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IMPROVING MOBILITY AND SAFETY FOR WASATCH BOULEVARD

EXISTING CONDITIONS (2015)
P.M. PEAK-PERIOD

FUTURE NO-ACTION CONDITIONS
(2050) PM. PEAK-PERIOD

LEVEL OF SERVICE

A | NODELAYS

Highest quality of service.
Free traffic flow with few restrictions
on maneuverability or speed.

B| NODELAYS

Stable traffic flow. Speed becoming
slightly restricted. Low restriction
on maneuverability.

MINIMAL
c | DELAYS
Stable traffic flow, but less freedom
Projected to select speed.
-+ Traffic growth — UDOT Goal ———

Traffic flow becoming unstable.
Speed subject to sudden change.

E | CONSIDERABLE
DELAYS

Unstable traffic flow. Speed changes
quickly and maneuverability is low.
F | CONSIDERABLE

DELAYS
Heavily congested traffic.
Demand exceeds capacity and
speed varies greatly.

Cottonwood” " Cottonwood” "
R+ Bd e s

INITIAL EVALUATION FOR IMPROVING WASATCH BOULEVARD

Reduce delay and improve capacity Achieve a level of service D or better on Wasatch Boulevard and intersections in 2050
(improve regional mobility)

Meet the overall objectives identified in the master plan corridor study while addressing UDOT’s
safety and mobility requirements

Consider the Wasatch Boulevard Master Plan
Corridor Study

Improve safety Meet UDOT’s safety standards (such as lane and shoulder widths, access and sight distance) for all

roadway users including passenger and freight vehicles, cyclists, pedestrians and recreational users

The environmental review, consultation, and other
actions required by applicable Federal environmental
laws for this project are being, or have been, carried
out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a
Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17,
2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.

The official scoping period for the Little Cottonwood
Canyon EIS runs March 5, 2019 through May 3, 2019.
Please submit comments to littlecottonwoodeis@utah.gov
or udot.utah.gov/littlecottonwoodeis

Little Cottonwood
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LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON EIS
FINDING SOLUTIONS FOR TODAY

%"

Avalanche Wasatch Trailhead
mitigation Boulevard Parking

UDOT recently adjusted
the Little Cottonwood
Canyon EIS to focus on
projects based on
greatest benefit.

/1i\

Roadway
Capacity

ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION PROCESS

UDOT has developed, with public and agency input,
a Purpose and Need Statement for the project that
will guide the development of project alternatives.
The Purpose and Need explains why a project is
necessary, what it should achieve and will serve as and Regulafory Impacts
the criteria in determining a range of project

Erel_iminarv
alternatives. An alternative must meet the Purpose ngineenng

and Need in order to be considered for further study. '

Develop Proposed Alternatives
Level 1 Screening: Purpose and Need
Refine Alternatives

Level 2 Screening: Environmental

Detailed Alternatives
Evaluation in the EIS

IMPROVING MOBILITY AND REDUCING CONGESTION

INITIAL EVALUATION FOR INCREASED ROADWAY CAPACITY

* Reduce travel time over 2050 No-Build congested conditions
* Support transit use

Improve overall mobility and reduce congestion in 2050

Little Cottonwood Canyon

PROPOSED CENTER
OF MEDIAN
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Roadway capacity improvements
could include an additional lane |
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IMPROVING CANYON ROADWAY RELIABILITY WITH AVALANCHE MITIGATION

KEY AVALANCHE LOCATIONS
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|| Snow Shed Location-Approximate

MOST TRAFFIC
CONGESTION AND DELAYS
ARE CAUSED BY AVALANCHE
ROAD CLOSURES.

ON CLOSURE DAYS,
TRAVEL TIMES FROM I-215
TO ALTA RANGE FROM
45 TO 120 MINUTES
COMPARED TO

28 MINUTES
UNDER IDEAL CONDITIONS.

YEARLY LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON CLOSURE
HOURS DUE TO AVALANCHE MITIGATION

CURRENT AVALANCHE
HAZARD INDEX (AHI)

