COMMENT #: 5891

DATE: 8/11/21 3:40 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Erin Geesaman Rabke
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains.
| care deeply about the future of these wilderness areas for future generations of all species.

Please see my comments below on the Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study
(DEIS):

Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored? In this age of climate catastrophe, doing all
we can to protect the thriving of the species with whom we share these areas is the priority.

Traffic congestion in LCC, “the red snake,” will still continue even with the gondola because the gondola
still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from our
roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of elected
officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to gather
and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying Capacity”
known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

Year-round visitation, whether to a designated ski area or summertime trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminal areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

Please protect the Wasatch. NO to the gondola.
Sincerely,

Erin Geesaman Rabke
Salt Lake City, UT

January 2022 Page 32B-6010 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 5892

DATE: 8/11/21 4:08 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jack Crognale
COMMENT:

Will the 30 passenger gondolas have seats for 30 or will you be forced to stand for the 37 min ride to
Alta? How many parking spaces will be built at the La Callie station? How early and late will the
gondolas run? Thanks, Jack
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COMMENT #: 5893

DATE: 8/11/21 4:41 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: David Dickerson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

David Dickerson
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 5894

DATE: 8/11/21 7:26 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Karan Newton
COMMENT:

My family of eight is totally in favor of the gondola to preserve little cottonwood canyon. My great great
grandfather drove the second covered wagon into the valley on July 24 1847 and his name is on This is
the place monument. We need to preserve our canyon,water,air and resources.

Karan Oberhansley, DV
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COMMENT #: 5895

DATE: 8/11/21 10:00 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Adam Smith
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Adam Smith
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 5896

DATE: 8/11/21 10:01 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Emily Hays
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Emily Hays
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 5897

DATE: 8/12/21 6:21 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Albert Kabili
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Albert Kabili
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 5898

DATE: 8/12/21 10:47 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Louisa Giles
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),
Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won'’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Louisa Giles
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 5899

DATE: 8/13/21 7:31 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Chelsie Johnson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Chelsie Johnson
Salt lake city, UT
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COMMENT #: 5900

DATE: 8/13/21 1:00 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Chris Belfiore
COMMENT:

Neither of these ideas are sufficient to accommodate the needs of users of the canyons (BCC included)
and the effects on the local community. Many have mentioned other ideas, such as a toll to enter both
canyons. As a local, | think this is a solution that would help mitigate traffic in near term until a clear
solution is found that equally addresses canyon needs and locals desires.
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COMMENT #: 5901

DATE: 8/13/21 1:06 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Matt Yurick
COMMENT:

Thanks for putting some thought into this EIS. Both solutions appear to have the greatest amount of
impact to the communties they cross with the least amount of benifit as an end user. Residents along
Wasatch blvd would not only see increased traffic through the new interstate as it hosts buses or
gondola traffic but would see addiotional fees or time and transfer to use LCC? Tolling/fee exemptions
should be available for residents ultimately cut off from use by this development.
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COMMENT #: 5902

DATE: 8/13/21 1:07 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Barbara Mcintyre
COMMENT:

| have skied Alta for 30 years and watched the traffic, parking, and accident problems increase by
significant measures. This past season was the worst | have ever seen. We have sold our home at the
Mountain but still want to ski and the gondola solution seems perfect as a resolution. Alll for it!
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COMMENT #: 5903

DATE: 8/13/21 1:21 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rene Gilfillan
COMMENT:

Salt Lake City already has one of the worst air qualities in the world. Utilizing an enhanced bus system,
primarily electric, is the most environmentally friendly option. Gondolas will only create more traffic on
wasatch boulevard, which simply cannot handle that amount of traffic. The construction period for a
gondola system would be outrageously expensive and construction in the canyons to that extent is
hazardous for the air quality and the streams! There was already a disastrous construction spill in
millcreek this summer and even if proper protocols are followed it is inevitable that part of it will get in
our watershed water. This is an exorbitant proposal for Utah taxpayer money. Put more of our money
into making public transportation that already exists reliable! The time used to construct the gondolas
would create traffic up the canyons regardless. Overall it is an expensive, time-consuming, traffic-
inducing idea to build a gondola system. As a taxpayer please use my taxes for the enhanced bus
system. As someone who uses the bus when | ski by myself it is nearly impossible to get on the bus
from the park and ride at the bottom of the canyon because it is already full and the wait time between
buses is so long. An enhanced bus system is just what we need, and it would be incredible if it could be
electric buses!! | will be one of the first in line to try the new bus system. Thank you for your
consideration and please do not let the rich and aesthetic-seeking populace/tourists influence the
gondola proposition. It is not best for the locals of the cottonwood heights and wasatch front area.
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COMMENT #: 5904

