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Chapter Thirty-six
BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN

36-1 GENERAL

36-1.01 Scope of Work Definitions

The scope of work for a bridge project may be any of the following:

1. Bridge Replacement. Replacement of the entire existing bridge (i.e., superstructure,
substructure, and foundation).

2. Bridge Reconstruction. Replacement of all or most of an existing bridge with the same
type, size, and location (i.e., same substructure locations, span lengths, and bridge
width). The foundation may or may not be reused.

3. Existing Bridge to Remain in Place. If an existing bridge is structurally sound, meets the
design loading capacity and the minimum width criteria for a structure to remain in place,
and it is not a high-accident location, it is likely not cost effective to improve the
geometrics of the bridge. When these conditions are met, an existing bridge can remain
in place. In some cases, only the bridge substructure (e.g., abutments, piers) and/or
foundation (e.g., footings, piles) may require rehabilitative work. These may also be
considered existing bridges to remain in place for the application of geometric design
criteria.

4, Bridge Rehabilitation. Major work on one or more of the components of an existing
bridge (i.e., superstructure, substructure, and/or foundation).

5. Bridge Deck Rehabilitation. If the existing bridge deck is structurally deficient, it may be
rehabilitated as part of a project. In addition, where the bridge deck is structurally sound
but the width is inadequate (i.e., the bridge is functionally obsolete), the bridge deck may
be rehabilitated solely to widen the bridge deck. Bridge deck widening may then require
work to the superstructure and/or substructure.

6. Bridge Deck Repair. The existing bridge deck is structurally adequate and the width is
adequate to remain in place, but partial and full-depth repairs are required and an
overlay may be necessary to improve rideability and to maintain the integrity of the deck.

7. Bridge Rails/Transitions. For reconstructed bridges or rehabilitated bridge decks, the
existing bridge rails and/or approaching guardrail-to-bridge-rail transitions may need
upgrading to meet current IDOT criteria. For existing bridges to remain in place within
the project limits, the local agency, Central BLRS, district, and/or Bureau of Bridges and
Structures will evaluate the adequacy of the existing bridge rail to determine if it should
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be upgraded. The roadway designer will evaluate the adequacy of the existing
approaching bridge rail transition for needed upgrading.

36-1.02 Bridge Condition Report

A Bridge Condition Report (BCR) is used to identify deficiencies and establish scope of work
necessary to rehabilitate an existing structure for all funding types, and to justify replacement of
existing structures (including bridges, culverts, tunnels, viaducts, etc.) for Federal-Aid projects.
A BCR is also required as justification for those structures that are to remain. When required by
these criteria, submit a BCR to IDOT for review and approval prior to or with submittal of the
Preliminary Bridge Design and Hydraulic Report (PBDHR). The BCR must be approved for
approval of the PBDHR. For guidance on the content and preparation of the Bridge Condition
Report, see Sections 10-2.03 and 22-2.06.

36-1.03 Preliminary Bridge Design and Hydraulic Report

The Preliminary Bridge Design and Hydraulic Report contain the necessary information for use
by IDOT personnel to review the preliminary bridge design and to process the hydraulic reports
for local agency bridge and culvert construction projects. For guidance on the content and
preparation of the PBDHR, see Section 10-2.03 and 22-2.06.



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS
Aug 2009 BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN 36-2(1) |

36-2 STRUCTURAL DESIGN

Structures include such items as bridges, single and multiple cell culverts, retaining walls, and
sign structures. Structural designs shall have the dated seal, signature, and applicable
certification affixed to the first sheet of the structural plans, usually the General Plan and
Elevation sheet. Exceptions to this requirement include pre-approved designs such as pipe
culverts, retaining walls or other structures contained in the Standard Specifications or IDOT
manuals.

36-2.01 IDOT Criteria

The Bureau of Bridges and Structures has adopted the current edition of the AASHTO Standard
Specifications for Highway Bridges for structural design. Exceptions, clarifications, exclusions,
and supplements to the AASHTO Standard Specifications are published in the IDOT Bridge
Manual and its supplemental Manuals. The IDOT Standard Bridge Plans presents standardized
plan sheets and designs that are commonly used for the preparation of precast concrete deck
beam bridge projects. These documents and the IDOT Standard Specifications for Road and
Bridge Construction collectively form the design controls for all structures in the State of lllinois.

36-2.02 Bridge Design for Local Agencies

It is highly recommended that the structural design of all local agency bridge projects follow the
same criteria as that used for IDOT bridges. The following Sections present additional criteria
applicable to local agency bridge projects.

36-2.02(a) Foundations/Substructures

The following will apply to the design of foundations and substructures for bridges on local
agency projects:

1. Type. The foundation for a bridge normally consists of concrete or steel piling.
Substructure piers and abutments should be steel and/or concrete. Other materials
(e.g., treated timber) may be used. However, because of inferior past performance, the
use of timber piles is not recommended.

2. Pile/Abutment Lengths. For information on pile and abutment lengths, see the IDOT
Geotechnical Manual.

36-2.02(b) Bridge Deck Protection

To reduce the deterioration of bridge decks and to provide additional protection for bridge decks
that are subjected to deicing agents, Figure 36-2A presents those protective measures that
should be provided.
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Type of Type of Without With
Bridge Deck Protection Deicing Agents | Deicing Agents
21/4in+1/4in (55 mm £ 5 mm)
concrete cover over deck Required Required
reinforcement
Slab Floors Use of high-quality concrete Required Required
Poured-in-Place [ i . :
( ) | Epoxy coated _relnforcement bars in top Required Required
mat of deck reinforcement
Protective coat (linseed oil) on bare Recommended Required
concrete areas
Flowable, non-shrink, non-metallic .
) L Recommended Required
grout in longitudinal keyways
Precast —
Placement of mortar fairing course and
Prestressed : . .
waterproofing membrane system prior Recommended Required
Concrete Deck . o
Beams to surfacing with bituminous overlay
Bituminous Overlay Recommended Required
Corrosion Inhibitor Optional Recommended

Note: Include a statement indicating whether or not the structure will be subjected to deicing
agents in the project correspondence (see Form BLR 10210).
PROTECTIVE MEASURES FOR BRIDGE DECKS
Figure 36-2A
36-2.02(c) Seismic Design

Local agencies must use Division IA of the AASHTO Standard Specifications for Highway
Bridges, latest edition, to evaluate the seismic design of all new and reconstructed bridges.