IMPROVING ROADWAY SAFETY AND TRAILHEAD PARKING RELATED CONGESTION

PARKING CONCEPT
BRIDGE TRAILHEAD

5" e T

PARKING CONCEPT
LISA FALLS TRAILHEAD

PARKING CONCEPT
WHITE PINE TRAILHEAD

A
N

PEDESTRIAN BUS PULL OUT
PEDESROA)  WALKWAY
S|GNAT

@

/ US PULL OUT
% PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY

REDESTRIANISIGNA!
LITTLE COTTONWOOD
CREEK TRAILHEAD

-
RESTROOMS ~ WATER QUALITY BUFFER

10+ 10824 06.06 Hazard Gategory | AHI |
= 98.06
g 100 F s Moo s Very Low Less than 1
= §1.48 Low 1t010
T - NEED TO IMPROVE INITIAL EVALUATION FOR IMPROVING
= ' asi B s Moderate 10t0 40 TRAILHEAD PARKING TRAILHEAD PARKING
= o 1 o High 40 to 150 < L(C AHI=90 (Mitigated) * Pedestrian conflicts from parked cars on Trailhead Parking Screening Criteria
- 2 Very High Greater than 150 <—LCC AHI=7,304 (Unmitigated) side of tEedfoad . o : e

B 224 Source: Dynamic Avalanche Consulting 2018 ) Ef”‘rs o ooy o aer foree * Improve roadway safety « Improve parking at existing trailheads
2 1912 o 1w B | ICyclists '”O‘I’_ etratYe _art‘es corehed by reducing conflicts to support travel modes while
B . 131 * INCreases seadimentation INTO watersne . i . .
348 AVALANCHES POSE A SAFETY RISK TO from damaged roadway shoulder Reduce parking-related improving safety -
congestion * Reduce traffic conflicts at existing

¢ Creates informal non-designated trailheads

P P FQ SO DD D ROADWAY USERS. LITTLE COTTONWOOD . .
DDA DD DD DD DD DD DD ] : : :
EHSISA SN CIIASASIAY NN AN CANYON HAS THE HIGHEST AVALANCHE Informal trfmlheads contribute to erosion, trailhead Igcatlons
mineral soil loss, the spread of weeds and * Keep parking levels at year
mmm (losure Time - - -Average (56.3 hours per year) DANGER IN THE U.S. loss of native vegetation 2000 levels

WHAT TRAILHEAD OPTIONS WOULD YOU CONSIDER?

Alternative Eliminate On-Road Parking? Transit Stops?* § Change Trailhead Parking?
No No

No-Action No
Alternative 1 Yes, within % mile radius of trailheads Yes No
Alternative 2 Yes, within % mile radius of trailheads Yes Yes, trailhead parking will accomodate the on-road parking

Alternative 3 Yes, from canyon entrance to Snowbird Entry 1 Yes eliminated within a % mile radius of the trailheads
*Transit stops will accomodate future transit

e . ...

INITIAL EVALUATION FOR IMPROVING CANYON ROADWAY RELIABILITY

Avalanche Mitigation Screening Criteria

Improve avalanche related roadway reliability  « Substantially reduce number of hours and/or days that avalanches delay users
and safety in 2050 » Substantially reduce the avalanche hazard for roadway users




Little Cottonwood

WASATCH BOULEVARD IMPROVEMENTS CaﬂyOﬂIIEL‘A(!?g%‘A"%EHEﬁ#

FORT UNION BOULEVARD TO NORTH LITTLE COTTONWOOD ROAD Wasatch Boulevard to Alta

DESIGN NEED ELEMENTS
INITIAL EVALUATION FOR IMPROVING WASATCH BOULEVARD | y o

* Blind intersection at Kings Hill Drive EDGE OF PAVED ROAD CURB AND GUTTER TRAIL OR SIDEWALK o TRAFFIC SIGNAL E——

