
ARLINGTON AVENUE
BRIDGES REPLACEMENT

Design Review Committee Meeting #13 |  May 12, 2023

Design and Environmental Study For



Purpose of Today’s DRC Meeting:

✓ Utility Updates

✓ Environmental Updates

✓ 90% Design Updates

✓ 60% Review Comments

✓ Design Exceptions Approved By the City of Reno 

✓ Schedule
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Utilities

RTC sent out letters to Utility Companies week of May 1st

Individual meetings scheduled for week of May 15th

Charter:     Monday      5/15   2:00

NV Energy: Wednesday 5/17   3:00

AT&T:         Thursday    5/18   8:00

Design:  Looking at location within the bridges (east/west), connectivity to existing 
facilities, vault/box structures outside of roadway and sidewalk
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Environmental Updates



Environmental Updates

 Section 106: 

 NDOT has SHPO concurrence for SB-22-03 (south 
of north bridge) and SB-22-04 (in-river)

 NDOT consulting on SB-22-05 (north of north 
bridge); Ongoing FHWA and NDOT coordination

 NDOT will submit consultation docs for project 
when geotech consultation is complete

 Section 4(f): 

 Received City of Reno concurrence 

 FHWA wants assurance that whitewater park user 
comments addressed adequately.            
Responses included in PIM#3, will be emailed to 
stakeholder group, and posted on the website 

 Section 7: 

 USFWS concurrence received 4/17  for geotech
drilling and project construction activities in the 
river (may affect, but is not likely to adversely 
affect the LCT or cui-ui)

 Geotechnical Work

 Section 408 – expect authorization by 
July

 Section 404 – submitted to USACE 4/18

 Section 401 – submitted to NDEP  4/21   
requesting waiver (otherwise ~90 day
process)

 Project

 Section 408 – submitted by CTWCD to 
USACE – April 26

 Section 404/401 – will submit later in 
design process.

NEPA Clearance USACE Permits
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90% Design

Pedestrian Circulation at Island Ave / Arlington Ave.

Drainage Design and Pipe outlets through abutments 

Design Exceptions

Coordination with City of Reno for Tree Impacts
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90% Design – Pedestrian Circulation

 Will implement an ‘at-grade’ sidewalk area along south bridge 

 No bump outs

 No mid-block crossing 

Remove Raised Sidewalk

Curb required to capture 

storm water runoff at edge
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90% Design – Storm Drain
 PEVINE CONNECTION

• Remove existing 50”x31” CMAP and 12’x3’ RCB – remove as far north across intersection as possible

• Install transition structure and 30” outfall pipe

• 30” outfall discharges at north bridge abutment
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Pipe Outlets Through North Floodwall

Peavine

Creek (Not in 

City Mapping)

12x5 Vine Street SD 

(Outlet 203590)

10” SD, Protect 

(Outlet 203504)

Shoring 

Move Tie-In

location as far

north as possible
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Pipe Outlets Through North Floodwall

Peavine Creek

12x5 Vine Street SD 

(Outlet 203590)

Weep
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Pipe Outlets Through South Floodwall

42” existing SD

(Outlet 210592)

10” existing SD

(Not in City Mapping) 
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Pipe Outlets Through South Floodwall

42” existing SD

(Outlet 210592)

10” existing SD

(Not in City Mapping) 

Unknown, seems 

abandoned

Tie-in

Weep

Weep

Weep

Remove and reset water 

sampling device

No Flapper –

Water 

Sampling 

Device

Keep

Flapper
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Pedestrian Path Under North Bridge Drainage

 Photo: May 2, 2023

 Approx. 1’ Standing 

Water

 No Signage that Path 

Access was Closed



14

90% Design – Storm Drain
 DRAINAGE FOR PATH UNDER NORTH BRIDGE

• Ped/Bike friendly inlet at low spot

• Simple outlet pipe with duck bill or flapper – design pipe & inlet so easy maintenance of debris
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90% Design – Aesthetics - Formliner 

Formliner on Bridge Pier
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90% Design – Aesthetics – Call for Artists 
Formliner Design on Bridge Abutment Faces
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90% Design – Aesthetics – Call for Artists 
Formliner Design on Bridge Abutment Faces
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60% REVIEW COMMENTS
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Dewater / Diversion Concepts
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Dewatering - North Bridge Construction
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Dewatering - South Bridge Construction
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Dewatering - Details
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Constructability / Staging / River Access
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Constructability / Staging / River Access

 Add Text
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Misc. Comments

 Add Text
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Design Exceptions
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Design Exceptions
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Design Exceptions
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Fire Truck Turning Movement
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Fire Truck Turning Movement
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Fire Truck Turning Movement
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Design Exceptions
Discussions with CoR on 5/5 and agreed by RTC:

Place as far back on sidewalk as possible –

Don’t’ want poles 2.5’ from back of curb in middle of our 

wide ‘pedestrian friendly’ sidewalk; 

Redo light analysis and Adjust light spacing as necessary
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Project Schedule



Thank You for 

Participating!

jtortelli@rtcwashoe.com

Building A Better Community 

Through Quality Transportation.

rtcwashoe.com
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/misc

1. Matt Brezina/COR parks – asked that all new lights on poles have a receptacle 

on the top so city can install holiday lights and/or string lights (this would apply 

to all lights on poles on Arlington Ave and in park if we are replacing them.

2. Matt Brezina/COR parks – special events users asked for a water fountain on 

the east side of the island – need a water line from a source over the bridge 

(assume from north side) and into the east side of the park.

3. see if we specified removal of existing tall light poles at back of walk in park on 

Arlington Ave east side near amphitheater and/or discuss. I believe these 

would be removed if new pedestrian scaled lights are going in. 