Preliminary earthquake analyses provide that single-span bridges included in the Standard
Plans, Precast Prestressed Concrete Deck Beam Bridges, lllinois Department of Transportation,
adopted April 4, 2005, meet the minimum requirements of the AASHTO Standard Specifications
statewide. Multiple-span precast prestressed concrete deck beam bridges (PPCDB) utilizing
the “Standard Plan” design may be used without additional analysis only in the parts of the State
that fall in the SPC A. For multiple-span PPCDB located in SPC B and C, adequacy for seismic
design should be evaluated on a project-by-project basis.

For more information on seismic design, see the IDOT Bridge Manual.
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36-2.02(d) Scour Evaluation Criteria

The National Bridge Inspection Standards (NBIS) requires that bridges, exclusive of culverts, be
evaluated for their potential for failure due to streambed scour. Culverts are exempted from
scour evaluation requirements but should be carefully monitored if scour appears to be a
problem. This scour critical evaluation must be performed in accordance with FHWA Technical
Advisory 5140.23 and FHWA Hydraulic Engineering Circular No. 18 (HEC 18), both titled
Evaluating Scour at Bridges.

The scour evaluation should include all effects of long-term stream stability, constriction of the
channel by the structure, and local scour. Calculations to estimate potential scour depths will be
limited to contraction and local pier scour only. The HEC 18 equations are unreliable for
calculating local scour at abutments and should not be used for that purpose. The following
applies:

1. Scour Design for New/Rehabilitated Bridges. New and rehabilitated bridges must be
designed for scour estimated for a flood with a 100 year recurrence interval. The
substructure and foundations design must ensure stability for scour as previously stated.
New bridges will be designed so that coding for Item 113, Scour Critical Appraisal
Rating, in the ISIS is “5”, “8” or “9”. Rehabilitation projects also allow a rating of “7”. The |
bridge designer's name should be submitted to the district as the scour analyst to be
recorded in the ISIS.

2. Scour Evaluation of Existing Bridges. Existing bridges must be evaluated or assessed
for estimated scour from a superflood with an approximate 500 year recurrence interval.
Scour estimated by the Rational Method or calculated using the equations from HEC 18
for existing bridges will be considered acceptable up to the limit of substructure failure
(factor of safey equal to 1). Bridges with unknown foundations should be assessed
according to existing conditions and sound engineering judgment.

Scour evaluations performed for existing bridges that are open to traffic and require an
NBIS maintenance inspection will provide the basis for the coding of Item 113 in ISIS;
see Section 6-4. This evaluation may be performed utilizing the “Bridge Scour
Assessment Procedure (BSAP)” or the “Simplified Scour Evaluation Method (SSAM).”
Information on these methods can be obtained from the Bureau of Bridges and
Structures.

36-2.03 Bridge Rails

36-2.03(a) Projects on the National Highway System

With two exceptions, bridge rails on new projects on the National Highway System (NHS) must
be crash-tested and meet the performance criteria of NCHRP 350 Recommended Procedures
for the Safety Performance Evaluation of Highway Features. The designer should note that the
use of any curb or brush block in combination with a bridge rail must also meet NCHRP 350



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS
| 36-2(4) BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN Aug 2009

criteria; i.e., the crash test must have been conducted on the combination curb/bridge rail
configuration. Existing bridge rail shall at a minimum meet NCHRP 230 standards; however, it is
still desirable to meet NCHRP 350 standards.

The following two exceptions apply to the use of NCHRP 350-approved bridge rails on NHS
projects:

. bridges with a current ADT less than 1000 vehicles per day, or

. bridges in urban areas where the regulatory speed limit is less than 40 mph (60 km/h)
and the bridge and roadway cross section is a parapet/curb-and-gutter design.

For these two exceptions and with approval from IDOT, local agencies may use bridge rails that
have not been crash tested to NCHRP 350 criteria on a case-by-case basis. All bridge designs
must meet AASHTO criteria for loading and configuration. In areas where records indicate a
number of crashes have previously occurred or where unique geometric conditions create a
significant potential for crashes, the designer should evaluate the need for a crash-tested rail at
these sites.

36-2.03(b) Non-NHS Projects

For bridge projects on other than NHS routes, reference is made to the NCHRP 350 criteria for
the designer's use. All bridge designs must meet AASHTO criteria for loading and
configuration. In areas where records indicate a number of crashes have previously occurred or
where unique geometric conditions create a significant potential for crashes, the designer
should evaluate the need for a crash-tested rail at these sites.

36-2.04 Utility Attachments

36-2.04(a) General

Utility facilities attached to highway structures present varying degrees of hazard to the road
user and to the structure. Utility attachments are not recommended if there are other practical
methods to provide utility accommodation; however, the local agency may grant approval for the
accommodation of utilities on bridges based on an engineering study.

Section 36-2.04 addresses the requirements, limitations, procedures, and assessment of
charges for the permitted attachment of utility facilities to bridges or traffic structures on or over
public highways in Illinois. The provisions of this Section are applicable to both existing and
proposed bridges for the attachment of a new utility, the expanding of an existing utility
attachment, or the voiding of an existing permit for a utility attachment.

The approval of an application for a utility attachment to a highway structure should be based
on:
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. the type, volume, pressure, or voltage of the commodity to be transmitted and the
associated risk to the road user and the structure;

. the type, length, and value of the structure and its relative importance to the
transportation system;

. the alternative routings available to the utility and their relative practicality;

. the proposed method of attachment;

. the degree of interference with bridge maintenance work;

. the aesthetic impact to the structure of the utility attachment; and

. the public benefit expected from the utility service compared to the risk of structural
attachment.

Utilities should not be attached to structures when alternative locations are available.
Alternative locations, separate from the bridge, include:

° underground,

o under stream,

o independent poles,
. cable supports, and
. tower supports.

The utility company must include the supporting data in its request to demonstrate the
impracticality of alternative routing.

When the local agency requires the removal or adjustment of any existing utility attachment due
to the renovation or removal of an existing bridge, the existing permit should be automatically
voided. The issuance of a new Bridge Attachment Permit will acknowledge receipt of any
assessment charge and will give the necessary permission to attach, operate, and maintain the
facility. For a new structure, the permit should include an agreement for the period of
construction, as well as a provision to attach, operate, and maintain the facility upon completion
of the construction.

Approved cut-off facilities should be required at each end of the highway structure so that
service through the facilities attached to the structure can be cut off in case of a crash or other
occurrence requiring such interruption.

The local agency should require plans and specifications showing the size, weight per foot
(meter), and proposed method of attachment of the utility elements and stating the type of
commodity to be transmitted, the proposed pressure or voltage, and the proposed location of
cutoffs adjacent to the structure.

