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Closing the Loop

Getting the Proper Information
to the Proper People
In the Proper Amount of Time.
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Players

sFHWA

As they always say.... “We’re here to help.”*

* FHWA quote, not mine.......
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Players

*FHWA
*Bridge Division
*Bridge Inspection Project Manager
*Underwater Inspectors
*Fracture Critical Inspectors
*|_oad Rating Personnel
»Database Personnel
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Players

sFHWA

*Bridge Division

=District Personnel

=District Bridge Personnel
=District Construction Personnel
=District Maintenance Personnel
= Area Office Personnel

= Maintenance Section Personnel
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Players

"FHWA

*Bridge Division

=District Personnel

*Bridge Inspection Consultants

=27 Consultant Firms

*Project Managers
=Team Leaders
*|nspection Personnel
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Players

FHWA
*Bridge Division
=District Personnel
*Bridge Inspection Consultants
=Others
*Motor Carrier Division
=County Officials
=City Officials
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ltems

*Maintenance/Repair Recommendations
*Posting Recommendations

*Removal of Bridges from the Database
=Critical Findings

=Special Inspections
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Maintenance/Repalr Recommendations

Bridge Inspection Follow-up Action Worksheet
*Filled out by the Inspection Consultant

=List of maintenance actions to be performed
=Separate sheet for each bridge

Follow-up Action Worksheet Summary Spreadsheet
Summary of all bridges inspected in the W/A
=Spreadsheet Format — can be sorted

=Used to prioritize work
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Bridge Inspection Follow-up Action Worksheet

Digtric: 01 County 234 ContSec: 0123-45 Struchwe: 678 Rouler H123
Deacripion: 3 Span continuous steel |-beam [80-120-80)

Featre Crossed:  Big River Inspacionrs Signature: Date:  08-11-07
Firm Mamea: XYZ Engineering

Reference Features:

1. Roadway — Wearing Surface 5. Supensiuciure — Bearings 8. Subatuciure — Other 13. Stuciural Paint Sysiem

2. Roadway — Deck 6. Supensiuciure — Other 10. Channel & Channel Prodecfion  14. Verical Clearance Signa
3. Roadway — Other 7. SBubsiuciure — Abutments 11. Retaining Walla or Rip Rap 15. Odher -

4. Supersiuciure — Main Member 8. Subamuciure — Bents & Plers 12, Approaches

Ref. Feat |Action / Commants Ratings |
a Spot painiing needed at bearing areas of beams .
3 Joints at abutment end nead to be ceanad and resealed 5
14 Vartical Clearance Sign for SB Mainlane is damaged and neads to ba replaced. nfa
Extarior baam of SB Mainlana has minor impact damaga. g

Indude on following list  E1- Overht. Load Damage ([ - Unrepalred Damage [ - Repaired Damage El- Inaigniicant Damage)

[1- 2 Column Bent {G.5.) [1- Pin & Hanger [1- Scour Critical [1- Floating Bearing Pads
O - Element Raing 4 or Less O - Fraciure Critical - Undenwater Inapection [0 - Box Beam w/Cracks
- Spedal Access Inspecion [ - Load Posting El- Veriical Clearance Sign Adjustment [ - Culvest biocked wiSit

[ - Delayed Ettringite Fommation - a- a-

o v Drwirs sty B s ey Bty Wirwkosh ol draana 0 ol 30




District: County Cont-Sac: - Structure: Rioute:

District Maintenance Office Comments

Date: Commeants By:

Follow-up Actions Taken

Description Date

Varified By

Eirl g I sction Fd low L Action Wiorksh st (peag e 2 of 2




Omn-3ystem Follow-up Action Workshest
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HOTE: Repeat |

Reference Features:

