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2. Project Update | S
Key Activities — Stakeholder Briefings
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Key Activities — Public Outreach

> Red Cross / KGW Keeping you Safe
— “Prepare Out Loud”

Board of » Podcast — Project Spotlight
County > New Factsheet
ommissioners
> Portland Saturday Market

» Online Briefing
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Key Activities — Public Outreach
Red Cross / KGW Keeping You Safe

“Prepare Out Loud”
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2. Project Update

Key Activities — Public Outreach

HOW ARE THE OPTIONS BEING NARROWED?

New Factsheet o

Multnomah County has considered more than 100 river crossing opth n the Bumside Iifeline . These
0 ve screening process to make sure th eet requirements for a reliable river

crossing after a major earthquake.

BURNSIDE BRIDGE

EARTHQUAKE Multnomah County

is working to create | 2 3 FINAL REPORT
an earthquake-safe _
. . . mf.ﬂm Each ﬂﬂ:.ﬂ';ﬂ'("ﬂ.l"ln !ﬂl“l\lﬂiﬂﬂm‘h‘?w‘wh
BURNSIDE BRIDGE Willamette River crossing B iy Lol bl o

earthquake-safe crossing in place, so we must work

We are here.
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s emenoemcy es

- L f ! (D | g errenvinonment
y ; = o £ in i1 3 . N~ T peen,
= o é 1 ¥ | st the r E FRANNCIAL STEWARDSHI ide Bridge project. it also shows the current
g - Sl ; =] . . ; - i d working for another 15-20years.
BETTER. SAFER. CONNECTED. WHAT IS THE PLAN? Tl
Portland’s aging downtown bridges are not expected to Since 1926, the Burnside Bridge has served us well, To take ; 5|0
withstand a major earthquake. That is why Multnemah County us across the river for another 100 years, it needs an upgrade E A RT H Q U A K E 1
is taking the lead on making at least one earthquake ready. Qver the next several years, Multnomah County will evaluate
Located in the heart of downtown, the Burnside Bridge is a options for creating a resilient Burnside crossing that will

regionally established lifeline route across the Willamette River. withstand a major earthquake.
Lifeline routes are important because they:

READY

The first step is to narrow a long list of over 100 options

» Help firetrucks, ambulances, and police cars respond inan through a screening process to arrive at a short list of
emergency recommended options to be evaluated in more detailina
> Reunit oy and oved anes eter phas, BURNSIDE BRIDGE

» Help our economy recover

BURNSIDEBRIDGE.ORG

FOLLOW THE PROJECT ON TWITTER: - A MUItnomah
@ @MultCoBridges, #ReadyBurnside : = — Cou nty

VISIT THE PROJECT WEBSITETO: FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Sign up for updates. Mike Pullen

SR S R e e WE WANT TO HEAR FROM YOU

business group. mikejpullen@multco.us

. ) Multnomah County is working with regional partners and the community to narrow crossing options with
e ycoming mesting sventz 2p S ENESS B this planning process. Tell us what we should consider as we plan for an earthquake-fesilient crossing.
ways to provide input.
Weigh in at @ Request a project Attend an
community events briefing for your upcoming
and via online & & organization. committee
Surveys. meeting.

Find out more about these opportunities at

BurnsideBridge.org
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Key Activities — Public Outreach
Portland Saturday Market

December 2017
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Key Activities — Public Outreach

Online Briefing

January 2018
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Discussion Break
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L
SCREENING
-Seismic Resiliency

STE PS -Emergency Response

-Compatibility with
major infrastructure

OPTION GROUPS

No Build

Maintain existing bridge as-is.

Seismic Retrofit
Upgrade the existing bridge.

Enhanced Seismic Retrofit

Retrofit most of the existing bridge, but replace
the spans over I-5 and the railroad.
Replacement

Build a new crossing such as a high fixed bridge,
low movable bridge, twin bridges or a tunnel.

Enhance Another Bridge
Retrofit or replace a different bridge across the
Willamette River.
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EARTHQUAKE

3. Screening Results

SCREENING
Each option was screened Each remaining option was

STE PS against the core requirements evaluated on how well it
of seismic resiliency, functioned immediately
emergency response, and after an earthquake in
compatibility with major addition to everyday use.
infrastructure.

OPTION GROUPS

No Build
Maintain existing bridge as-is.
These options are not seismically resilient or cannot

support emergency response.