Any anticipated expansion should be included in the permit.
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36-2.04(b) Acceptable Attachment Methods

If it is determined that there is no reasonable alternative location separate from the bridge, the
following attachment locations will be considered in the following order of preference: 1)
diaphragms, 2) beams, and 3) deck. However, in any case, attachment to main structural
members or to the deck will only be allowed when the structural integrity of the structure is not
impaired.

Where utility attachment is necessary, the following general practices should be followed:

1. For existing structures, locate the attachment below the floor of the structure between
beams or girders and above the lowest structural member.

2. For new structures, consider the utility conduits in the structure design.

3. Design supports and hangers to clamp or bolt without drilling to steel and prestressed or
post-tensioned concrete structural elements.

4, Design inserts for hangers to be drilled into existing structures or cast into new
structures in non-critical concrete areas (e.g., the floor slab). Inserts for new
construction should be shown on the construction plans.

36-2.04(c) Attachment Methods Not Recommended

Utility installations transmitting volatile, flammable, corrosive, energized, or pressurized products
(especially those under significant pressure) are the highest risk facilities, and attachments to
bridges generally should not be permitted. In addition, the following practices or attachment
methods are not allowed:

o burying conduit or cable in bridge deck slabs or sidewalks, except bridge lighting conduit
may be allowed in the lower part of the parapet curb.

o drilling holes outside the middle third of the web of load-carrying structural steel
elements,

o welding onto structural steel elements,

o drilling into prestressed or post-tensioned concrete supporting beams,

. casting inserts into the bottom of prestressed concrete members,

o attachments that will reduce critical clearances or freeboard,

. attachments outside the fascia of the bridge,

. gas pipelines over 4 in (100 mm) in diameter or having internal pressure exceeding 75

psig (520 kPa),

. more than one gas pipeline per structure, and
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. pipelines carrying liquids or gases that are considered extraordinarily hazardous.
36-2.04(d) Additional Considerations

The following lists additional factors that should be considered for proposed utility attachments
to bridges:

1. No attachment will be permitted that impairs inspection and maintenance procedures.

2. To preserve aesthetics, if a bridge is in a visible area, the utility should be attached
underneath the structure, tucked in among the beams, rather than hooked to the outside.

3. To ensure a safe installation, the utility attachment should be on the downstream side of
the bridge because, during floods, trees and other drift will occasionally strike the
beams.

4. Because of maintenance work on bridge rails, do not allow attachments to bridge rails or

the bolts used to fasten bridge rails to bridges.

5. Trenching operations that are so close to the bridge footings that there may be
undercutting or sloughing must not be allowed.

6. Attachments to historic bridges should be coordinated with the applicable historic
agencies (e.g., lllinois Historic Preservation Agency).

7. Seismic factors must be considered for proposed utility attachments.

8. Utility facilities may pass through free-standing abutments, but not those that move with
temperature changes.

9. Installation of the utility must not interfere with the contractor constructing the bridge.
10. The following specifically applies to proposed pipelines on bridges:

o For a pipeline installation to be approved, it must either be encased or extra
strong. If the utility company proposes to meet this requirement by using higher
strength pipe, the local agency should require certificates on the high-strength

pipe.

o Design the attachment to prevent discharge of the pipe product into the stream or
river in case of pipe failure.

. Using bridge members to resist forces caused by moving fluids will not be
permitted.

36-2.05 Culverts

Section 38-3 discusses the structural design of culverts.
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36-2.06 Retaining Walls

36-2.06(a) Preliminary Design

There are many different types of retaining wall systems (e.g., conventionally reinforced
concrete, MSE, soldier pile, sheet pile) that can be used on transportation projects. The review
of the preliminary design (TS&L review) is required for all walls that are a minimum of 10 ft (3 m)
high, as measured from the top of the wall to the bottom of the footing or cast-in-place fascia.
This submittal for review should include the configuration of the wall, type of construction, and
soils borings. The number of borings and the detailed information required is described in the
IDOT Bridge Manual and the Geotechnical Manual. This review submittal should be sent to the
district for transmittal to the Local Bridge Unit and will be reviewed by the Foundation Unit of the
Bureau of Bridges and Structures.

36-2.06(b) Final Design Plans

An lllinois licensed structural engineer shall design all retaining walls that are at least 10 ft (3 m)
high, as described in Section 36-2.06(a). Pile-supported retaining walls on spread footing
foundations will not require a review of the final plans because the pile type and loads have
been reviewed during the initial review. Spread footing walls normally will not require a final
plan review because the allowable bearing pressure is determined and shown on the TS&L
during the initial design, with the understanding that the designer will later size the footing using
this value. The district can generally accept these plans based on the licensed structural
engineer’s seal and certification.

Retaining walls other than conventionally reinforced concrete (e.g., soldier pile, sheet pile, MSE,
soil nailed, gabion, bin, crib block double wall) that are 10 ft (3 m) or greater in height are less
common and require the submittal of preliminary plans, and possibly final plans for review and
approval for structural adequacy.
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36-3 BRIDGE SIZING/GEOMETRICS

A variety of factors determine the appropriate size and cross section of a bridge under design.
Section 36-3 discusses the geometric design elements pertaining to bridge design (e.g., bridges
on horizontal curves, cross slopes). Section 36-4 presents typical sections for bridge
overpasses and underpasses. Section 36-5 presents tables of geometric design criteria for
bridges on local facilities.

The design criteria provided in Section 36-3 are applicable to all bridges on the local system
located within the limits of a proposed improvement, except those bridges located within a 3R
type improvement or where specific policy items are governed by other IDOT directions. Bridge
widths for 3R type improvements are included in Chapter 33.

36-3.01 Bridge Width

See Sections 36-4 and 36-5 for bridge width criteria and application.

36-3.02 Bridge Length

36-3.02(a) Bridges Over Roadways

The roadway section passing beneath a bridge will determine the bridge length in combination
with structural design elements (e.g., abutment type). The underpass opening will be based on
the following roadway design elements:

) the underpass roadway width;

o the presence of sidewalks and/or bikeways;

o the presence of auxiliary lanes; and

o the horizontal clearance to obstructions (i.e., the roadside clear zone).

See Section 36-4 for typical underpass sections. For high unit cost bridges, the designer may
consider locating abutments or piers on the right side of the roadway adjacent to the shoulder
where the savings in structure cost could make the required barrier protection cost effective.