_ _ _ _ _ o * The standard shoulder width for this segment is 8 feet =
Reduce delay and improve capacity Achieve a level of service D or better on Wasatch Boulevard and intersections in 2050 (The current shoulder width varies from 4 to 10 feet, with 4 feet BGCOTIONWOOD CANYON S 4
i i il . : : PARK AND RIDE S
(Improve regional mobility) being the typical width) S FUTURE PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE PROPOSED BUS
: e : ; : ;  The length of the deceleration lane for the center left turn at : AR DRG0 Ll 10 FOOT
Consider the Wasatch Boulevard Master Plan Meet the overall objectives identified in the master plan corridor study while addressing UDOT’s Gold g|—|'|| N - cubstandard Rl LA WIDE TRAIL
Corridor Study safety and mobility requirements olaen Hills Avenue 1s substandar el W S mpah g \ T
- Unprotected hazards within the clear zone including £ s = OVERFLOW PARKING T ek
Improve safety Meet UDOT’s safety standards (such as lane and shoulder widths, access and sight distance) for all substandard barrier end treatments, trees and steep slopes -——___i = ‘ B e RIGHT TURN LANES
roadway users including passenger and freight vehicles, cyclists, pedestrians and recreational users . No pedestrian sidewalks or trail \ T NoNBD. = =
e | CANERNEENTRE PARKWAY = G
2 - PROPOSEDBUS| &= = o
- A soppuLOU| B2 & Phagy
IMPROVING MOBILITY AND SAFETY FOR WASATCH BOULEVARD ) 5 2= (m@“ @, Yy B
e g : \
s 85 Sl VR R ART < SSANECIRREN R L S
EXISTING CONDITIONS (2015) FUTURE NO-ACTION CONDITIONS LEVEL OF SERVICE ik =S s A
P.M. PEAK-PERIOD (2050) P.M. PEAK-PERIOD s KINGS HILL DRIVE: BUS QUEUE JUMP LAYOUT ik b
i , g RESTRIPE TO MAINTAIN WITH KINGS HILL DRIVE SIGNAL 3
= NUMBER OF PARKING SPACES N
. . . g  LimmEcorronw
Highest quality of service. WASATCH BLVD: 5-LANE = —
0 "_' . : 28 - : N ¢ b :_' . : 'f_' A ‘ 2 - ' Free trafflc ﬂOW Wlth feW reSt”CUOHS g PROPOSED RW (107) % g PROPOSED R/ (125) g S g
‘ 3 rigEeonnoct Rd. s T 3 i Eeiionnoct Rd. on maneuverability or speed. S — propgseb cewres el - Ulime B e o ——— § HOUNTAN OAKS DR o R0
, f s 4 e b A 5l s h e e wllr e = Oty = J/ RIGHT TURN SIGNAL FOR
i = 50p BUS QUEUE JUMP THROUGH ]
: . i 20 g | 3 RIGHT TURN LANES
g 2 s S i A e Stable traffic flow. Speed becoming = j . — = = = - e
Bengal Bivd. ’ : Bengal Blv‘g« - - oy S — : ——x
i i slightly restricted. Low restriction = TS ' = TR W S s,
- on maneuverability. . S sy | : e REUSE EXISTING HEIGHT | - ~ ,
Creek Fid g = 5 N\ B PAYEMENT AND LAYOUT 3
ang c | MINIMAL s é SUNNY OAKS CIR. ] o : . g (NOT SHOVWN IN AERIAL IMAGE) =
DELAYS = & = - g Q\\\‘@\ =
H = TRAFFIC CONCRETE TRAFFIC TRAFFIC SHARED USE BIKE TRAFFIC TRAFFIC TRAFFIC TRAFFIC BIKE LANE/  PARK SHARED USE < HEJ 5 ¥ E Q
Stable traffic flow, but less freedom meme e W CWeRT WS THRE asmm um T g e TR TR e TS TR BERE g e = : &%‘?" rouT = SUTTON WAY = b
PI‘O ected to select speed. 5-LANE ARTERIAL W/SHARED USE PATH 5-LANE ARTERIAL W/SHARED USE PATH 3500E -y W : = >3 Il
: : n CONCRETE MEDIAN AND GRASS PARK STRIP CONCRETE MEDIAN AND GRASS PARK STRIP = ; TN J UNSIPAETII)OF“IIRE_ ................ =) e BT
v — — INTERSECTIONS ya—E = N : i
) . Traffic growt UDOT Goal 3500 EAST: BUS QUEUE JUMP LAYOUT & s Taa— : : ik
! S N TRSATAS L i
; ; WASATCH BLVD: 5-LANE _
Traffic flow becoming unstable. s s = : e
. PROPOSED R/W (107') s PROPOSEQ R/W (125") 5 (=
Speed subject to sudden change. b o = = S w (ESTIMATED FOOTPRINT)
£ oF MTDIAN g g OF MEDIAN | 4 ] =2 — LOCATION MAY VARY. FUNDING TO BE IDENTIFIED
CONSIDERABLE =) T T T T e R 4 o N 2 A THROUGH COTIONWOOD HEIGHTS CITY
E | | _ RIGHT TURN SIGNAL FOR =
| DELACS | 2 H i BUS QUEUE JUMP THROUGH 2 m 3
Unstable traffic flow. Speed changes P—— | T R — ‘ T RIGHT TURN LANES R
quickly and maneuverability is low. ?EF
5 5 _ TR
cmfonv&ooa? ‘ ' CotteonV\,/oo;:if | T OB ROUGH STANDARD SIGNAL
Rd ra Rd L HeaV”y congeSted trafflc TRAFFIC TRAFFIC TRAFFIC TRAFFIC SHARED USE TRAFFIC TRAFFIC SHARED USE #7
Demand exceeds capacity and ouoen WSS T WE e e e T nargen SE WS W e TS OTHRS O gmaR o e
speed varies greatly. 5-LANE ARTERIAL W/SHARED USE PATH 5-LANE ARTERIAL W/SHARED USE PATH
STRIPED MEDIAN AND CONCRETE PARK STRIP STRIPED MEDIAN AND CONCRETE PARK STRIP

