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FROM: Rob Ladson 
 Infrastructure Manager 
 
DATE: September 22, 2022 
 
SUBJECT:  Q&A #001 
 SCC 2023-01:  2023 Overpass Work 
  
This Q&A is issued prior to the execution of the contract and is intended to modify and/or interpret the request for proposal documents by addition, 
revision, deletion, clarification, and/or corrections.  Bidders shall acknowledge in the proposal receipt of this and all addendums. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

 

  Question Response 

1. 
Some of the bridge repair work could impact traffic at the ramps.  Can 
the SCC please provide the MOT requirements at the ramps?  

As part of Early Contractor Involvement, the selected contractor 
would propose phasing and MOT for the review and approval 
by the SCC.  As a means to provide guidance during the 
proposal phase, minor ramps could be closed during necessary 
work in the area.  Access to the Dan Ryan and the Stony Island 
ON and OFF ramps needs to remain open throughout the work.   

2. 

Bridge Load ratings are not directly required in the scope of 
work.  However, Section 4.4.2.2 of the IDOT Structural Services manual 
indicates “When the safe load capacity of a bridge has changed, a load 
rating must be completed, documented, submitted to BBS if applicable 
and ISIS information updated.”  Please confirm that load ratings are 
required for each of the bridges that receives an overlay.   

Yes, new load ratings - in accordance with FHWA and IDOT 
requirements - will need to be provided by the Contractor & its 
design team as part of the Final Deliverables.   

The SCC can supply copies of the existing load ratings to the 
selected contractor.  However, please understand that the 
existing load ratings are in “PDF” format and NOT in a 
AASHTOWARE Bridge models.  Also, the load ratings will not 
be accepted by the SCC until they have been accepted by both 
CDOT and IDOT. 
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3. 

The 30% plans included in the RFP indicate complete removal of the 
Neoprene Expansion Joint.  The limits show removal from toe of parapet 
to toe of parapet.  However, the neoprene expansion joint extends into 
the parapet, thus complete removal would impact the parapet. See photo. 

 

If the parapet is impacted in the removal process, then it must be brought 
to standard.  At previous repair locations, it has been noted that the 
parapet and concrete bollard were repaired as part of a rehab projects. 
See the following: 

 

Can the SCC please confirm the scope of work at the existing 
parapet/bollard locations in the vicinity of the expansion joints to be 
repaired?   

In all circumstances, the Contractor will need to propose and 
provide a design solution that meets IDOT standards.   

At the 30% level, the drawings don’t get into this level of detail 
as to the exact termination point of the joint and how to make 
that concrete repairs to the bottom of the parapet if the upturn of 
the neoprene is completely removed. 

However, the intent is to remove the existing expansion joint in 
its entirety.  How the parapet wall is to be repaired is to be 
proposed by the Contractor’s designer.  But, in all 
circumstances, all designs must meet IDOT standards, be signed 
& sealed by an Illinois Structural Engineer and be approved by 
the SCC.  

 


