CHITTENDEN COUNTY /’/-_‘
O Communities Planning Together \\\Q\S\Q%> MCFal’land ]OhnSOIl

-
<

S,

/-‘; §~ -". - 5,.«:' - % S TR N
Lo ~
= -

st ‘_’.
-

ggms e
CHITTENDEN COUNTY REGIONAL _
PLANNING COMMISSION

nooski/Burlington, US RTs 2 & 7 Bridge
D Scoping Study

Winooski City Council
October 15, 2018

2



g CHITTENDEN COUNTY RPC
C
Communities Planning Together

Agenda:

1. Infroductions
2. Scoping in Project Context
3. Background/Review of Preterred Alternatives

4. Locally Preferred Alternative Discussion
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Bridge Replacement Development Phases

. Construction

Preliminary Design

Design

Conceptual

° . Design
Scoping

Process
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Prepared for the City of Winooski and Chittenden County Regional Planning Commision

City of Winoosk

Transportation

Need for q 4 “ Master Plan
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)) WALK BIKE MASTER PLAN
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Scoping Process

Recommen-
Purpose & dation of Submit
Need Public Preferred Scoping
Statement Input Alternative Report

Development Advisory *Review &
& Analysis of Committee Concurrence
Alternatives Input from Local
Officials
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Bridge Currently Has Satisfactory Rating
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3 Lane vs. 4 Lane Sfructure
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57’-0” Out to Out

60" Sidewalk (Typ) AP LTSS W Wyl Alternative 1 - Exisﬁng Bridge Rehabilitation
:  New Bike/Ped Bridge Constructed Adjacent
to Bridge

« 50 - Year Design Life

5-0" Sidewalk — 4T fnes @ 1025 =420 Alternative 2 - Superstructure Replacement
2  New Bike/Ped Bridge Constructed Adjacent
to Bridge

* 100 — Year Design Life

Alternative 3 - Superstructure Replacement
 Existing Piers & Abutment Widened
Upstream
* 100 — Year Design Life
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Bridge Alternative 4 -3 Spcm

Existing Piers Widened
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New Pier Constructed
Between Existing Piers

Bridge Alternative 5 -

During Drawdown

Existing Abutment

Removed and Replaced &

. Existing Abu’rmen’r
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Bridge Construction Phasing: Accelerated Bridge Construction

Figure 20 - Alternative 4 ABC Phasing
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Representative U

Phase 1 - Widened Portion of Substructure Units and Superstructure Constructed
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Phase 1a - Utilities Relocated
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Phase 2 — New Bridge Superstructure Built Adjacent to Existing Bridge on Temporary Supports
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Phase 3 — Bridge Closed to Traffic, Existing Bridge Superstructure Removed, and New Bridge Superstructure Slid to
Final Location
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Phase 4 - New Bridge Opened to Traffic
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Advisory

Alternative 4 — $18.3 Million Committee

Alternative 5 - $22.7 Million
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Locally Preterred Alternative

Advisory Committee Recommendation:

Following considerable discussion, the Advisory Committee unanimously selected both Alternatives
4 and 5 to move forward as locally recommended alternatives and that the bridge should be
constructed using an accelerated bridge construction approach.
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Questions?e
Next Steps:

 Burlington City
Council Meeting

« Publish Final
{=Teloly)

« .Deliver & Present
Report To VIrans