INTERSECTION

APRIL 2019 (PRELIMINARY CONCEPTS: SUBJECT TO CHANGE)



LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON SNOWGSHED LOCATIONS Little Cottonwooo
WHITE PINE CHUTES, WHITE PINE AND LITTLE PINE Canyon S messraenms:
Wasatch Boulevard to Alta

YEARLY LCC CLOSURE HOURS INITIAL EVALUATION FOR IMPROVING CANYON ROADWAY RELIABILITY
DUE TO AVALANCHE MITIGATION

120 . Avalanche Mitigation Screening Criteria AVALANCHE HAZARD INDEX (AHI):

106.06 | NUMERIC EXPRESSION OF THE POTENTIAL
98.06 Improve avalanche related roadway  « Substantially reduce number of hours and/or days that THREAT OF AN AVALANCHE

3148 reliability and safety in 2050 avalanches delay users

* Substantially reduce the avalanche hazard for roadway users CURRENT AVALANCHE
HAZARD INDEX

Hazard Category | AHI

Very Low Less than |

Low | to 10

Moderate 10 to 40

High 40 to 150 < L(C AHI=90 (mitigated)

Very High Greater than 150 <«—LCC AHI=7,304 (unmitigated)
Source: Dynamic Avalanche Consulting 2018
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APRIL 2019 (PRELIMINARY CONCEPTS. SUBJECT TO CHANGE)




PARKING CONCEPT PARKING CONCEPT PARKING CONCEPT

BRIDGE TRAILHEAD LISA FALLS TRAILHEAD WHITE PINE TRAILHEAD

BUS PULL OUT
PEDESTRIAN

PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY
SIGNAL <|>

BUS PULL OUT

PEDESTRIAN- 2 _ = PEDESTRIAN

4 —= WALKWAY
WAI.KWAY /%, 7 2 — - BUS PULL OUT

PEDESTRIAN
PEDESTRIAN @~ WALKWAY
SIGNAL 0

i

 PEDESTRIAN
SIGNAL

= \WATER QUALITY ¢ BUS PULL OUT
= BUFFER \ PEDESTRIAN
N~y r WALKWAY.

e BRIDGE ’ PEDESTRA \r R L LION @ PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL
TRAILHEAD AR . Ml
PEDESTRIAN RESTROOMS B 1 = . s
SIGNAL WATERIQUALITY. ' 'e.j‘- b SN . LITTLE COTTONWOOD 4 : :
J ' CREEK TRAILHEAD \ | [ e AT
BUFFER RESTROOMS : WATER QUALITY; BUFFER
RESTROOMS

;:_ ’
—>' |
«IANNERS T "
W . CAMPGROUND
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 fallfiead Farking Screening triterid No-Action NO NO NO +
* 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 - M : . . . | _ | | |
s St S 4 Qz.ytby piintic ' al(ljwead;._o §:pprort. it t Alternative 2 Yes, within % mile radius of trailheads Yes Yes, trailhead parking will
from damaged roadway shoulder C;” 55 ; -?Od esv;/ fe LY 3?"{9 ia s accomodate the on-road parking
 Creates informal non-designated trailheads * REQUCE PArKINg- * 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 il
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

