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Agenda
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ÅPD&E Process

ÅPurpose of Project Advisory Group (PAG) 

(Citizen's Advisory Committee)

ÅExisting Condition of Bridges

ÅRehabilitation Parameters



PD&E Process
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Purpose of the Project Advisory Group (PAG)
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ÅThe purpose of the Project Advisory Group (PAG) is to allow FDOT to 
hear from potentially impacted residents, businesses and stakeholders.

ÅThe PAG is made up of residents and other stakeholders in the 
immediate area.  FDOT wants to make sure that a full range of views are 
considered during the transportation decision making process.

ÅThe PAG will also be asked to help the project team explore how to 
address issues and needs that may be identified in the study.

ÅThere will be a total of 4 PAG meetings planned over the course of the 
PD&E study.

ÅPAG MEETING NO. 1 GOAL ςESTABLISH THE REHABILITATION 
PARAMETERS



6

Existing Condition

Venetian Causeway Bridge Inventory

Bridge 
No.

DOT 
Bridge 

#

NBI Condition Rating
Appraisal
/Present 
Posted

Scour/Storm Evaluation Bridge

ScourDepth Exist Est. pile
Sufficiency 

Rating
Deficiency 

FO/SD

2011 2014* 2011/2014 2014
Year 1998

1927 and Renovation

100 Year Category 5

1 874459 32.6 19 FO/SD 5 Tons 26.9 ft 26.9 ft 40-54 ft

2 874460 52 45.9 FO 11 Tons 19.6 ft 29.1 ft 20-28 ft

3 874461 55.5 46 FO 11 Tons 25.0 ft 31 ft 20-28 ft

4 874463 55.5 46 FO 11 Tons 25.0 ft 31 ft 20-28 ft

5 874465 47.9 36.5 FO 11 Tons 19.6 ft 25.9 ft 20-28 ft

6 874466 57.6 48.2 FO 11 Tons 22.6 ft 28.2 ft 20-28 ft

7 874471 55.5 46 FO 11 Tons 22.0 ft 27.3 ft 20-28 ft

8 874472 55.5 46 FO 11 Tons 22.6 ft 28.9 ft 20-28 ft

9 874473 64 48.7 FO 11 Tons 24.2 ft 35.5 ft 20-28 ft

10 874474 57.5 32.1 11 Tons 25.0 ft 30.1 ft 20-28 ft

11 874477 64 41 FO 11 Tons 25.3 ft 31.6 ft 20-28 ft

12 874481 68.1 43.6 16 Tons 15.8 ft 19.4 ft 20-28 ft

FO= Functionally Obsolete
SD= Structural Deficient
EST.= Estimated

*Based on FDOT Bridge Information  July 1st 2014



History of Continuous Repair and Maintenance

Å1970s: Over one half of the 201 pile caps were repaired

Å1998: Bridge Rehabilitations
Å40%-90% of girders and deck repaired 

ÅOne pile cap repair & Riprap placement at all foundations

Å2011: 50%-75% of girders and deck repaired 

ÅMuch of original resource lost due to repairs and replacement
ÅNew light poles (1998)

ÅNew railings (1998)

Å60% of West Bridge replaced in 1997 (including drawbridge)

ÅEast drawbridge superstructure replaced in 1998
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Existing Condition
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Existing Condition

Fixed Bridges

ÅUnsound concrete in Beam 
& Slabs

ÅFailed Repairs
ÅSignificant corrosive 

deterioration

Summary of Typical Deficiencies
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Existing Condition

Fixed Bridges

Å Utilities- Supporting Hangers broken 
& hanging loose & uneven pipes 

Summary of Typical Deficiencies
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Existing Condition

Fixed Bridges

Å Cracks ςminor in Beams & Substructures
Å Surface Corrosion- in exposed Reinforcing 

steel bars

Summary of Typical Deficiencies
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Existing Condition

Fixed Bridges

Å Transverse Cracks through asphalt in structural member Joints
Å Exposed reinforcing bars  in slabs

Summary of Typical Deficiencies


