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NEED TO IMPROVE INITIAL EVALUATION FOR IMPROVING WHAT TRAILHEAD OPTIONS WOULD YOU CONSIDER?
TRAILHEAD PARKING TRAILHEAD PARKING : w : ! ! !
| . Alternative Eliminate On-Road Parking? Transit Stops?* § Changed Trailhead Parking?
e Pedestrian conflicts from parked cars rrailhead Parking S ing Criteri
on side of the road falifiead Farking Screening riterid No-Action No NO NO +
A R |
* Cars parked on roadway shoulder force * Improve roadway * Improve parking at existing Alternative 1 Yes, within % mile radius of trailheads Yes NO
bicyclists into the travel lanes P - Lo ; . —_— . . _ _ | |
S 3 Qz.ytby gt ' al(ljwead;._o NN t Alternative 2 Yes, within % mile radius of trailheads Yes Yes, trailhead parking will
from damaged roadway shoulder C;” 5 ; -?Od esv;/ fe LY 3?"{9 ia i accomodate the on-road parking
« Creates informal non-designated trailheads * REAUCE PalKing- * REQUCE {TalTlC CONMICTS d - ' eliminated within a %4 mile radius
. Informal trailheads contribute to erosion, elated congestion existing trailhead locations Alternative 3 Yes, from canyon entrance to Snowbird tntry 1 Yes T
mineral soil loss, the spread o Keep parking levels at year
of weeds and |oss of native vegetation 2000 levels *Transit stops will accomodate future transit
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ROADWAY CAPACITY
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Trailhead Parking Screening Criteria

Improve overall mobility and * Reduce travel time over
T oot reduce congestion in 2050 2050 No-Build congested

conditions
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