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Appendix A:
Soil and Rock Excavation
Plans and Profiles
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Appendix B:
Proposed Cross Sections
Flat Slab and Arch Alternatives
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Appendix C:
Retaining Wall Concepts in
High Rock Areas



Underground Structure for Sta 115+00 (High Rock Area)
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w201 62fll Drill Hole =0.5ft, At Top, One Row,
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Staged Removal of Existing Wall Toe and Secant Pile
Installation
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Appendix D:
Retaining Wall Concepts in
Low Rock Areas



Underground Structure for Sta 86+00 (Low Rock Area)
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Proposed Permanent and SOE for Low Rock Areas

Permanent SOE Sheeting
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Center Wall — Temporary Load Case during Construction
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Appendix E:
Construction Staging Sections



Construction Staqging Sections

Stage 1 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally
2) Kensington operates normally
3) Humboldt NB temp. impacts

Stage 2 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally

2) Kensington operates normally
(shifted, reduced shoulder)

3) Humboldt NB (reduced width)




Construction Staqging Sections

Stage 3 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally

2) Kensington 2-lanes each
direction (as-shown)

3) Humboldt NB (reduced width)

Stage 4 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally

2) Kensington 2-lanes each
direction (as-shown)

3) Humboldt NB (reduced width)




Construction Staqging Sections

Stage 5 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally

2) Kensington 2-lanes each
direction (as-shown)

3) Humboldt NB (reduced width)

Stage 6 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally

2) Kensington 2-lanes each
direction (as-shown)

3) Humboldt NB (reduced width)




Construction Staqging Sections

Stage 7 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally

2) Kensington 2-lanes each
direction (as-shown)

3) Humboldt NB (reduced width)

Stage 8 traffic notes:

1) Humboldt SB operates normally

2) Kensington 3-lanes each
direction (as-shown)

3) Humboldt NB operates normally




Appendix F:
Temporary and Permanent
Retaining Wall Plans
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Appendix G:
Work Zone Traffic Control
Staging Crossover Plans
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