36-3.02(b) Bridges Over Waterways

Among other factors, bridge length over waterways is determined by considering local
topography, hydraulic recommendations, geometric recommendations, geotechnical
considerations, and structural factors. The locations and elevations of the bridge abutments are
dependent on the method used to terminate the approach embankment and transition to the
structure. Where a stable end slope terminates the embankment, an open abutment should be
located at or near the top of the end slope. End slopes should be 1V:2H or as otherwise
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established by a geotechnical stability analysis. Where the embankment is terminated at a
vertical plane, a closed or earth-retaining abutment should be located at that plane. The use of
an end slope to terminate the embankment results in a longer bridge than one using a closed
abutment; however, overall bridge costs are generally lower with the open abutment design
because of the high cost of closed abutments. Closed abutments are seldom economical where
their height exceeds 10 ft (3 m) and should not be used without a detailed cost investigation.

36-3.03 Vertical Clearances

See Sections 36-4 and 36-5 for vertical clearance criteria and application.

36-3.04 Sidewalks and Bikeways

If pedestrian activity is anticipated, provide sidewalks on both sides of urban and suburban
structures. The standard sidewalk width on structures is 5 ft (1.5 m). Where wider sidewalks exist
on approaching roadways, sidewalk widths greater than 5 ft (1.5 m) may be considered.

If an approach roadway with a shoulder has a sidewalk that is to be carried across the bridge, a
traffic barrier should be provided between the roadway and the sidewalk. For design speeds of 45
mph (70 km/h) or less, a curb may be placed at the edge of the bridge roadway and continued
along the edge of the shoulder of the approach roadway. See Section 36-4 for a typical section.

Bikeways should be accommodated on the structure as described in Chapter 42.

36-3.05 Horizontal Curves

Superelevation transitions should be avoided on bridges and their approaches. Where a curve is
necessary on a bridge, the desirable treatment is to place the entire bridge and its approaches on
a flat horizontal curve with minimum or no superelevation. In this case, a uniform superelevation
rate is provided throughout (i.e., the superelevation transition is neither on the bridge nor its
approaches) or the normal crown section is maintained throughout the curve.

Where a bridge is located within a superelevated horizontal curve, the entire bridge roadway is
sloped in the same direction and at the same rate across the deck (i.e., the shoulders or gutters
and traveled way will be in a planar section). This also applies to the approach traveled way and
the approach shoulder pavements. The approach traveled way and approach shoulders are
illustrated in the IDOT Highway Standards. However, the high-side shoulder on a roadway
section off the bridge should slope away from the traveled way at a rate such that the maximum
shoulder rollover factor for the roadway classification and design traffic. To accomplish the
longitudinal shoulder slope transition away from the bridge, the designer should refer to the
applicable figure in Section 36-4. See Chapter 29 for more information on horizontal alignment.

If the bridge is built on tangent but the roadway is built on curve, an additional width may be
necessary to provide the minimum horizontal clearance to the bridge rail.
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36-3.06 Cross Slopes

The typical sections in Section 36-4 illustrate the cross slope criteria for bridges, which is typically
1.5% to 2.0% for the traveled way and 2.0% for the shoulders. This means that the shoulder
cross slope (which varies from 4.0% to 8.0%) on the approaching roadway must be transitioned to
meet the cross slope on the bridge. The rate of transition for the shoulder slope should be equal
to a maximum relative longitudinal gradient of 0.4% between the edge of traveled way and the
outside edge of shoulder.

For more information, see the IDOT Bridge Manual.

36-3.07 Grades

Where a bridge is not within the limits of a vertical curve and has a curb, the designer should
provide a minimum longitudinal gradient of 0.5% across the bridge. Otherwise, a 0.0% gradient is
acceptable for structures without curbs or those with curbs that have a superelevation.
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36-4 TYPICAL SECTIONS

This Section presents typical sections for bridges on tangent or with superelevation; for
roadways beneath bridges; and for highways passing over railroads. With the exception of
cross slopes on bridges, the typical sections do not provide the numerical dimensions for the
various cross section elements; i.e., these are nomenclature presentations. See Section 36-5
and Chapter 32 for the applicable numerical criteria.

The following typical section figures are included in this Section:

Clear Roadway Width of Bridges for New and Reconstructed Rural Two-Lane Roads
(Figure 36-4A).

Clear Roadway Width of Superelevated Bridges on Rural Two-Lane Roads (Figure 36-
4B).

Clear Roadway Width of Bridges for New and Reconstructed Urban Streets with Raised-
Curb Median (Figure 36-4C).

Clear Roadway Width of Bridges for New and Reconstructed Roads and Streets with
Bikeways (Figure 36-4D).

Clear Roadway Width of Bridges for New and Reconstructed Two-Lane Urban Streets
(Flush/Traversable Median) (Figure 36-4E).

Clear Roadway Width of Superelevated Bridges on Urban Streets with Raised-Curb
Median (Figure 36-4F).

Clear Roadway Width of Superelevated Bridges on Urban Streets with
Flush/Traversable Median (Figure 36-4G).

Clear Roadway Width of Superelevated Bridges on Two-Lane Urban Streets (Figure 36-
4H).

Clearances for Bridges over Two-Lane Roads (Figure 36-41).

Highway Grade Separation over Railroad (Natural Ground Less Than 4 ft (1.2 m) Below
Rail) (Figure 36-4J).

Highway Grade Separation over Railroad (Natural Ground 4 ft (1.2 m) or More Below
Rail) (Figure 36-4K).



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN Jan 2006

36-4(2)

V-9€ ainbi4

SAVO0d ANVT-OML 1vdNd d3LO0NYLSNOD3d
ANV M3AN 404 S39dld9 40 HLAIM AVMAVYOd 4v31D

ﬂmc.ongo s|ijoud

0 0{00J00Jo0j00J00f00;00

|‘
©/60'Z 010/ c- o - 7 0} 0/057)
o 19766 ©/60°C 03} 0,45 0/00°C O} ©/0G'L 0/60'C ©¥ /o

50UDID3|) 50UDJD3|D
ﬁ [DJUOZIIOH - KoM PooADIL T [DIUOZII0H J

7
3




BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

36-4(3)

