID

a. CONCRETE

b. TIMBER

c. ALUMINUM

d. STEEL

4. CURBS, WHEELGUARDS, PARAPETS, MEDIANS

5. WALKWAYS (ON OR ATTACHED TO STRUCTURE)

6. DECK EXP 
JTS. OR 
DEVICES.   
NO. OF EACH

b. MISC PREFAB 

a. STEEL PL OR FINGER

c. COMPRESSION SEAL

d. STANDARD JOINTS

e. OPEN JOINTS

7. DECK DEBRIS (INCLUDES EXCESS SAND/GRAVEL)

SUPER STR. (FM. 1 (90)B TRUSS) ITEM 59

10. LONGITUDINAL BEAMS OR GIRDERS

11. LONGITUDINAL JOIST OR STRINGERS

12. INT. DIAP'S, X-FRAMES, BRACING & CONN'S

13. END DIAP'S, CURTAIN WALLS, & CONN'S

14. FLOOR BEAMS AND CONNECTIONS

15. BEARING ASSEMBLIES (INCLUDING MISALIGN)

16. DRAINAGE SYSTEM (ON STRUCTURE)

17. MOVABLE SPAN MACHINERY

SUB STR. ITEMS. ITEM 60 (INCLUDE SCOUR)

35. TIM SUB 
STR.

36. CONC 
SUB STR.

37. STEEL 
SUB STR.

38. FOUNDATION PILES TYPE MATERIAL

39. SLOPE PROT., RIP-RAP (INCLUDE DRAINAGE)

40. FENDER SYSTEMS

41. DRIFT

a. ABUT. & INT. BENT CAPS & RISERS

b. PILES, POST, SILLS, & BRACING

c. BULKHEADS, WING'S, & TIE BACKS

a. ABUT. & INT. BENT CAPS

b. ABUT. & BENT COL'S BREASTWALLS

c. ABUT. & INT. BENT PILES

d. BACKWALLS, WING'S, RETAIN. WALLS

e. ABUT. & BENT FOOTINGS & SILLS

a. ABUT. & INT. BENT CAPS & RISERS

b. PILES, BRACING, AND BULKHEADS

ITEM 61

45. CHANNEL 
& CHANNEL 
PROT.

a. WATERWAY

b. ALIGNMENT

c. SCOUR

d. SLOPE PROT., RIP-RAP, DIKES, ETC.

50. APPROACH ROADWAY CONDITION

51. APPROACH SLABS

52. PAINT SYSTEM

53. UTILITIES

54. RESPONSE TO LIVE LOAD

55. ESTIMATED REMAINING LIFE

60. REGULATORY SIGN NOTICE ISSUED

61. PROMPT-ACTION NOTICE ISSUED

62. PRESENTLY POSTED

63. TOT. FIELD INSP TIME (INCLUDE WRITE UP)(MAN HR)

64. TOTAL SNOOPER INSP. TIME (HRS)

65. TOTAL TRAFFIC CONTROL TIME (MAN HRS)

70. SI&A GENERAL CONDITION RATINGS

ITEM 58

b. SUPERSTRUCTURE

c. SUBSTRUCTURE

d. CHANNEL & CHANNEL PROT.

a. DECK

ITEM 59

ITEM 60

ITEM 61

71. SI&A FIELD APPRAISAL RATINGS

a. WATERWAY ADAQUACY

b. APPR. RDWY. ALIGNMENT

72. FIELD SCOUR EVALUATION

USE OF INSP. ACCESSIBILITY EQUIPMENT

SNOOPER (CODE S, 4, OR N)

LADDER

BUCKET TRUCK

BOAT

OTHER

SPECIAL INSPECTION REQUESTED FOR

NOTE

80. INSPECTED BY:

81. REVIEWED BY:

CODE

F

P3

F

F

F

2 F

F

P

F

F

F

F

F

P

G

F

F

G

4

V

NO

YES

NO

6

0

0

4

5

5

8

 N

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

HRS

BRIDGE INSPECTION RECORD AND SUMMARY
BRIDGE I & A FORM1 (90)A