Little Cottonwooo
IMPROVING MOBILITY AND REDUCING CONGESTION Canyon S

Wasatch Boulevard to Alta

2 Lanes W/Standard Shoulder 3 Lanes W/Standard Shoulder INITIAL EVALUATION FOR INCREASED

PROPOSED GENTER ROADWAY CAPACITY
OF MEDIAN

OF MEDIAN

Trailhead Parking Screening Criteria

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

conditions
o Support transit use

4 SHOULDER  TRAFFIC TRAFFIC
SHOULDER TRAFFIC TRAFFIC  sHouLDER \

TRAFFIC  SHOULDER
LANE LANE LANE
LANE LANE

Roadway capacity improvements
could include an additional lane
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TRANSPORTATION

CONSIDERATIONS

« Transit

- Travel Delay and Congestion

- Tolling

- Bicycle and Pedestrian Access

« Recreation Access

- Business and Residential Access
- Utility Relocations

« Local Land Use and Zoning Plans
- Regional Growth

- Safety

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by
applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are being, or have
been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.
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WELCOME

LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE

m Little Cottonwood
Canyon I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT
ASWAE Keeping Utah Moving Wasatch Boulevard to Alta

UT A ==

.S S
YRTMENT  AGRICOS

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are being,

or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed
by FHWA and UDOT.




WELCOME

COTTONWOOD CANYONS
TRANSPORTATION ACTION PLAN

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE

Cottonwood Canyons
ll TRANSPORTATION
ACTION PLAN

(4/7 /8

AVAVAY Aeeping Utah Moving

CENTRAL
WASATCH
COMMISSION

3

.S S
YRTMENT  AGRICOS

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are being,
or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed
by FHWA and UDOT.




WELCOME

_ittle Cottonwood
Canyon e

Wasatch Boulevard to Alta

Cottonwood Canyons
TRANSPORTATION

”ACTION PLAN




|_ittle Cottonwood
CanyOﬂ I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT
VWWasatch Boulevard to Alta




Challenges & Issues

/1i\ +Q°

Roadway Trailhead Wasatch Avalanche
Capacity Parking Boulevard mitigation




Improving Mobillity
and Reducing Congestion



Improving Mobillity
and Reducing Congestion

Screening Criteria

v Improve overall mobility and reduce congestion in 2050



Improving Mobillity
and Reducing Congestion

WEENVES

v Reduce travel time over 2050 No-Build
congested conditions

v Support transit use









Trailhead Parking

Potential Solutions




Trailnead Parking

Screening Criteria

v Improve roadway safety by reducing conflicts
v Reduce parking-related congestion



Trailnead Parking

Measures

v Improve parking at existing trailheads to support
travel modes while Improving safety

v Reduce traffic conflicts at existing trailhead locations
v Keep parking levels at year 2000 levels












Wasatch Boulevard

Potential Solutions



Wasatch Boulevard

Screening Criteria

v Reduce delay and improve capacity (improve regional mobility)
v Consider the Wasatch Boulevard Master Plan Corridor Study

v Improve safety



Wasatch Boulevard

Measures

v Achieve a level of service D or better on Wasatch Boulevard
and intersections in 2050

v Meet the overall objectives identified in the
master plan corridor study while addressing UDOT’s safety

and mobility requirements

‘v Meet UDOT’s safety standards for all roadway users including passenger
and freight vehicles, cyclists, pedestrians and recreational users



Future No-action Conditions (2050)
P M. Peak-Period

LEVEL OF SERVICE

o,
A N

459, DELAYS
£ Projected
S Traffic growth UDOT Goal

CONSIDERABLE
DELAYS

Bengal Blvd: . :













Avalanche Mitigation




Avalanche Mitigation

Screening Criteria

v Improve avalanche-related roadway reliability
and safety in 2050



Avalanche Mitigation

Measures

v Substantially reduce number of hours and/or days that
avalanches delay users

‘v Substantially reduce the avalanche hazard for roadway users



Avalanche Mitigation

Potential Show Shed
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Canyon Closures

Due to Avalanche Mitigation

Average (56.5 hours per year)
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08.06
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Avalanche Hazard Index

Current
azad Gategory [ M
Very Low Less than |
Low [ to 10
Moderate 10 to 40
High 40 t0 150 « LCC AHI=90 (mitigatea)

Very High Greater than 150 < LCC AHI=7,304 (unmitigated)