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN

Jan 2006

g¥-9¢ ainbi

SAVO0d ANVT-OML 1vdNd NO
S39d1d9 d341VAITIdadNS 40 HLAIM AVAMAYOY dVvV310

"Jap|noys ay) Jo abpa apisIno ayi pue Aem pajael] auyl Jo abpa ayl usamiaq %iy'0 JO JuaIpeld ul asualayip
[euipnibuo] aanejas wnwixew e Buipinoid Aq paysiidwoade aqg pjnoys uonisued; siyl “sprepuels AemybiH 10Q| 8yl 8as osly ‘Aempeol
Buiyoroudde ayr uo tspjnoys ayl Jo adojs ubisap ay) ol pauonisuen Ajenpesb aq |m (Quawaned Jspinoys yoeoudde abpuq ay)
Jo pua ay yo 1snl Bunueis) abpuqg ayi Jo apis ybiy ayl uo Jap|noys ayl ‘uoneas|aiadns Yyiim aAINI [IUOZLIOY B UIyIM Sal| abpLiq e aI1aymn

‘910N

(UOI4DLOY 4O SIXY) _
ouj|epDJg 8|140dd

IIDY

90UD.JD8|)

10 80D+ |DJIUOZ|JOH ADM POI9ADI] [D}UCZ|IOH [~ 40 90D4

20UDID3|) oy




BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN Jan 2006

36-4(4)

Jt-9€ a.inbi4

NVIA3IN 9dNJ-d3SIvVY HLIM S13341S NvVddNn
d3a1ONYLSNOD3Id ANV M3IN d04 S39dI49 40 HLAIM AVMAVYOY 4Vv310

*suonIpuod Buiol Juanbauy 0] 198lgns ae syo8p
abplig alaym ainonns ay) Ssolde pasn aq Aelwl uelpaw gind-pasies e ‘yoeoidde sy Uo pasn SI UBIPSW 3|gesIaA./Ysn|) e aIaum

‘910N

PSPIAGIJ TON SYDM3PIS

ﬂmc.mnoé
1 1

m.wo\.ad
~— 4 5 —
q %0'C O} o/4G7) ~ 1 °/60'C O} %Gl
°/60'C
——

O\OO.N

1adpupy
JO 90D 4 —==

19dpUng

| . JO 90D 4

¥

AoM pajerpi] upIpen AOM Ppo|oADI]
g4nd-pesidy

gJn) JO 29D 4 0O} 90D 4
yip!m Aomppoy yooouddy
,

b

S3PIS U10g —PM3PIS

4 dullepDUY d1j04d q
7

P N

1oy [0y

°0°C O} 94%G i
() L ~— | — . . .
upli1sepad . ) /0°¢ °/00°¢ e0'C OF oS 0°CY upinysepey
}odpupy ; ﬁ }odoung
10 20D 4 — |t JO 90D 4
A

JIDMBPIS Ao pajarpd L upIpan KoM pojaADI]|

ﬁ fju\cmw,.om L
= gJn) JO 90D 4 0} 90D 4 ol
YipIM Aomppoy yopouddy
f
R




BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

36-4(5)

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN

Jan 2006

av-9¢ ainbi4

SAVM3INIE HLIM S13341S dNV sdvod
d31OoNdLSNOD3d ANV M3N d04 S39dld9 40 HLAIM AVAMAVYOY dVv310

‘(suonipuod
snopJezey palesisuowap Iaylo 1o ‘sAemayiq peol-yo pareubisep ‘usipliyd |ooyds Aieluswald JO UoNeNuUaduod ‘sawnjon uelisapad ybly yum loreslb
Jo ydw Gy Jo suwi paads paisod Jenaiyaa 6'a) suonipuod 1o juelrem [e1dads Japun saydeosdde ayr uo Jannb pue qind ou yum areidwal siyl Japisuod AuQ v
‘(suonIpuod snopJlezey paresisuoWwap 1aylo 1o ‘sAemay|iq peol-1o pareubisap ‘uaipjiyd |00Yds Aleluawala JO UOolleluaduod
‘sawnjon uelnsapad ybiy yum Jarealb Jo ydw Gi Jo suwi paads parsod Jenaiyaa '6a) suonipuod Jo luelem [eroads Japun arejdwsal SIYl Japisuod Auo g
‘suonipuod Bulol Juanbaly
0} 109lgns aJe syo9p abplqg alaym ainjoNAs 8yl SSoloe pasn ag Aew ueipaw gind-pasiel e ‘yoeoidde ayl UO pasn S| Ueipaw d|gesianei/ysnyy e aJaym
‘arelidoidde se jres ayjiq pue ¢ Jreipuey ‘1adered ayy ubisep ‘Ajuo apis auo uo paiinbal ale skemayiq | T

o

'S9I10N

ey / HOZR% IS %OTRRSE
a18epad _
.M-..Mw \ surg
_ Ay
| souesmor) A= petaAR) | Uy o fmpn poenelL SURIFHT)
 ARWEMEARWIRIS Kruotuon P GnD-packy FNazLaH Aemamgommaps

g7 ;0 a0e4 o) F0e 4
QPPN dempRay yaeoudoy

-~ ——— —— Ty
18y oy L™ %07 R %S p s e % OZU5E | ey oy
umgsapad %0Z J > ' . o UnLgseDa g

iojey “ \ Juea MHM I./f\ 10 1=y

LT 7 aygmi] 3 4

_ I ARM PSASAR | sousmg 0 Aeph peronesL
U MN)-pask,
RSy IR RNGDS USRS QN0 o

\ femayEnIenses

QN7 0 @oe4 O3 I0e4

QPPN SempRay yoeoudoy



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN Jan 2006

36-4(6)

3-9€ 24nbi-

(ueipaN a|gestanel]/ysnid)
S13341S Nvgdn INVT-OML
d3LONILSNOO3IH ANV MIN d0d S3OAldd 40 HLAIM AVAMAVYOY dv310

‘'suonipuod Buiol Juanbaly 01 108lgns are |
Sy09p abpliq alaym ainjonJls ayl SSOJoe pasn ag Aew ueipaw gind-pasiel e ‘yoreoidde ay) U0 Pasn SI UBIPaW 3|qesianell/ysnjj & alaym

