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Ultimate Project
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Project Purpose:

> Reconnect Downtown and the Riverfront/Old Sacramento Areas
» Improve circulation for bikes, pedestrians and vehicles
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Project Phasing

Phase I
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2nd Street
Connection
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Existing 2nd Street
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2nd Street/ Neasham Circle




2hd Street Alignment
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Typical Section
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Impacts During Construction
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Bridge Profile
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Bridge Profile
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Bridge Layout

1" ="z0"

~Approx_end of Approx limits of exist gravity
f ﬁx|s+ Capitol Mall  __ section seal slab on Neasham Circle
{ VEFCrassin -

a1 (Br. Mo. 24—3236} -Exist One Capitol
;_("/ i.\ / Mall Building
|

" ‘\ ,~Existing street light
P e, | \ RAW=, f .TC' be r’_l’.lf}!‘.flr(_‘d,lﬂﬂo
- A=) [y \ [ "Electrical Plans'
] P | e . S —— i
’%ﬂ.‘ ' Relocated /
'z A street light—

4 See Mote 8 |
[ELr S « S DI
-_—

= % 4

_____ ~— Approach
Slab

_--1 1.34+ )/

Elev 23.07t

",

N , N Vang® Li EB 74+07,34
= (" “see Note @ \ RS Elev 27.10°
1)
q’%ﬁ -26°49"17.48" wcﬁ?n{g D-Io?k :'HD”_,/ \—insf Barrier Rail —atate Ak
T2 / ! ler Tasing Type 5 [See Note 3)
P " \
—a‘-_‘; | —Exist Capitol Mall Overcrossing, \STA 22444,35 PC
~” ¢ See Capitol Mall 0C (Mod] .
\ Flans for proposed improvements
Y L Exist Route "J--\
kP <— T0 STOCKTON / SB I-5 N e
= CURVE DATA

TO WOODLAND / NB I-5 C—> NOTE: For General Notes, Index to Plans, Concrete R = 296.25° R =
Ouantities, see "Index L= 42°037 43,25 H =

Strength

Limits, and

|

BWSP

PARSONS
BRINCKERHOFF




2-2"¢ Elactrica
Conduits, see

Typical Section

"Electrical Plang" ——

brick
1 oeost side—,

CIP P/
Box G

ws 4" brick

on wes T

T

e ond brick

60" |

7 ﬂ?ﬁ;—f///&i ]

Box Girder

“—CIPF P45 Conc

[ ~—Exiat Er':_‘:vif_;-'

1 1
—— 2 » - i ! ! * —
307 % 4700 Lolumn ' [ I —Exist RW No. 541
o | ! N
———Pedestrion Ralling {&°-0"] 8" Mosonry block wal ! ! C
T——3State RN

/ [ ' ! [ Section Seal Slab
- = wEaneer on edgst side - | | 1 | . 1
! 1 1 ! A
M Yoo i i \ hppros
| Oy _ L - ' | : \ | Route 5 0G
| : - o | 6'-0" x 47-0" Calumn — ! | 1 v )
-~ s o 1 ! 1 | [
= I _______________ A j/ o R I H i | |
F-A= === ==" 7 | + e~ Exiat W Moo 541 | | ' ¥ o
| frb==q--- - S | ! ki A
M o . [ ' I,l/ , i | i ’_ - |
—Exist gravity [ | 1 : | ' i l’
saction seal slab | o | R | 1 | i !
Neashc Circle | 1 i - . ' 1
# heashan T wes Mate ! | ! : Ngxist RCB 4
I| 1 1 1 N 1
I ! | ! !
see Hote 1) - K - _
1 [ N e J . _ =
1 [ . / | ."/n_—'l"z R =JHIS
S : I | [ 98" @ CIDH Plle— | f
{ i - - | .
\\1 ! / | I""—I’yisr membrane
Y ! I | woterproofing
See MWote 1— o =t RCB -
—Exist RC e

-‘ ¢ ColumnsPile

ae" @ CIOH Pile— | |

—Fwint moambeanas

PARSONS
BRINCKERHOFF

BWSP



Parsons Brinckerhoff —F.IEHIII Parsons Brinckerhoff —F'G““
Project No. (4.72120032 Project No. 04.72120032

Sheet 1 of 2 Sheet 2 of 2
LOCATION:

LOCATION:

g

Lal. 385804 Lon. -121.5054 Lat: 38.5804 Lon: -121.5054

G

SURFACE EL. 19.0 ft +/ {rof. MSL daturn}

MATERIAL DESCRIPTION
ASPHALT CONGRETE: 6" Asphall Goncrels over 6" Aggregate Base

SILT with SAND (ML): soft, olive breoen, moist, fine (o med
sand, soma wood tebis
[FILL]

SURFACE EL: 18,0 ft +/- {rel. MSL dabum)

SAMFLERTYFE
00 SIEVE

UNMDRAINED

OTHER: TESTS

SHEAR
% PASSING

#2000 SIEVE
FLASTICITY
UNDRAINED

% PASSING
INDEX

WATER
CONTENT, %
#

SYMBOL
RECOVERY
STRENG'

Z
ksl

MATERIAL DESCRIFTION

JTHER TESTS
| SAMPLER TYFE

| marerial

£

Well-graded SAND (SW): medum dense, gray, wal, medium o
coanse-grained sand, small gravels

5 | trana onorele cabris, bacomes wal

resies mors sandy

‘Wall-graded GRAVEL (GW): madium denss (o dense, gray, wel, szl
to medium-slzed fragmented gravels, medium to coarse-grained sand
SILT (ML) sofl, brown, wel. low to medium dlalency, fline o
| rmecium-grained sand

518 %

OGEM LBk 212

SAMDY Lean CLAY (CL): soft, brown, wit, neciunm plasticity, fine 1o
medurm-grained sand

SANDY SILT (ML) soft, dark gray, wet, fine to medium-grained sand

SILTY SAND (SM): loose io medium dense, dark gray, wed, fine io
medurm-grained sand

0% PROJESTAEN Gt EERIL FLOGEIN

NOTES
1. Terms and symbols defined on Plale A-1

Poorly-graded SAND with SILT (SP-SM): loose, grayish brown, wil

WERFRONT RECORNEST

Cantinued
BORING DEPTH: 7151t HAMMER TYPE: Automatic Trip
EACKFILL: Grout RIG TYFE
DEPTH TO WATER: Nat Encountered CRILLED BY: PFitcher Crilling
FIELCWORK DATES: Septomber 27, 2012 lo September 28, 212 LOGGED BY: M. Bajuniemi
DRILLING METHOD: 4-in. dia. Rotary Wash CHECKED BY: EWoo

LOG OF BORING NO. B-01 ' ' LOG OF BORING NO. B-01
Riverfront Reconnection Riverfront Reconnection
Sacramento, California FIGURE 2.1 Sacramento, California FIGURE 2.1




Seismic Displacement Demand
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Framing Plan
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Shearwave Velocity Profile from SPT-N
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FLAC Model
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Horizontal displacements
(end of shaking)
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g6 3dnNoid

Elev. (ft)
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Maximum moment (solid) Maximum shear (dashed) = o
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COMPARISON BETWEEN 3 GMS
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Pile Displacement
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2'-0" high waterproofing Column =
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Construction Site
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Bridge Aesthetics







2"d Street Brldge
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2nd Street Connection @ Neasham Circle




2nd Street @ Neasham Circle
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2nd Street Architectural Treatment
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2nd street Connection, view from Neasham Circle
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