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1. Opening Remarks | S

 November 1 — BCC adoption of Feasibility Study
findings

 Collaboration with other agency projects

« Metro survey “Views of Key Transportation Issues in

Metro Region” Board recorrllmend.s four options for an earthquake-
ready Burnside Bridge

November 2, 2018

On November 1 Multnomah County
Commissioners moved a step
closer to helping the Portland
region prepare for a Cascadia Zone
earthquake. The Board of County
Commissioners recommended four
options be studied for a Burnside
Bridge crossing that can remain in
operation after a major earthquake.
The board also recommended a
purpose and need statement for
the project’s environmental review
phase. The Federal Highway
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-thirds of voters back

a measure in concept, but support is soft.

In general, do you think you would vote yes or

Definitely yes
Probably yes

Undecided, lean yes

Undecided, lean no
Probably no

Definitely no

Undecided
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no on a measure of this type?
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64%
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No
31%
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Seismic repairs and safety improvements are
high priorities to seven in ten or more.

I am going to read you six major goals that might be pursued if additional funding for
transportation were available in the greater Portland area. Please tell me how important the goal
is to you: extremely important, very important, somewhat important, or not important at all.

M Ext. Impt. Very Impt. Smwt. Impt. HNotlmpt. = DEK/NA Ext./\!ery
Repairing and upgrading bridges and Imp3.
other key infrastructure to ensure they A41% 37% 18% 78%
can survive an earthquake

Improving pedestrian and overall safety
on streets and roads with a history of 36% 35% 21% A 71%
crashes, and near senior centers, schools
and places where a lot of people walk

Widening roads and hlghwaysbié?:t?grﬁiégﬁg 329 34% 220, |=l)A 67%

Accommodating the growing population

by providing more frequent and faster 21% 32% 29% 15% 54%
bus and MAX service

Making it easier to travel short distances

near where you live and within FEDA 24% 40% 21% 37%
neighborhoods

Making it easier and faster for

businesses to deliver products U4 26% A4% 19% 34%
throughout greater Portland

FM3
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= Messages that focus on providing options or _

validate voters’ views of growth and traffic
congestion perform best overall.

m Very Convincing Somewhat Convincing
Everyone 46% 36% 81%
Growth 43% 40% 83%
Vulnerable 42% 37% 79%
Commute Times 41% 39% 80%
Bridges 39% 78%
Congestion [INNECZE @00 w0% 76%
Pollution 31% 31% 62%

Crashes | ENEL NN 40% 71%
climate [ IENT 29% 59%

Speed 18% 28% 46%

FM3

QIS Here ore somme staterments from peapie WM @ tax to generate addhional fundng for ronsporotion IMprowements in greater Partiand. Mease tell me whether
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Timeline

@ lelulolels]lu]lolels]lula]lele]le

21\ 0<)s1]; 4@ | Decision Process and Structure; DIEEAI-T: P&N, Range of Alternatives, S&ope of EIS

Further Definition of Alternatives
G Methodology and Baseline Reports

. NOI
® NOl:and Abbrev. Formal Scoping ‘h Confirm P&N and Altematives from Feasibility Study

(9 Alternative Evaluation Method n Evaluation Criteria and MeasLres

EQRB Feasibility Study

0 Project Management Tasks
» BCC Briefing and Presentations
* PMT Meetings (Monthly)

( Detailed Definition of Alternatives
» Detailed Definition of Alternatives
» Conceptual Design

(@ DEIS Technical Reports n
» Technical Analysis Batch A -
Prepare and Review
* Technical Analysis Batch B - Prefarred Alternative
Prepare and Review Publish DEIS
@ Draft EIS & Preferred Alternative +++| Public Hearing Post-ROD
Permits

G} Federal Permits and Approvals

OFinaI EIS and ROD
* Prepare FEIS/ROD
* |ssue FEIS / Sign ROD

Bridge Type Selection
» Perform 15%+ level of analysis

ROD
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Cooperating and Participating Agencies

Agency Status Participating/
Cooperating

City of Beaverton Participating
City of Gresham Accept Participating
City of Portland Accept Participating
Clackamas County Participating
Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde Accept Participating
Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indians Participating
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation Participating
Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Participating
Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation Participating
Cowlitz Indian Tribe Participating
Federal Aviation Administration Decline Cooperating
Federal Emergency Management Agency, Region 10 Accept Participating
Metro Accept Participating
National Marine Fishery Service Decline Cooperating
National Park Service Cooperating
Nez Perce Tribe Participating

LA
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Cooperating and Participating Agencies

Agency Status Participating/
Cooperating

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality Accept Participating
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Decline Participating
Oregon Department of State Lands Accept Participating
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality Accept Participating
Oregon Office of Emergency Management Accept Participating
Oregon State Historic Preservation Office Accept Participating
Port of Portland Decline Participating
Portland Streetcar Accept Participating
Prosper Portland Accept Participating
TriMet Accept Participating
United States Corps of Engineers Accept Cooperating
United States Coast Guard Cooperating
United States Fish and Wildlife Service Accept Participating
United States Environmental Protection Agency Decline Cooperating
Washington County Decline Participating

LA
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Pre-NOI Tasks
QOutreach

Methodology Reports

Plans and Policy Assessment

Preferred Alternatives Evaluation Framework

Initial Mitigation Concepts

No Build Definition

Environmental Baseline Reports

Design Approach Memos / Criteria

Technical Analyses

Alternatives Design Refinement and Drawings




2. Project Update

EARTHQUAKE
READY

BURNSIDE BRIDGE

Alternatives Refinement
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e WORKING / FOCUS GROUP SCHEDULE Aﬂgg'm;ﬁah
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Roadway / Transit

Multi-Modal 4/8 L] ] ] ]

Constructibility / Estimating ® ® L] L)

Transportation 2/15 ® ® ®

Seismic 2/14 L ] [ ]

Natural Resources L] [ ] ] ]
Cultural Resources [ ] L) . °
Definition of Alternatives [ ] ]

Urban Design / Aesthetics / Public Safety )
Emergency Management [ ]

Social Services L] °

City TAC ° ° ° ° °
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NAMCO February 15
NAYA February 15
JOIN February 22
Ride Connection February 27
IRCO March 1

A Home For Everyone In Coordination
Voz In Coordination

Portland African American League Forum (PAALF) In Coordination

Salvation Army In Coordination
APANO In Coordination
Momentum Alliance In Coordination

LA
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Community Task Force — March 11

AGENDA ITEMS
* Project Update

History of Burnside Bridge
NEPA 101

Pre-NOI Tasks

CTF Work Plan

Upcoming Project
Activities
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 City Technical Advisory Committee
ODOT/FHWA Meetings
PMT Meetings

Tribal Coordination

U.S. Department of Transportation

Health Impact Assessment './;%ldmeirr?ilstl;lé i|<1avnmly

Central City Transit Capacity Study ‘A Multnomah
(Steel Bridge Project) s County

 |-5 Rose Quarter Project
@ Metro

A
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 CTF meeting — March 11, 2019

* Next SASG meeting — May 2019
PG meeting — September 2019
 City Council briefing — TBD
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