:9J0N
PSPIACId ION SMIDMSPIS
Ubipep
q-4n)-pesipy |puolLdQ SU|IOPD U9 8]140dd
\ ? .\
— X —
Ul o i s \J
%6 0°C %/60°¢
049/, §°| 049/ 'l
qJan) qn)
+0 80D4{ —— = L o - - | -—— 40 80D
AKDM P8|eAD] ubDipen ADM P®|eADd]
9|qDS U8AD ]|
4o ysni4

q4n) 40 ©9D4 0L 90D
UlPIM ADmppoy yopo.ddy

S6pIS Uiog —MDMePIS

UDIP8N
qun)-pes|dy |puolldp 3 ul|epodg 81i404dd
f LY —
coFﬁwm%wm[ﬁ %/ 07C %6 0°¢ %:om
: %02 049/, G| 049, Gl %e0’¢lup|J}sopad
}+9dpubd Jodoupd
40 80D ) | ROM DOOADIL V_“CU_Uws_V_“ KoM PolonDL | [ 40 90D
MIDMBPIS 8|qDS J9AD | SDMBPIS
40 ysn|4

gqJn) 40 ©85D4 O} 80D
U4PIM ADmpDOY yopo.uddy



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

36-4(7)

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN

Jan 2006

4t-9€ a.1nbi4

NVIA3IN g4ND-d3SIvd HLIM S13341S
NVE84dNn NO S39dl49 d3LVAITIH43dNS 40 HLAIM AVMAVYOY 4vV31D

"1a1Inb ay1 Jo aull Moj} 8yl pue Aem pajane.) ayl Jo abpa ayl usamiaq %010 40 Jualpeib ul
aouaJayIp Jeulpniibuo] aAirejal wnwixew e Buipinoid Aq paysidwoode aq pinoys uonisuen siyl splepuels AemybiH 10Q| ayl 98s
‘ARempreol Buiyoeoudde ayr uo Jannb ayy jo adojs ubisap ayl owl pauonisuen Ajjenpelb si quawaned yoroidde abplig ayl Jo pus ayl
yo 1snl Buiers) abpug ayl jo apis ybiy ayr uo Janunb ayl ‘uoneasjaladns Yum aAINd [LIUOZLIOY B UlylM Sal| abpliq ueqgin ue aJaypn

‘910N

POPIACAd LON SHIDMBPIS

UOILDL0Y 4O SOxy
ullepD Uy 8140

q4n) q4n)y

le—— 4O 00D
$0 8004 (i ADM PeloAD] uDIPe “T7 Kom peleapay o + 3
q-NJ-pesiDy

gJn) 40 ©0D4 O4 90D

|
B

SSpIS Ufog —IDMapIS

UOILDLOY JO Sexy
eulepbJdy 8|140.dd

11Dy
up]Jtsepad

11Dy
upjJisepad

+edouny 1odobupd

40 90D4 —-pe—a| [ = ——— - [ 40 2004
HIDMEDIS KDM P®el|aAD]| UD|Pen ADM P®e|eADd] SIDMOPIS

gn)-pesioy

= gJny Jo 90D4 Ol 90D4 !
U4+PIM ADMPDOY yopo.ddy



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN Jan 2006

36-4(8)

9-9¢ ainbi4

NVIA3IN FTaVSHIAVHL/HSN T HLIM S13341S NVadn NO
S39dId9 d31VATTId3dNS 40 HLAIM AVMAVYOY dVv310

“1911n6 ay) JO aul| Mo} a1 pue Aem pajane.) ayl Jo abpa ay1 usamiag %010 JO uaIpelB ul aoualayIp [eulpnlbuol
anielal wnwixew e Buipinold Ag paysiidwodsde aq pnoys uonisuel siyl splepuels AemybiH 10dl a8yl 89S Aempeol
Buiyoeoudde ayl uo 1ennb ayl Jo adojs ubisap ayl ol pauonisuell Ajjenpelb si (juswaned yoeoidde abpuqg syl Jo pus ayl
Jo 1snl Bunuels) abpug ays Jo apis ybiy ayl uo Jannb ayl ‘uoneasjaladns Yum aAINI [LIUOZIIOY B UIYIM Sal| abpLig uegin ue alaypn

‘910N

upipap
(UonpIoY O SIXY) qUnD-pasiny
aulapPI9 B1}0d Iouondo

oS}
upli}sapad

"XDW
1oy o,

upliysepad o
1odpunyg UDIPaN 1odpuny
J0 muou‘go\smEm = ADM PoleADI| REECEEEL ADM Po|9ADI] o MomaplS' JO 20D 4

10 ysni4

gJn) jOo 20D 4 0O} 99D4 Y}pIM ADmppOy yopouddy



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

36-4(9)

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN

Jan 2006

Ht-9€ 8inbi-

S13341S NVadNn aNVIT-OML NO
S39d1d9 d31VAITadadNS 40 HLAIM AVAMAVYOY 4310

*191NB ay) Jo aull moj) sy pue Aem pajaae.) ayl Jo abpa ay) usamiaq 9,010 JO JUaIpeIBb ul dualayIp feulpnibuol
anielal wnwixew e Buipinoid Ag paysiidwodsde aq pinoys uonisuen siyl splepuels AemybiH 10dl a8yl 89S Aempeol
Buiyoeoudde ayy uo 1ennb ayl Jo adojs ubisap ayl ol pauonisuell Ajjenpelb si (juswaned yoeoisdde abpug ayy Jo pus ayl
Jo 1snl Bunueis) abpuq ayl Jo apis ybiy ayi uo 1aunb ayl ‘uoneasjaiadns Yum anInNd [eluoziioy e uiyum sal| abplg ueqin ue alaypn

PSPIAOIJ FON SMOMBPIS

(UOI4DLOY 4O SIXY)
su|lepD U9 8]140dd

q4n) q4ng
4O ©0D4 — = |wm la—— 1O ©0DH

A

ADM P®|SADI] ADM P®O|9ADI|

qJn) 40 ©0D4 O4 ©90D4
U4+PIM ADmpDOY yoDo.ddy

SBPIS Uiod —SIDMapIS

(UOI}DLOY 40 SIXY)
ou||opDJ9 9]14+0.4d

1oy
% ¢ | UD|JlSeped

IIDY
uDjJdtsepad
jedpupy

40 90D4 ] |
SDMOPIS

jodb.ubyd

*| [t———] O SOD4
MOMBPIS

L

ADM P®O|I2AD| ADM POIOADI|

gqJn) 4O ©0D4 04 ©0D4
U4+PIM ADmpDOY yopo.ddy

‘910N



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN Jan 2006

36-4(10)