1. Roadway/Wearing Surf
2. Roadway — Deck
3. Roadway — Other
4 _Superstr./Main Member

5. Superstructure — Bearings

6. Superstructure — Other

7. Substructure — Abutments

8. Substructure — Bents & Piers

9. Substructure -
10. Channel & C
11. Retaining W
12. Approaches

Inspection Date HEI No. Feature Carried Feature Crossed ::L":' E::_
12104 15015004 740337 H 35 58 UP LEVEL HOUSTON ST TO EL PASO 5T 10 4
12104 15015004 740337 H 35 58 UP LEVEL HOUSTON ST TO EL PASD 5T 10 i}
10019804 15015004710338 IH 35 MB UP LEVEL EL PASO 5T. TO-HOUSTON 5T. 10
10M5004 150150041 710339 H 35 58 UP LEVEL GUADALLUPE ST TO 5 LAREDO 10
10M5M04 15015004 740340 IH 35 NB UP LEVEL 5 LAREDG 5T TO GUADALUPE 10
10M 500 1501500474034 IH 35 5B OFF RAMP PARKING AREA 10 -
10M5004 1501 5004710342 IH 35 NE ON RAMP PARKING AREA 10 -
gl 1501 500471 0344 IH 35 58 UL OFF RP PECOS 5T 5B 10 -
gLt 15015004 710345 IH 35 NE OFF RP ROMW. 5 OF DURANGD BLVD 10 12
1004 1501 5004710346 IH 35 NE ON RP FLOW. M OF DURAMNGD BLVD 10 12
10M5M04 15015004 710347 IH 35 58 UL OFF P H 35 OM-RP & GUADALLIPE 10 -
10M 500 15015004 740348 IH 35 58 OM RP FLOMW. NEAR LEONA/FRT RD 10 -




On-System Follow-up Action Worksheet

MBIl number for each Reference Feature noted. Each Reference Feature will be another entry line.

- Other

‘hannel Protection

alls or RipRap

13. Structural Paint System
14 Vertical Clearance Signs
15. Other -

1085 Rating

Suff.
Rating

Struct.
Defec.

Desgcription of Problem

Item Rating

T

960

Segmental girders have haidine or minor cracking over piers ARTA | AR AAJY and BEE1A.

6

Q6.0

Siraddle bent caps and several piers have minor cracking with some effiorescence.

g5.0

950

960

SE.5

9E.5

Q6.0

ar.o

Veqelation growing over railing at northeast comer imits sight distance slighdly.

980

Vegetation and tree branches are growing over the railings at southeast comer.

9E.5

985
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Maintenance/Repalr Recommendations

Bridge Inspection Follow-up Action Worksheet
=Submitted to the Bridge Coordinator

Follow-up Action Worksheet Summary Spreadsheet
=Submitted to the Bridge Coordinator
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Posting Recommendations — On-system

*|_oad Rating performed by consultants on bridges
with elements rating 4 or less.

*|tem 41 “Operational Status” coded a “B”

"R is submitted to the Bridge Coordinator

*|_oad Posting request submitted to BRG

*P reviewed by BRG

=P Minute Order submitted to Commission
=Commission Approves Minute Order

=District erects signs at the structure

*Bridge Coordinator codes Item 41 a “P”
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Posting Recommendations




E RECOMMENDED CHANGE IN BRIDGE LOAD POSTING

District No: County No: Cont.-Sect:

Facility Carried:

= Structure No:

Feature Crossed:

Structure Description:

Feason for Recommended Posting:

Exsting Operational Status:

Fecommended Load Posting:

Attachments for proposed new limit or reduction of current limit:

- Most recent routine safety inspection report
- As-built plans
- Load rating calenlations

Bridge Division Use Only:
Date Request Received:

Request [] Approved []Disapproved  Imitials: Date:
Recommended Load Posting:

Minute Order Number: Date Passed:

District Notification Diate: Date Signs Erected Removed:
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Posting Recommendations — On-system
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Posting Recommendations — On-system

There are bridges on MCD load posted bridge maps
that are not legally posted (Commission approved).
All posting requests must go through BRG and the
Commission. Do not “unofficially’” post a bridge by
calling MCD.
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Posting Recommendations — Off-system

*|_oad Rating performed by consultants on all off-
system bridges. If warranted, Posting Request
submitted to Bridge Coordinator.

*|tem 41 “Operational Status” coded a “B”
*Bridge Coordinator contacts the Owner
*TXDOT provides LP signs to Owner

=Owner erects signs at the structure

*Bridge Coordinator codes Item 41 a “P”
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Posting Recommendations — Off-system
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Removal of Bridges from the Database
On-system

Earlier this year we were asked to comment on 12
CLOSED on-system bridges that were in our
database.
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Removal of Bridges from the Database
On-system

= 11 were Closed but had new bridges carrying the
traffic

=1 was Closed to traffic but was left in place because
of utilities mounted on the structure

= All were showing up as Structurally Deficient
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Removal of Bridges from the Database
On-system

= 11 were Closed but had new bridges carrying the
traffic

=1 was Closed to traffic but was left in place because
of utilities mounted on the structure

*This could take 12 Structurally Deficient bridges out
of the Database.
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Removal of Bridges from the Database
Off-system

Many off-system bridges are closed but remain on the
database because the owners may want to get funding
In the future to repair/replace.
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Removal of Bridges from the Database
Off-system

Many off-system bridges are closed but remain on the
database because the owners may want to get funding
In the future to repair/replace.
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Critical Findings

= FHWA" requires that we submit a list of bridge with
“critical findings”- elements rated 4 or less

* The new Bridge Inspection contract requires the
consultants to report all critical findings to the
Districts and BRG
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Special Inspections
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Final Comments



















Questions..........




