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STRUCTURE INSPECTION, INVENTORY and APPRAISAL SHEET
Vermont Agency of Transportation ~ Structures Section ~ Bridge Management and Inspection Unit

Inspection Report for ST. JOHNSBURY bridge no.: 00006 District: 7

Located on: VT 0002B ML  over VT 2B OVER LVRR approximately 0.4 MIW JCT US2 E Owner: 01 STATE-OWNED
CONDITION STRUCTURE TYPE and MATERIALS

Deck Rating: 4 POOR Bridge Type: 3-SPAN ROLLED BEAM

Superstructure Rating: 4 POOR Number of Approach Spans: 0000 Number of Main Spans: 003
Substructure Rating: 5 FAIR Kind of Material and/or Design: 3  STEEL

Channel Rating: N NOT APPLICABLE Deck Structure Type: 1  CONCRETE CIP

Culvert Rating: N NOT APPLICABLE Type of Wearing Surface: 6 BITUMINOUS

Federal Str. Number: 207000000603112 Type of Membrane: 0 NONE

Federal Sufficiency Rating: 049.1 Deck Protection: 0 NONE

Deficiency Status of Structure: SD APPRAISAL  *AS COMPARED TO FEDERAL STANDARDS

AGE and SERVICE Bridge Railings: 0 DOES NOT MEET CURRENT STANDARD

Year Built: 1936 Year Reconstructed: 0000 Transitions: 0 DOES NOT MEET CURRENT STANDARD

ServiceOn: 1 HIGHWAY Approach Guardrail: 1 MEETS CURRENT STANDARD

Service Under: 2 RAILROAD Approach Guardrail Ends: 1  MEETS CURRENT STANDARD

Lanes On the Structure: 02 Structural Evaluation: 4 MEETS MINIMUM TOLERABLE CRITERIA

Lanes Under the Structure: 00 Deck Geometry: 5 BETTER THAN MINIMUM TOLERABLE CRITERIA
Bypass, Detour Length (miles): 01 Underclearances Vertical and Horizontal: 4 MEETS MINIMUM TOLERABLE
ADT: 000670 % Truck ADT: 11 CRITERIA

Year of ADT: 1998 Waterway Adequacy: N NOT OVER WATER

GEOMETRIC DATA Approach Roadway Alignment: 6 EQUAL TO MINIMUM CRITERIA

Length of Maximum Span (ft): 0042

Structure Length (ft): 000129 Scour Critical Bridges: N NOT OVER WATERWAY

Lt Curb/Sidewalk Width (ft): 5 DESIGN VEHICLE, RATING, and POSTING
Rt Curb/Sidewalk Width (ft): 0.5 Load Rating Method (Inv): 1 LOAD FACTOR (LF)
Bridge Rdwy Width Curb-to-Curb (ft): 29.5 Posting Status: P POSTED FOR LOAD
Deck Width Out-to-Out (ft): 32 Bridge Posting: 4 POSTING REQUIRED
Appr. Roadway Width (f): 025 Load Posting: 02 BRIDGE IS LEGALLY LOAD POSTED AT BOTH ENDS
Skew: 20 Posted Vehicle: ~ POSTING NOT REQUIRED
Bridge Median: 0 NO MEDIAN Posted Weight (tons):
Min Vertical Clr Over (ft): 99 FT 99 IN Design Load: 2 H 15
Feature Under: RAILROAD BENEATH
STRUCTURE INSPECTION and CROSS REFERENCE X-Ref. Route:
Min Vertical Underclr (ft): 26 FT 05 IN Insp. Date: 072013 Insp. Freq. (months) 12 X-Ref. BrNum:

INSPECTION SUMMARY and NEEDS

07/19/13 Deck, backwalls are in poor condition and since last inspection backwall east side had failed. Full depth failures are likely at anytime. Steel
continues to deteriorate and is poor. Undermining of abutment 1. Substructure continues to deteriorate. Structure needs full replacement. MJK SP

05/22/12 Servi lift inspection. 6 rolled beams with holes along the webs in most of them at piers, section loss along flanges also, areas of heavy rust
scaling due to deck leakage and sidewalk drains. Refer to 2011 report. ~ MJK JM

07/13/11 Structure continues to deteriorate along backwalls, east abutment, deck soffit and steel beams. Undermining of abut 1. Approach rail and
retaining wall southeast side has tipped to the south considerable with 9" of displacement at bridge rail. Structure needs extensive recon or replacement
in near future. MJK & DK

Wednesday, August 14, 2013
















Ramsey, Jeff

From: Lepore, John

Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 3:57 PM

To: Ramsey, Jeff

Cc: Williams, Chris; Lepore, John

Subject: ST JOHNSBURY BRF 7000 (20) - US 2A, Bride 7 over the Lamoille Valley Railroad

This project poses no concerns to natural resources as it is over the Lamoille Valley Railroad and in the surrounding areas
there are houses. No map is provided since there was nothing to map, and no restrictions relative to natural resources
are associated with this project.