"slap|noys pazijiqels

I7-9¢ 8.nb14
SAVOY ANV T-OML Y3IAO SIOAIYg HO4 STONVIVI 1O

Buipnjour  ‘Jepun  Aempeol  3|gesn
syl anoge julod souesead 1ses| oyl (Wwgy) 611 g 00v s 1AV 10108100 10 peoy [e207]
Je juiod SoueIeR|d WNWIUIW By} 81ed0T g (Wgy).6-vl g 00Z 5 AHQ 10199]|0D 40 PEOY [2907]
‘suoisuswip (wgy).6-1L v 002 < AHA 10108)|00 10 peoy 2207
a|bue-1ybu are suoisuawip [euozuoy Iy 2 (wgy).6-7T \ s1av v [ellUY UegIN
‘Aem pajane.) Jo abpa Jeau ay) Jo auo0z (wey) .£-91 v s1av v (uononnsuoday) [eHsMY [einy
1ea|d 8y} apisino uaANd adid ybnoiyy (wog) .99l v sLav v (MaN) [eusuy [eany
e Jo pus oyen weansdn sy 81ed0] T aouerea|d AHQ JeaA-0z 10 KemybiH Buissediapun
:S910N [e21LI9 A WNWIUIN uoneinbiyuod 1av waun)d 1O UoNeoIISSe|D [euonounS
g NOILVYNIIINOD V NOILVHN92IANOD
(U/ws)y ydw u; peeds ubiseq :sq
(Www 0Sh .9 (Ww 0sh .9
e —— — =
}49AIND | 4+-8AINJ
edig 3} & edid
2 2 v g
ww _00¢) 1N \um
(w g a onyonuys ® mN 9UNLONILS (w o)
juswyingy Jo g (08)06 > Sa mo e > % MO .0t (00N09> Sa juewinqy Jo
48ld $0 8904 [T w grg) "1 T ooe s » 9w [ eld #0 8904
|| L (08)05< Sa - « - B oonos<sa | |
obp3 o6p3
ep|no
“epnous ADM POISADU] ADM POI9ADU] ~epInous




BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

36-4(11)

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN

Jan 2006

C¥-9€ ainbi

(Ired mojag (W g'T) ¥ ¥ UeYL SS9 pUNoJ9 [einieN)
AvOd1IVY 43A0 NOILYHVYIS AAVHD AVMHOIH

“Mp-9€ ainbi-
99s ‘Jies Jo doy mojaq aiow Jo (W Z'T) ¥ ¢ SI punolb reinjeu alsym\ ‘9

'sayoup abeurelp UO YoeoIousd 0} 10U Se 0S Suwn|od Jo siald 81eso] g
‘sg|bue 1ybul 16 ase suoisuswIp [eoZIoY ||y 910N
‘wialqoid e are ‘mous Bumup pue Areay se 4ons ‘suonipuod
[eroads asaym (w 0°'T) ¥ € 01 dn Ag pasealoul aq Aew uoisuawip sIyl '

‘Auedwo) peoljrey ayy Aq paynsnl
uaym Juaswdinba asuruaUERW YoRI1-}O o} Aressadau ag Aew se ‘Ajuo
apIs auo uo (w 'g) ¥ 8 01 dn Aq pasealoul aq Aew uoisuawip Syl 'S

(9) vy 40 4Ol 3A08V NOILVAITI ANV d0 1vd 40

dOL MOT13g (W Z°L) v NVHL SS3T SI ANITANNOYO TWHINLVN *SUONIPUOI [E2IWOU0IS pue ‘[euonesado
JYIHM MOVHL Ol 3ITONV LHOIM 1V NOILO3IS TWOIdAL ‘Bunieauibus uo paseq paynsnl g jouued pIEpUElS ddUEIEd|D
(W 02) ¥ €2 Y1 Tey} saulwlialep U JI ddueles|d Jassa| e nuwiad Aew
opDIBNS UOISSIWWOD 32I8WWO0D Sloul||| dYL "9el) peoljies B JOAOC PajoNnIisuod
, _ \ sabpug Aemybly palonssuocdal J0o mau e Joj papiaoid aq |reys
\ Vo | res Jo dol ays anoge (W °2) Y £Z Uey) SSB| 10U JO S0UBIBSD [EOIIBA Y °Z
N
x ~ - = ‘Auedwo) peoljiey ay} JO JUSSUOD INOYNM donpallou od T
, 5
J - ~|—1 3 'S9I0N
» = ® o //
lioy 4o doj z|2 -
gv 13 (9) @UIT pPunou [pINyON L
3 ||l
N I |1 |l
m jusuwuyuoqgqul ’ / _ _
~ (T3 (W £°2) .6 jusuinqy
° ||l
3 (1) UN (W 672).56 1]
m (G) UIN (W 9°¢) ¢l _ _
~ H Ll
24N310NJ1S MOT i}
| = |
) |
C |
1 _
[
d fop4y 4o (W $°¢2)
SpIS Jowpyi] 8 %004 @epising Jo obuig b JuBWINGY 10 opg



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS

BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN Jan 2006

36-4(12)

M-9¢ 8.nbi-

(Ired mojag 810N 1o (W 2'T) 3 ¥ punolo [einieN)
avod vy 43A0 NOILYHVYdIS 3AVHD AVMHOIH

‘C-9€ aInbi4 9as ‘|res Jo doy mojaq (W g'T) U ¥ ueyl ssa| si punolb [einjeu alsaypy 9

‘Juauueqwa
AemybBiy Buofe pauted 1o UaAINd Jsdwelp (Ww 006) ¥ € WNWIUIW © YIM palepowiwodde aq |eys juaunjueqwa peoljiel Buore abeurelp paidadlal g

"Sayop abeurelp UO Yoe0IOUS 0] 10U Se 0S SUWN|oo Jo siaid a1eso v

‘Auedwo) peoljrey
ay1 Ag paynsnl uaym juawdinba aosueusiurew oel-|o loj Aressadau aq Aew se ‘Ajuo apis auo uo (W t'Z) Y 8 01 dn Ag pasealoul ag Aew uoisuswip SIyl 'S

'SUONIPUOI [BIIWIOU0ID pue ‘[euoneiado ‘Bulidaulbus uo paseq
paynsnl ag Jouued prepuels asueres|d (W 0°2) ¥ €2 aYl Teyl Saulwlalap 1l JI 9dueIes|d J18ssa| e Jwiad Aew UOISSILUWOYD 82I18WWO0Y Sloul||] 8yl del) peodjrel
B JOA0 pa1oniisuod sabpuqg Aemybiy paionnsuodal 10 mau |[e Joj papinoid aqg |reys el Jo dol ayl anoge (W Q') ¥ €2 ueyl SSIJ| 10U JO dJurIed| [RIIBA Y  C

