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Background
● Conducted Seismic Assessment of all schools

○ Part of the 2014 Seismic Upgrades project
○ Site visits started in Mid-2018
○ Consultant: KPFF

● Purpose
○ Planning of current/remaining bond projects
○ Planning/prioritization for future projects and seismic grants
○ Develop a baseline/standard to measure all facilities

● Final Report - Volume 1 under Bond Information & Updates
● Report will become part of the upcoming Facilities Condition Assessment

https://www.beaverton.k12.or.us/district/bond-measure-information


Why?
Section 2 (4), chapter 248, Oregon Laws 2005

“Subject to available funding…the local school district board…shall conduct such additional seismic 
safety evaluations of building as each of those boards considers necessary. The boards shall 
conduct the evaluations for life safety as set forth in the American Society of Civil Engineers 
Standard for Seismic Evaluation of Existing Buildings (SEI/ASCE 31-03), 2003 Edition, or in any 
later edition of that standard allowed for seismic safety evaluation use under a rule adopted by the 
State Department of Geology and Mineral Industries or using a stricter standard selected by the 
board that conducts the survey.”

2017 Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) 455.400
“Subject to available funding, all seismic rehabilitations or other actions to reduce seismic risk must 
be completed before January 1, 2032.” 



Assessment History
1995 Lateral Force Investigation of their school district facilities. 1993 Edition of 
the Oregon Structural Specialty Code using seismic UBC Zone 3.

2000, 2010 and 2013 Reports completed on status of the progress since the 1995 
Lateral Force Investigation report.

2013 “Next-In-Line” Seismic Assessment of 7 schools. ASCE-31

○ Cooper Mountain, Beaver Acres, Cedar Mill, ACMA, BHS, AHS, and William Walker.

2019  Seismic Assessment of all facilities. ASCE 41-13



Results 8 112 39

● How to read the report
○ Colors
○ Goals & requirements
○ Structural and Non-Structural
○ Size of dot = Cost
○ Scoring

■ Aggregated value (e.g., 
West TV, Barnes)

○ Detail section for each school

● Rough order of magnitude 
(ROM) - $500M
○ Includes assumptions for demo & 

rebuild in lieu of retrofit



Elementary Results Summary



Secondary School Results Summary



Options & Support Results Summary



Rough Costs

$260M w/soft costs
$500M w/replacement assumptions

RED

ORANGE



Next Steps

● Develop plan to achieve upgrades - Future Capital Construction Bond(s)
○ Repair, Replacement, Abandon, Decommission

● Continue to apply for SRGP if available
● Provide further detail on specific hazard areas at each facility

○ Campus Risk Zone Maps, Volume 4
○ Develop school specific mitigation and action plans for seismic events

■ Facilities and Public Safety action item


