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1. MSE WALL ON THE WEST SIDE OF IR 75 THAT SUPPORTS ABUTMENT J, HAM-75-02.392 FORWARD ABUTMENT, AND THE WHV OVER IR 75 REAR ABUTMENT.

2. TEMPORARY MSE WALL NORTH OF THE WHV WB RAMP UPPER DECK BRIDGE AND SOUTH OF THE EXISTING WHV BRIDGE.

3. ABUTMENT J.

4. HAM-75-02.390 (RAMP B BRIDGE) FORWARD ABUTMENT AND APPROACH SLAB SUPPORTS IN THE INTERSECTION.

5. ENTIRE WHV BRIDGE OVER IR 75 INCLUDING RAILINGS, FENCES, APPROACH SLABS, AND SEALING. 

6. MSE WALL ON THE EAST SIDE OF IR 75 THAT SUPPORTS THE FORWARD ABUTMENT OF THE WHV OVER IR 75 BRIDGE.

7. TEMPORARY MSE WALLS NORTH AND SOUTH OF THE PIER L FOUNDATIONS.
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1. THESE DETAILS ARE DEPICTED ON STAGE 1 PLANS WITH THE FORWARD ABUTMENT OF THE WHV BRIDGE OVER IR 75 UPDATED TO AN MSE WALL SUPPORTED ABUTMENT. 

2. THE MSE WALL ON THE EAST SIDE OF IR 75 WILL ALLOW THE PIER L FOUNDATIONS TO BE RAISED JUST BELOW THE PROPOSED FINAL GRADE ADJACENT TO THE RAMPS.
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Need to take into account crane placement to drive/restrike piling after MSE wall construction/settlement period (if applicable) with MOT phasing and City WHV project.  Can Ramp G be closed and/or shifted to provide room in front?
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It appears shoring will be necessary to support I-75 ramp during construction
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Can restrikes be avoided by using pile sleeves?
Has the impact of MSE Wall 1 fill been evaluated with the TYL Pier J design?
   - Is the use of foam blocks allowable to reduce the load?
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Using granular fill for MSE Wall 1 will require a conveyor with a long term lane closure on 75 and / or Spring Grove
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What will cap this fill area?
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WHV Pier L foundations will be buried with the proposed fill.  Has this been evaluated and / or will these be raised to account for the additional fill material? 

If the foundations are raised, that will impact when this MSE wall needs to be built
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Ramp B beams to be set after the EB WHV bridge beams are set?
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More clarity and discussion will be needed to understand the sequence for installation of these piling.


