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Quantifying seismic vulnerability of Vermont’s bridges is vital for managing the state’s
transportation system to improve disaster resilience and enable appropriate fiscal
planning for transportation assets. Quantifying seismic vulnerability is hampered by:

. The overall quantity of bridges (over 2,800).

. The knowledge and effort required for the quantification.
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Bridges A and B bracket the predominant span lengths and column
heights of most Vermont multi-span bridges.
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The higher vulnerability
bridges tend to be multi-
span, non-continuous

26 span bridges in north-
western Vermont.
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