(9) VY 40 dOL MO39 JHOW ¥O (W Z°L) .+ SI IANITANNOYO
VIHNLVYN JH3IHM MOVEL OL J1ONV LHOIM 1V NOILO3S WOIdAL

‘Auedwo) peodjrey ayl Jo JUSSU0 INOYIIM 3dnpal lou oq T

:S9I0N
appibgng

DN
DN

,,,,, DRI

N S
) /,:om jo do| w? wg NN mw.mw 3 ‘sa|bue 1ybu Je ale suoisuswIp [eIUOZLOY ||V :BI0N
xlo |3 7 ~ 3 O e
2 W I
> g 14 Wl Il
= jusuuyuDgquy // __ __
N () (W £7C) .6 o JuswWINgy
° W1l ||l
3 (1) UN (W 62).G6 \ | 1] |l
m (¥) UN (W 9'¢) 2L \ \ 1] [l
. — W\ ||l
| MEEN [HN}
9.4N3}0NJ}S MOT E ]| i}
W L
| |
]
C T
| _
b food] yo|  (w $7)
opIS Jowy3i] 8 %oD1] epIsing Jo sbuig b JUBWINGY 1O %008



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS
Jan 2006 BRIDGE/STRUCTURE DESIGN 36-5(1)

36-5 TABLES OF DESIGN CRITERIA

Figure 36-5A presents the design criteria for new or reconstructed bridges on rural
collectors/local roads. Figure 36-5B presents the criteria for new or reconstructed bridges on
suburban/urban arterials. Figure 36-5C presents the criteria for new or reconstructed bridges
on urban collectors/local streets.
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Footnotes for Figure 36-5A
(2) Implies reconstruction of a significant length of existing highway either on new location

(2)

(3)
(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)
(11)

Note:

or within existing right-of-way. For reconstruction of relatively short intermittent highway
segments within a project, the design criteria used, where cost-safety effective, should
be consistent with the adjacent highway design but not less than that allowed to remain
in place.

The minimum bridge width shall not be less than the width of the approaching traveled
way plus the paved portions of the shoulders.

Bridge widths for bridge rehabilitation projects are discussed in Chapter 33.

For reconstruction projects, where the minimum required shoulder widths on a structure
can only be obtained with the addition of new beams and substructure, a cost-safety
evaluation should be made to determine the appropriateness of providing the required
width. Significant decreases of the required widths should not be considered.

Bridges remaining in place without a design exception approval when a safety record is
satisfactory if the bridge is being gapped within a roadway section. Clear width between
curbs or rails, whichever is less, should be equal to or greater than the approach
traveled way width.

For bridges in excess of 100 ft (30 m) in length, a minimum bridge width of 30 ft (9.0 m)
will be permitted.

For road district projects only, the bridge width may be 20 ft (6.0 m), and the design flood
frequency may be 10 years for ADTs less than or equal to 150.

For reconstruction projects, the proposed low superstructure should not be below the
existing superstructure unless 1 ft (300 mm) of clearance is achieved. Any proposed
clearance less than 1 ft (300 mm) above design high-water elevation must be
accompanied by a request for a design exception.

The minimum required vertical clearance must be available over the traveled way and
any paved shoulders.

The design flood frequency may be 15 years for ADT under 250.

The design live load for bridges to remain in place only applies to minor rehabilitation
and in-kind replacements (e.g. rail or joint repair, partial deck repair, individual stringer
replacement, etc.). Other work, including deck replacement shall be considered new.

Traveled way width is the sum of the widths of all travel lanes. It is the larger of the
value from Chapter 32 or, for existing bridges, the existing (or proposed) width of the
approach traveled way.
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(1)

(2)

3)
(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

Footnotes for Figure 36-5B

Implies reconstruction of a significant length of existing highway either on new location
or within existing right-of-way. For reconstruction of relatively short intermittent highway
segments within a project, the design criteria used, where cost-safety effective, should
be consistent with the adjacent highway design but not less than that allowed to remain
in place.

The design hourly volumes (DHV) are calculated using a peak hour factor (PHF) = 1.0;
adjust these values using local peak-hour factors.

Bridge widths for bridge rehabilitation projects are discussed in Chapter 33.

For urban bridges requiring sidewalks, the width of the sidewalks is 5 ft (1.5 m) unless a
wider width is specified by the local agency.

Bridges remaining in place without a design exception approval when a safety record is
satisfactory if the bridge is being gapped within a roadway section. Clear width between
curbs or rails, whichever is less, should be equal to or greater than the approach
traveled way width.

For reconstruction projects, the proposed low superstructure should not be below the
existing superstructure unless 1 ft (300 mm) of clearance above design high water is
achieved. Any proposed clearance less than 1 ft (300 mm) above design high water
elevation must be accompanied by a request for a design exception.

The minimum required vertical clearance must be available over the traveled way and
any paved shoulders.

The design live load for bridges to remain in place only applies to minor rehabilitation
and in-kind replacements (e.g. rail or joint repair, partial deck repair, individual stringer
replacement, etc.). Other work, including deck replacement shall be considered new.

Note: Traveled way width is the sum of the widths of all travel lanes. It is the larger of the

value from Chapter 32 or, for existing bridges, the existing (or proposed) width of the
approach traveled way.
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Footnotes for Figure 36-5C

Implies reconstruction of a significant length of existing highway either on new location
or within existing ROW. For reconstruction of relatively short intermittent highway
segments within a project, the design criteria used, where cost-safety effective, should
be consistent with the adjacent highway design but not less than that allowed to remain
in place.

Bridge widths for bridge rehabilitation projects are discussed in Chapter 33.

For urban bridges requiring sidewalks, the width of the sidewalks is 5 ft (1.5 m) unless a
wider width is specified by the local agency.

Bridges remaining in place without a design exception approval when a safety record is
satisfactory if the bridge is being gapped within a roadway section. Clear width between
curbs or rails, whichever is less, should be equal to or greater than the approach
traveled way width.

For reconstruction projects, the proposed low superstructure should not be below the
existing superstructure unless 1 ft (300 mm) of clearance above design high water is
achieved. Any proposed clearance less than 1 ft (300 mm) above design high water
elevation must be accompanied by a request for a design exception.

The minimum required vertical clearance must be available over the traveled way and
any paved shoulders.

The design live load for bridges to remain in place only applies to minor rehabilitation
and in-kind replacements (e.g. rail or joint repair, partial deck repair, individual stringer
replacement, etc.). Other work, including deck replacement shall be considered new.

Note: Traveled way width is the sum of the widths of all travel lanes. It is the larger of the

value from Chapter 32 or, for existing bridges, the existing (or proposed) width of the
approach traveled way.
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