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PUBLIC UTILITY CONFLICTS - CONTRACT GROUP 2

* CONFLICTS WITH BRIDGE PIERS WILL BE DETERMINED DURING BRIDGE DESIGN

CONFLICTS WITH U.G. ELECTRIC FOR ROADWAY LIGHTING IS NOT SHOWN

AFFECTED UTILITY PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION
CONFLICT STATIONING COVER REDUCTION/ RETAINING = PAVEMENT BRIDGE BRIDGE
1.D. ALIGNMENT ROADWAY Begin End GAS WATER TELE STEAM | ELECTRIC DEEP FILL WALL WIDENING REPLACEMENT  PIERS*
2-1 NEVW14E90  W.14TH ST.TO I-90 EB (RAMP B2) = 1205+86 16" X
2-2 NEVO0ONT 1-90 EB TO ONTARIO ST. (RAMP B3) | 1315+50 | 1316+30 (15) SP 4" 14' CUT
(6) SP 4"
2-3 NEVO0ONT 1-90 EB TO ONTARIO ST. (RAMP B3) | 1317+93 (24) MTD 10' CUT X
(4) STD X
T-DUCT FO X
2-4 NEVO0ONT 1-90 EB TO ONTARIO ST. (RAMP B3) | 1318+76 (12) SP 4" 9' CUT X
(6) SP 4" X
2-5 NEVO0ONT 1-90 EB TO ONTARIO ST. (RAMP B3) | 1322+12 | 1322+62 (24) MTD 4 cUT
(4) STD
T-DUCT FO
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