Seismic Retrofit

Upgrade the existing bridge.

A full seismic retrofit of the bridge is not feasible due to
significant impacts to I-5 during construction.

Enhanced Seismic Retrofit

Retrofit most of the existing bridge, but replace
the spans over I-5 and the railroad.
Replacement

Build a new crossing such as a high fixed bridge,
low movable bridge, twin bridges or a tunnel.
Enhance Another Bridge

Retrofit or replace a different bridge across the

Willamette River.
Other bridges do not provide a rapid and reliable connection to
the Burnside lifeline route after an earthquake.

LA
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Sampling of Options to be Evaluated

ENHANCED SEISMIC RETROFIT

Photos of sétidhs of bde next to I5'
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3. Screening Results
Sampling of Options to be Evaluated

REPLACEMENT — Movable Bridge
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3. Screening Results | S
Sampling of Options to be Evaluated
REPLACEMENT — Twin Movable
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Sampling of Options to be Evaluated
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4. Options Evaluation

What's next?

EARTHQUAKE
READY

BURNSIDE BRIDGE

SCREENING
STEPS

OPTION GROUPS

No Build

Maintain existing bridge as-is.

Seismic Retrofit
Upgrade the existing bridge.

Enhanced Seismic Retrofit
Retrofit most of the existing bridge, but replace
the spans over |-5 and the railroad.

Replacement

Build a new crossing such as a high fixed bridge,

low movable bridge, twin bridges or a tunnel.

Enhance Another Bridge
Retrofit or replace a different bridge across the
Willamette River.

LA

L p 3

-Seismic Resiliency
-Emergency Response

-Compatibility with
major infrastructure

FINAL REPORT

Further evaluated for its performance in FALL 2018

-Function immediately
six key categories:

after an earthquake
-Everyday use

We are here.
B sEisMic RESILIENCY
. NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION
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4. Options Evaluation Kk

3

Further evaluated for its performance in
six key categories:

We are here.
I sEismic RESILIENCY

[ NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION

- [ TRANSPORTATION CONNECTIVITY

B eouny

[ BUILT ENVIRONMENT

I FINANCIAL STEWARDSHIP




4. Options Evaluation Kk

Measurable at the level of design and
information that will be available in this step

Help differentiate alternatives

Reflect input received to date

Narrow range of crossing options to be carried
forward into an environmental impact
statement




4. Options Evaluation Kk

Proposed Evaluation Criteria

Criteria 1: Seismic Resiliency

Support reliable and rapid emergency response after an earthquake
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4. Options Evaluation

Proposed Evaluation Criteria

Criteria 2: Non-motorized Transportation

Support access and safety for bikes, pedestrians and people with disabilities
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4. Options Evaluation
Proposed Evaluation Criteria

Criteria 3: Transportation System

Support street system integration and function (cars, freight, transit, bikes, peds, ADA)

SETayiorst "
SE Salman;St. |




4. Options Evaluation Kk

Proposed Evaluation Criteria

Criteria 4: Equity

Minimize adverse impacts to communities of concern and promote transportation equity
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4. Options Evaluation Kk

Proposed Evaluation Criteria

Criteria 5: Built Environment

Promote land use compatibility and minimize impacts to parks and historic resources
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4. Options Evaluation Kk
Proposed Evaluation Criteria

Criteria 6: Financial Stewardship

Be responsible stewards of public funds




4. Options Evaluation

Proposed Evaluation Criteria

Discussion Break




5. Schedule Review H

Fall 2016 Winter 2016/17 Spring 2017 Summer 2017 Fall 2017
Sep Oct Nowv Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct MNov Dec

PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES
DEVELOPMENT

Pass/Fail Evaluation Initial Screening
& Problem Statement Results

Spring 2018 Summer/Fall 2018
Mar Apr May Jun Jul BAug

PROJECT INITIATION

ALUATION FEASIBILITY REPORT

Alternative Final
Evaluation Results Report

&E]A A&EI

STAKEHOLDER STAKEHOLDER SURVEY
INTERVIEWS BRIEFINGS

. e &&

HOUSE/ PUBLIC PUBLIC
ONLUNE COMMENTON COMMENT/
EVENT DRAFT REPORT BCCADOPTS

SENIOR AGENCY STAFF 0 0
STAKEHOLDER REPRESENTATIVE GROUP 0 0
POLICY GROUP

*Potential funding for ‘Environmental Review’ phase

We are here
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