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Brief history

*FDOT/City Studies done in 1997 and 2000 determined the Bridges were not
NR-eligible

2000

°In 2000, the SHPO disagreed and determined that the bridges were not
individually eligible, but could be contributing resources to a Historic District
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Brief history

2007 — ETDM Phase

A new CRAS was done to include the Sunrise Key Bridge since it was being
bundled with the 4 bridges for construction. This study inadvertently
proposed a large historic district encompassing 10-12 finger islands.
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Brief history

Developed a Purpose and Need to replace the structures
e Structurally deficient —excessive maintenance costs
e Functionally obsolete — no sidewalks or bike lanes

e Hurricane evacuation route
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Brief history

Develop a strategy to keep the Class of Action at a Categorical Exclusion Type Il:

eSeparate Sunrise Key Bridge from the Las Olas Blvd Bridges
eAgree that the structures are a contributing element to a historic district
eAnticipate a Cultural Resource Committee and include Section 106/Section 4(f) in the project schedule

eNarrow the APE
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Historic Structure
Assessment
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Las Olas Islands District in 1947 (top left aerial)
and in 2007 (bottom right aerial)
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Figure 4: Locations of Historic Buildings Identified within the Project APE
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Brief history

2008 — ETDM Phase

In 2008 SHPO agreed with the FDOT’s determination that the Sunrise Key Bridge,
originally included in the PD&E Study with the four Nurmi Isles Bridges, was not
eligible for listing in the NR. The replacement of the Sunrise Key Bridge was processed
as a PCE. It was included in the Design/Build contract with the Nurmi Isles bridges.
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PD&E Process




During PD&E Study...

Public involvement and Cultural Resource Committee activities were combined:

e Cultural Resources Committee (CRC) established
O Included local historic agency reps, residents, SHPO and FHWA

* Meetings held throughout the PD&E Study
0 Public/Agency Kick off Meeting, CRC meetings, Public Hearing
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During PD&E Studly...

Specific design elements important to the groups:

THE RESIDENTS VS. LOCAL HISTORIANS

* "Humped” bridge profile e KEEP THE ORIGINAL STRUCTURE

e Minimal typical section allowable « Add separate pedestrian bridge

(include sidewalks and bikes)
e Bridge name lettering and lighting
e Qverall character and symmetry

» Shape of exterior walls and piers, plant
urns
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During PD&E Studly...

Evaluation Matrix that allowed common sense to prevail!

FDOT\

no build

rehabilitation

rehab with ped bridge
Al —one sidewalk

A2 —two sidewalks

A3 — sidewalks and bike lanes with 12 foot lanes

If it is not written down, it never happened
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During PD&E Studly...

}/—ﬁ_
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FDOSFQ Replacement Alternative 2 (Preferred)



During PD&E Stud

Royal Palm Proposed Bridge Design Depicting a 42” Solid Wall

Royal Palm Bridge Proposed Bridge Design, Depicting a 32” Wall with
10” Railing
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During PD&E Studly...

Railing
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During PD&E Study... I,

Execution of this
i Breement
mplementation of 7 regArding improvemen
s terms by FHWA. FDOT, g sgyeet 21885 of the les,
€S that FHW4,

has satisfieq i
Tequirements i PO e
Act [Title 16 USC Sectio 4;5&5““”" 106 of the Nationa) 1
. istoric Preservation

Approved: Uniteg ates
Administrgtion N Dwmam.um,-mr .
edera) Highway

NN
- Mani 7 . Due 21
tin Knopp, Division Administrator -

*Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)
Included specifics regarding the aesthetics of new bridges

Stipulated the following:
- FDOT will complete recordation documentation of the
bridges and submit copies to the SHPO, Broward County
Historical Commission and Ft. Lauderdale Historical Society.

A
i "mﬂionom‘,,
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Condrred: Flor
[ i Pepartment of Transpersssse -
Portation, Distrir ¢
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e e g, 5 \

Scott$i. sk 114y

- FDOT will compile a historic context document which
includes an inventory of Broward County’s historic roadway

bridges and a discussion of their importance to the

development of the area.
~ A historic marker will be installed adjacent to the bridges.
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Design Build Process




Design Build

Critical Elements

*Preserving the architectural and aesthetic
components of the bridges

*Maintaining safe access for the residents and
local community

FDOT)



Design Build

eAddress stakeholders commitments that were
established during the PD&E Study phase and
solidified in the Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA)

*Maintain safe access to the Nurmi Finger Islands
and Sunrise Key throughout construction

eUtilize accelerated bridge construction techniques
to minimize impacts to local community mobility
and construction duration

*Reduce environmental impacts

FDOT)

Manatees at Numi Bridges
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by the Stuctaral Fogneer in responsible charge of the wall design

Note o developer of the RFP: Partial Height Walls: Parvial height walls suck as perched and toe-walls
are generally not destrable due to mamtenance issues related to mowing and mamisining adjacent £l
siopes. Im gemeral full height walls better facibsate future widenings. See Strmcmures Design
Guidelimes Figure 2-20. Include restrictions regarding pargal height walls as deemed appropriate
based om project specific reguirements.

d

For brdges over nmavigable waterways, esmblsh the required pier
Mmh“aﬁmhﬂdﬁ&%da
specific pier soength is Lsted in the Desizn and Crteria Packags. The
Mlﬂ?ﬂdmfmﬂhdﬂD“Mﬁtﬂnwﬂ
bridge geomsty to be mput by the Eagineer. Other parameters such as
water Taffic, waterway charactemistics, etc. may not be changed This
assures that all Design-Build Firm: are desizming ca the same
assumptions other than the specific bridge layout that sach is proposing.

MOA Stpulations: The following appliss speciSically to Se four historic
bridges: Fiests Way., Nuwrmi Drive. Royal Palm, and Iile of Venice

mumammmuﬂmo&m
missing historic bridge lettering. and humped bridge profile

e Numi Isles Historic District side or sorth side of the Project, all
wﬁhmﬁammmuh
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Pre-Construction

Phase |




Pre-construction drilling on bridge — June 2013
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Drilling to test soil underneath Fiesta Way Bridge (left) and Isles of Venice

FDOT Bridge (right) —July 2013
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Temporary utility relocation at Isles of Venice Bridge — Nov 2013
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Lessons Learned

°Involve Survey and Mapping as early as possible
Discrepancy with City ROW vs private property

°Involve ROW as early as possible

Coordination with yacht owners could have been worked
out earlier

*Re-survey for submerged vegetation

Design/Build Team “found” johnson seagrass after contract
was awarded