Source: Dynamic Avalanche Consulting 2018









Timeline

1) Notice of Intent "4 ) Draft Environmenta
P & Impact Statement (EIS)
DUbHC SCODiﬂg Winter/Spring 2020
Open House (Current stage) @ Final EIS\Recoro
Winter/Spring 2019 Of DeCISIOﬂ
Alternatives RERrnG 203
Development/Refinement

Summer 2019 to Fall 2019



GGet Involved

The revised EIS scoping period is open from:

March 5 to May 3, 2019



GGet Involved

| Submit Official Comments

& udot.utah.gov/LittleCottonwoodEIS
4 LittleCottonwoodEIS@utah.gov




Join the Conversation

© @UDOTIlcceis

© UDOT Little Cottonwood Canyon
Environmental Impact Statement (LCC EIS)



Partners

e &

2 S
YRTMENT  AGRICVS

Aeeping Utah Moving




| ittle Cottonwood
Canyon Mt

Wasatch Boulevard to Alta

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable

Federal environmental laws for this project are being, or have been, carmed out by
UDQOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanaing dated

January 17, 2017, and executed by FHVWA and UDO].



	appendices combined.pdf
	Appendix A_Revised Notices of Intent_COMPLETE
	Appendix A - Revised Notices of Intent
	1_FR LCC EIS NOI 3-5-2019
	2_FR LCC EIS NOI 5-15-2019_Page_1


	Appendix B Agency Scoping Meeting_COMPLETE
	Appendix B - Agency Scoping Meeting
	1_(2019-04-03) Meeting Notes Agency Scoping
	2_LCC EIS Agency Scoping Meeting Presentation (2019-04-03)
	Meeting Purpose
	Project Background
	Overall Schedule
	Little Cottonwood Canyon EIS UPDATE
	Little Cottonwood Canyon EIS �Team
	NEPA Assignment
	Little Cottonwood Canyon EIS Study Area
	EIS Draft Project Purpose
	Why improvements are needed
	Alternatives
	Alternative Screening Criteria�Wasatch Boulevard
	Alternative Screening Criteria�Avalanche and trailheads
	Alternative Screening Criteria�Roadway Capacity
	Environmental Checklist 
	Cooperating and Participating Agencies
	revised Coordination Plan
	Expected Schedule
	Agency Review Times
	Comments
	Current and Upcoming Events
	EIS Team Contact Information
	Little Cottonwood Canyon Short-Term Intersection Improvements
	Little Cottonwood Canyon Intersections Project
	“y” Intersection Concept
	High-Tee Program
	High-Tee Program
	Transportation ACTION Plan
	CWC/UDOT TaP Roles
	Transportation ACTION Plan Team
	Transportation ACTION Plan focus
	Purpose of Action PLAN
	Planning and Environmental Linkage (PEL) Process
	Link to Future NEPA
	PEL Report Content
	Deliverables
	What improvements should be considered?
	Transportation Area Plan Contact Information
	Final Questions?

	3_LCC_Public_Meeting_Scroll_Plots
	4_LCC EIS Fact Sheet (2019-04-03)
	5_LCC EIS_Environmental_Checklist


	Appendix C Notifications of Scoping_COMPLETE
	Appendix C - Notifications of Scoping
	1_HDR Engineering etear DNEWS 32619
	2_HDR Engineering etear Trib 32619
	3_HDR DesNews 4219 tear
	4_HDR 4219 tear Trib
	5_9236_2_LCC_Public_Notice_Ad_5.431x10_FIN
	6_Dates for Project Updates
	7_LCCEIS_OpenHouseSocialMediaposts_v.1
	8_LCCEIS_Facebook_18March2019
	9_LCCEIS_Instagram_18March2019
	10_LCCEIS_Instagram_18March2019#2
	11_Press Release_03April2019
	12_LCCEIS_Facebook_09April
	13_LCCEIS_Facebook_09April2019#2
	14_LCCEIS_Instagram_09April2019
	15_LCCEIS_Twitter_08–09April2019
	16_LCCEIS_Facebook_10April2019
	17_LCCEIS_Instagram_10April2019
	18_LCCEIS_Twitter_10April2019
	20_LCCEIS_Instagram_23April2019
	21_LCCEIS_Twitter_23April2019
	22_LCCEIS_Facebook_25April2019
	23_LCCEIS_Instagram_26April2019
	24_LCCEIS_Facebook_17May2019
	25_LCCEIS_Instagram_21May2019
	26_LCCEIS_Facebook_29May2019
	27_LCCEIS_Instagram_29May2019
	28_LCCEIS_Twitter_29May2019
	29_LCCEIS_Facebook_07June2019
	30_LCCEIS_Twitter_11June2019
	31_LCCEIS_Instagram_12June2019
	32_LCCEIS_Facebook_12June2019
	33_LCCEIS_Facebook_12June2019_#2
	34_LCCEIS_Facebook_13June2019
	35_LCCEIS_Facebook_14June2019
	36_LCCEIS_Facebook_14June2019_#2
	37_LCCEIS_Twitter_14June2019


