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Reconstruction Typica
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EXISTING GROUND

TRUCK CLIMBING
LANE

FINISHED
GRADE

— 002 FiF 0.02 FiF —

| Sections

SEE STD. DWG. RD01-S-11
FOR ROUNDING

SEE 5TD. DWG. RDO1-S-11A
FOR DITCH ROUNDING

EXISTING GROUND

it g

SEE STD. DWG. RDO1-5-11
FOR ROUNDING

SEE STD. DWG. RDO1-5-11A
FOR DITCH ROUNDING

—— 0.02 FIF 0.02 FIF —

3 - LANE SECTION
(BASED ON STD. DWG. RDO1-TS-7)

¢

FINISHED
GRADE

——0.02 F/F

SEE STD. DWG. RDO1-8-11
FOR ROUNDING
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EXISTING GROUND

— 0.02 F/F 0.02 FIF —

2 - LANE SECTION
(BASED ON STD. DWG. RDO1-TS-3)

SEE STD. DWG. RDO1-8-11
FOR ROUNDING

EXISTING GROUND




- Positive Impacts of Reconstruction
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J*adequate shoulders




Negatlve Impacts of Reconstruction

8- > 2 5 Year Cnstructton Project
g ear Read Cl osure (W Road Detour)
Road Closures

Acent property




LEGEND

== Proposed Two Lanes
Proposed Three Lanes







'Negati\‘/e Im_pag:ts of New Route

Route Length
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Potential Rock Fall Area_
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Typical Areas of Geologic Stability Concern
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Roadway Stability Concern Areas

2
o
<
z
o
w
]
z
Q
&)
>
=4
=1
2
=
(2]
>
<
=
2
[}
o




Typical Areas of Roadway Stablility Concern
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- Options for Roadway Stabilization
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Typical Drainage Concerns
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EXISTING DITCH
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5'x 2' RIPRAP DITCH




| EXISTING DITCH
8 WITH PROPOSED
¥ 4' x 2' CONC. DITCH
LM 15.30 TO LM 15.66

EXISTING DITCH
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& 4'x 2' CONC. DITCH

{ LM 14.12 TO LM 15.10
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Estlmated Cost of Spot Improvements

""_':Rock Fall I\/Iltlgatlon Optlons
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Vegetatlo remgva
= Vegetation r
. Cutll,”__,,

=
hotcrete and rock bolting - $700,000
- $900,000
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" Roadway Sta - e —

ay stability concern areas - $890:000 e
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| soil .nalls; anchors and drains - $1, 600 --o —




PO

&
- {
T s

.

t Impr




.

- Negative Impacts of Spot
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Environmental Scan
. P055|ble Threatened & Endangered Species

= Indiana or Gray-bat——
9 O3(d) list of impaired
ceptional

-







