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Tale of Two Projects: Pre-TBPOC

Est. Program Cost
Year Measure ($ millions)

1996

1997

2001

2005

Proposition 192 $650
SB 60 (Kopp) $2,620
AB 1171 (Dutra) $5,085
AB 144 (Hancock) $8,685
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Why does the new East Span cost so much :
more than the old one?

1. Detours and Demolition ($ millions)

YBI Detour $473
OTD Detour 45
Old Span Demolition 241

2. COS Comparison

1936 East Span (@20%) $ 100
2013 East Span (@20%) 1,302

DELTA $1,202
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Why does the new East Span cost so much :
more than the old one?

3. Width Comparison ($ millions)

* New east span is 50% wider than 1936
bridge, with addition of 4 traffic shoulders
and the bike/pedestrian path

New east span net capital cost $ 4,504
(Less previous items 1 & 2)
X 50% $ 2,252

4. Political Delays *

Design (3% net cost x 2 years) $270
Construction (x1 year)
Subtotal
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Why does the new East Span cost so much '
more than the old one?

5. Grand Total ($ millions)

1936 East Span Escalated Cost $ 500
2013 East Span Projected Cost 6,465
Less Items 1-4 4,618
1. Detours and Demolition

2. Higher COS Costs

3. Increased Width

4. Political Delays
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Outcomes not Monetized

= Superior Seismic Performance
= Superior Architectural Design
= 150 vs. 75 year Lifespan

cle/Pedestrian Access
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