This is the only notification on this project regarding natural resources.
Come see me if you have questions...

~John~






Ramsey, Jeff

From: O'Shea, Kaitlin

Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 12:42 PM

To: Ramsey, Jeff

Cc: Newman, Scott

Subject: St Johnsbury BF 7000(20) Historic Resource ID
Hi Jeff,

The historic resource ID for St. Johnsbury BF 7000(20) — Bridge 6 — is complete. It is digitized on Arcmap under the
project name.

Bridge 6 is a historic structure. Work to this bridge will require a Section 4(f) evaluation. The bridge is located within a
historic district, with adjacent surrounding properties. Any temporary alignments, new alignments, easements or
acquisitions will be necessary information for this project.

Let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks,
Kaitlin

Kaitlin O'Shea
Historic Preservation Specialist
Vermont Agency of Transportation

802-828-3962
Kaitlin.O'Shea@state.vt.us
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Local & Regional Input Questionnaire

Community Considerations

1.

10.

11.

Are there any scheduled public events in the community that will generate increased traffic
(e.g. vehicular, bicycles and/or pedestrians), or may be difficult to stage if the bridge is closed
during construction? Examples include: a bike race, festivals, cultural events, farmers market,
concerts, etc. that could be impacted? If yes, please provide date, location and event
organizers’ contact info.

There are no events that would be affected.

Is there a “slow season” or period of time from May through October where traffic is less?
Traffic flow is light and no seasonal differences.

Please describe the location of emergency responders (fire, police, ambulance) and emergency
response routes.
Emergence responders from St J would have to use a detour.

Where are the schools in your community and what are their schedules?
School traffic would be affected same as residents

Is the proposed project on an established or planned school bus or public transit route(s)?
School bus routes would have to make some minor adjustments.

Are there any businesses (including agricultural operations) that would be adversely impacted
either by a detour or due to work zone proximity?
No

Are there any important public buildings (town hall or community center) or community
facilities (recreational fields or library) in close proximity to the proposed project?
No

Are there any town highways that might be adversely impacted by traffic bypassing the
construction on another local road?
No

Are there any other municipal operations that could be adversely impacted if the bridge is
closed during construction? If yes, please explain.
No

Please identify any local communication channels that are available—e.g. weekly or daily
newspapers, blogs, radio, public access TV, Front Porch Forum, etc. Also include any
unconventional means such as local low-power FM.

Caledonian Record, WSTJ Radio, St J Town Website

Is there a local business association, chamber of commerce or other downtown group that we
should be working with?
There is one but wouldn’t be affected by this project
Page 1 of 3
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Local & Regional Input Questionnaire

Designh Considerations

1.

10.

11.

12.

Are there any concerns with the alignment of the existing bridge? For example, if the bridge is
located on a curve, has this created any problems that we should be aware of?
No

Are there any concerns with the width of the existing bridge?
No

What is the current level of bicycle and pedestrian use on the bridge?
Very Light

If a sidewalk or wide shoulder is present on the existing bridge, should the new structure have
one?
No
Is there a need for a sidewalk or widened shoulder if one does not currently exist? Please
explain.
No
Does the bridge provide an important link in the town or statewide bicycle or pedestrian
network such that bicycle and pedestrian traffic should be accommodated during construction?
No

Are there any special aesthetic considerations we should be aware of?

Are there any traffic, pedestrian or bicycle safety concerns associated with the current bridge?
If yes, please explain.

Does the location have a history of flooding? If yes, please explain.
Are you aware of any nearby Hazardous Material Sites?
Are you aware of any historic, archeological and/or other environmental resource issues?

Are there any other comments you feel are important for us to consider that we have not
mentioned yet?

Land Use & Public Transit Considerations — to be filled out by the municipality or RPC.

1. Does your municipal land use plan reference the bridge in question? If so please provide a
copy of the applicable section or sections of the plan.
No

2. Please provide a copy of your existing and future land use map, if applicable.
Not Applicable

Page 2 of 3
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Local & Regional Input Questionnaire

3. Are there any existing, pending or planned development proposal that would impact future
transportation patterns near the bridge? If so please explain.
No

4. Is there any planned expansion of public transit service in the project area? If not known
please contact your Regional Public Transit Provider.
None that would be affected by the bridge project.

Route 2B was originally the major highway headed into and out of St Johnsbury from the west. It now
serves as a side road that serves a modest number of homes in the southwest area of town. The closing
of the bridge for repairs would require those people to either detour west on Rte 2 for 4 miles to the
intersection of Rte2 and Rte2B or to take a town road (Crow Hill RD) 2.2 miles to Rte2B at the
Regional Library. The farthest anyone would have to travel using the detour would be 3 miles.

John S. Hall
Town Manager
St. Johnsbury, VT

802-748-3926
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Detour Route
VT Route 2B, to US Route 2 back to VT Route 2B

A to B on Through Route: 3.4 Miles
A to B on Detour Route: 4.4 Miles
Added Miles: 1.0 Mile

End to End Distance: 7.8 Miles
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