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CONSTRUCTION,
MAINTENANCE &
REPAIR HISTORY

= 1895: Original Construction

= 1908: Washed Out in Flood

= 1970s: East Approach Spans
= 1980: Closed to Vehicles

= 2011: Closed to All

. E i 3 ( w
fA. ‘ o . 0 $0 7

‘Chase moved, Kanmper seconded to close the truss bridge on
County Road #121, commonly known as Red Bridge; effective
immediately with monitoring of the bridge for movement for a
six~month period.

‘Motion. Ayes 4 - Nays 1 (Daley}

OLMSTED COUNTY BOARD OF. COMMISSIONERS

mg f1 om Dolan
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HISTORIC
SIGNIFICANCE

FRANK’S FORD BRIDGE /
RED BRIDGE

= Listed in the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) in 1980

= Significant for:

— Association with bridge engineer
and builder Horace E. Horton

— Early use of Steel Bridge
Construction

— Early example of a Pratt Through
Truss in Minnesota

PHOTO CIRCA 1979 -
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HORACE E. HORTON &
PRATT THROUGH TRUSSES IN MINNESOTA

BRIDGE L6322 - 1895 BRIDGE 92366 - 1885 BRIDGE 4846 - 1875
FRANK’S FORD BRIDGE HANOVER BRIDGE VERNON BRIDGE

OLMSTED COUNTY WRIGHT COUNTY LE SUEUR COUNTY
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SUBSTRUCTURE CONDITION - PIERS AND ABUTMENTS

West Stone Masonry Abutment

West Truss Pier

&

Timber Pier Cap
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SUPERSTRUCTURE CONDITION - FLOORBEAMS, TRUSS AND DECK

Stringer & Floorbeam Corrosion Truss Connection

Vertical Member Lattice
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SECTION 106 OF THE NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT

DEPARTMEEOF OLMSTED COUNTY ,
US Army Corps ADMINISTRATION MINNESOTA

of Engineerse
LEAD FEDERAL AGENCY SECTION 106 REVIEWER OWNER CONSULTING ENGINEER

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
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ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

ALTERNATIVE 1

ALTERNATIVE 2

ALTERNATIVE 3

DO NOTHING REHABILITATE IN PLACE RELOCATE
SIGNIFICANT PUBLIC VEHICULAR CROSSING RISK NO PUBLIC SAFETY
PUBLIC SAFETY SAFETY RISK DUE TO LOCATION CONCERNS
HYDRAULICS/ OVER MAJOR WATERWAY OVER MAJOR WATERWAY | NOT PLANNED TO BE OVER
MAINTENANCE (OVERTOPPING/DEBRIS) (OVERTOPPING/DEBRIS) MAJOR WATERWAY
BRIDGE
CONDITION IMMINENT FAILURE GOOD GOOD
PED CROSSING SERVING PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
FUTURE USE NO FUTURE USE LOCAL RESIDENTS SERVING GENERAL PUBLIC
HISTORIC EVENTUAL LOSS OF PRESERVES HISTORIC PRESERVES HISTORIC
PROPERTY HISTORIC BRIDGE BRIDGE FOR FUTURE BRIDGE FOR FUTURE
GENERATIONS GENERATIONS
FUNDING N/A INELIGIBLE FOR STATE ELIGIBLE FOR STATE
OPPORTUNITIES FUNDING FUNDING
COST $0 $2.5M - $3.1M $1.8M - $2.4M
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REMOVE EXISTING STONE MASONRY ABLTMENT
T0 APPROK. I—07 (MIN.) BELOW EXISTING GRADE

J

REMOVAL PLANS -

REMOVE GUARDRAIL

AT RIVER

=107

SPAN 2 (TRUSS SPAN)

(EST',___ UN. FT)
e \ § CRO121 et S 1
_ . —_ |
EDGE OF INFORMAL PATH=y (FORMER) - Eﬁ _|E I 15440 \
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——— ) - = T T REMOVE EXISTIMG GUARDRAIL
e ] - 1yl i AND POSTS
I : ——y X
- |
' !
REMONE EXISTING REMNFORCED
/. |CONCRETE ABUTMENT
REMOVE, DISASSEMBLE, & TRANSPORT
BRIDGE L6322 (FRAMK'S FORD BRIDGE)
TO OFF=SITE FACILUTY, SEE SHTS. 08-11
EL 950 & SPECIAL FROVISIONS FOR DETAILS
REMOVE EXISTING STONE MASONRY ABUTMENT
AND WIHGWALLS TO APPROX. 3 -0° (MIM.)
3 BELOW PROPOSED GRADE () REMOVE EXISTING REINFORCED COMCRETE
STA 124 __ REMOVE EXISTING GUARDRAIL ABUTMENT, WNGWALLS AND BACKFILL TO
EXISTING /PROPOSED < T AND POSTS (TYP.) APPROXIMATE GRADE SHOWH
GROUND LINE (TYR.) - i
EXISTNG GROUND LINE . | — PROPOSED CROUND
o3 )_/ A LINE
APPROX. EXCAVATION LMITS AND POST [
CONSTRUCTION PROPOSED GROUMD LINE -
1'=6" CL. I RANDOM = .
EL 920 RIPRAP W,/GEOTEXTILE >~ . ramns i —. 5] ____ !
FILTER TYPE 7 (6} < % ______ -
FROPOSED EXCAVATION
WEST ABUT. < i LMITS (TYP)
EL 910 : APPROY. FLOW LINE | TIMEER FILE BENT TIMBER
| ELEV. 915.7¢ | (PIER 2B) PILE BENT(3) NG ST v
42" CLP. (DEPTH e 36" CAP. (DEPTH UNKNOWH, —N Eéﬁ?fmﬁnfnlﬁpskgf Esl'"—ﬁns"m('&m
UINKNOWN) PIER 24) ; '
PIER 1 PIER 2 & 28 PIER 3

GEMERAL ELEVATION

BELOW EXISTING/PROPOSED GRADE



REMOVAL PLANS - APPROACHES

§ C.R. 121 EXISTING/PROPOSED
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WEST APPROACH - PROPOSED CUL-DE-SAC EAST APPROACH - PROPOSED HAMMERHEAD TURN-AROUND

7 4 LHBCORP.COM PERFORMANCE DRIVEN DESIGN | 12



	BRIDGE L6322 �CR 121�
	Bridge L6322�COUNTY ROAD 121�(90th street nw)
	CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE & REPAIR HISTORY
	HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE
	HORACE E. HORTON &�PRATT THROUGH TRUSSES IN MINNESOTA 
	substructure CONDITION – PIERS AND ABUTMENTS
	SUPERSTRUCTURE CONDITION – FLOORBEAMS, TRUSS AND DECK
	SECTION 106 OF THE NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT
	Alternatives ANALYSIS
	Alternatives ANALYSIS
	REMOVAL PLANS – AT RIVER
	REMOVAL PLANS - APPROACHES