	Appendix D Public Open House Meeting Materials_COMPLETE
	Appendix D - Public Open House Meeting Materials
	1_EIS_09April2019_Avalanche_Map
	2_EIS_09April2019_Parking_Map
	3_EIS_09April2019_Wasatch_Map_1
	4_EIS_09April2019_Wasatch_Map_2
	5_EIS_09April2019_Wasatch_Map_3
	6_LCC_Public_Meeting_Factsheet_09April2019
	7_LCC_Public_Meeting_Scroll_Plots_09April2019
	8_LCC_Sign_Table_Tent_09Apri2019
	9_LCCEIS_AFrames_Board_09April2019
	10_LCCEIS_OverviewVideo_09April2019


	Appendix E_Scoping_Comments_COMPLETE
	APPENDIX E - Scoping Comments
	1_Introduction
	2_Commenter Index List
	3_Comment Table (Website/Email/Map Comments)
	(Attachment to Comment #1235)

	4_Open House Comment Forms
	(#694)
	(#695)
	(#696)
	(#697)
	(#698)
	(#699)
	(#700)
	(#701)
	(#702)
	(#703)
	(#704)
	(#705)
	(#706)
	(#707)
	(#708)
	(#709)
	(#710)
	(#711)
	(#712)
	(#713)
	(#714)
	(#715)
	(#716)
	(#717)
	(#718)
	(#719)
	(#720)
	(#721)
	(#722)
	(#723)
	(#749)

	5_Letters
	(#729)
	(#730)
	(#731)
	(#733)
	(#734)
	(#735)
	(#736)
	(#737)
	(#738)
	(#739)
	(#740)
	(#742)
	(#743)
	(#744)
	(#745)
	(#747)
	(#748) 

	6_Pre-Scoping Comments
	Prescoping Comments - Website & Email (#750 - 841)
	(#732)
	(Attachment to Comment#778)




	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Little Cottonwood EIS 2019 Scoping Summary Report DRAFT.pdf
	1.0 Introduction
	1.1 Purpose of This 2019 Scoping Summary Report
	1.2 Summary of Scoping Activities
	1.3 Notice of Intent
	1.4 SAFETEA-LU Process and Agency Scoping
	1.4.1 Cooperating Agencies
	1.4.2 Participating Agencies
	1.4.3 Agencies Consulted
	1.4.4 Agency Scoping Meeting

	1.5 Public Scoping
	1.5.1 Notification
	1.5.2 Public Scoping Meeting
	1.5.3 Scoping City Council Presentations
	1.5.4 Other Meetings


	2.0 Guide to Comments
	3.0 Little Cottonwood Canyon EIS Scoping Comments
	3.1.1 Purpose and Need
	3.1.2 Alternatives – Avalanche
	3.1.3 Alternatives – Parking
	3.1.4 Alternatives – Tolling
	3.1.5 Alternatives – Roadway
	3.1.6 Alternatives – Transit
	3.1.7 Alternatives – Other
	3.1.8 Alternatives – Screening and Evaluation
	3.1.9 Air Quality
	3.1.10 Community Impacts
	3.1.11 Cultural Resources
	3.1.12 Cumulative Impacts
	3.1.13 Economics
	3.1.14 Ecosystems
	3.1.15 Indirect Impacts
	3.1.16 Environmental Justice
	3.1.17 Land Use
	3.1.18 Noise
	3.1.19 Recreation
	3.1.20 Health and Safety
	3.1.21 Sections 4(f) and 6(f)
	3.1.22 Study Area
	3.1.23 Visual
	3.1.24 Water Quality, Resources, and Floodplains
	3.1.25 Other

	4.0 Next Steps: Screening Analysis and Environmental Analysis


