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Percent of Demand Impacted

Over half of service is immediately lost in most likely scenario
Due to rapid leaks, all service lost in about 2-3 days
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The two “humps” on the graph denote failures in different
SPU supplies (Tolt vs. Cedar)
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Seattle Fault Cascadia
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IO % Runs Impacted % Runs Impacted

Overlake (NE 10th) 29% 0%
Overlake (NE 12th) 42% 0%
Kaiser Permanente 9% 0%
Seattle Childrens 84% 2%
City Hall 25% 0%

Critical Newport H5 98% 75%

Bellevue HS 98% 22%

CUStomer Sammamish HS 98% 24%
I m paCtS Interlake HS 98% 97%

North Bellevue CC 71% 31%
South Bellevue CC 41% 0%
Crossroads CC 89% 7%
WSDOT EOC/ Road Maint 0% 0%

WSDOT Bridge Maint 96% 88%




Estimate restoration time
(underway)

Economic impacts evaluation
(underway)

Recommend mitigation actions

Re-visit level of service goals




Next Steps

Near-Term
Actions

Revise engineering
standards

Develop Emergency
Water Supply Master
Plan

Consider logical “low-
hanging fruit” in 2021
budget

Evaluate Opportunities
for Hazard Mitigation
Grants