DATE: 8/13/21 1:26 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicholas Krieg
COMMENT:

"On August 9th, 2021, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), backed and governed
by the United Nations, issued a holistic report on the state of our climate worldwide. This report was not
uplifting. It stated that "It is unequivocal that human influence has warmed the atmosphere, ocean and
land. Widespread and rapid changes in the atmosphere, ocean, cryosphere and biosphere have
occurred." (AR6 WGI Summary for Policymakers). Not only would the construction of these
transportation alternatives be additional negative human influence but also the operation, maintenance,
and added volume of traffic that comes with.

Pursuing and continuing to entertain Gondola and road expansion solutions for transportation
alternatives in LCC is a tone deaf response to scientific data that has been backed and supported by
over 145 nations world wide. The environmental impact and social disruption that would result from a
Gondola and/or road expansion would be irreversible. | propose no Gondola, no road expansion, and
instead a toll and/or vehicle capacity restriction on entry into LCC.

Thanks you.
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COMMENT #: 5905

DATE: 8/13/21 1:29 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Connor Nipper
COMMENT:

| have worked in watershed science for 2+ years and | beleive that construction of a gondola could be
detrimental to the streams in the cottonwood canyons which is where our drinking water comes from. |
see no situation in which a construction project like that would not result in sediments and cement being
spilled into the stream and harming aquatic flora and fauna. Improving public transit systems like
busses/shuttles is the best option for the traffic problem in the cottonwood canyons.
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COMMENT #: 5906

DATE: 8/13/21 1:33 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Trevor Zobell
COMMENT:

We need to get out of the mentality of solving traffic problems by adding more lanes to roads. The
Wasatch front has thoroughly exhausted that solution... and traffic still sucks. Any solution to traffic
woes in LCC and along the Wasatch front cannot rely on expanding roadways as a solution to such
traffic problems, because it literally doesn’t address the underlying problem of trying to accommodate
the ever-growing population, in this geographical constrained area with mountains and lakes, with car
centric development. Traffic solutions must be transit, bike, and pedestrian centric, otherwise we are
going to end up with a Wasatch front in 30 years that will be just as, if not more so, a congested traffic
hell hole as California with a greatly reduced quality of life. The solutions being pursued by UDOT for
LCC traffic issues that propose more car centric development via widening the road up LCC and/or
adding parking lots for busses/gondolas at the base of the canyon, are not actual solutions sense they
don’t reduce car dependence and will just push traffic bottlenecks further down the canyon to the
parking lot for the busses/gondolas. What must happen is for UDOT to curate an infrastructure of
walking and biking paths and transit routes along the Wasatch front that can be used to transport
people along the Wasatch front, including up LCC, without needing to use a personal vehicle. The
solutions proposing to build a gondola have a lot of problems with them. Aside from still relying on a car
centric model of transportation, they are not aesthetically pleasing, they are much slower than busses,
they mostly or completely ignore the transportation needs of people not going to the ski resorts and the
stops and throughput capacity cannot easily adjusted without further construction projects to modify the
structure of the gondola. With busses, the number of stops and number of busses transporting people
can easily be adjusted to meet daily, weekly, and seasonal demands. Busses only stopping at ski
resorts could be schedule for weekend mornings and late afternoon in the winter, and busses stopping
at backcountry and hiking destinations could be scheduled all year.
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COMMENT #: 5907

DATE: 8/13/21 1:35 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Stacy
COMMENT:

Last year | participated in the UDOT sticker program that was aimed towards pre-qualifying vehicles to
go up the canyons, however, out of the 70+ days | rode, my sticker was only checked once on a dry
day in December. | don’t think the gondola and road widening with expanded bus systems options can
be up for consideration when the pilot sticker program was never truly tested. | for one thought that the
sticker program was a great idea.

On days where it snows overnight or is forecasted to snow later in the day, someone needs to be
stationed at the base of the canyon to A: check for a pre-qualified vehicles with a sticker and B: assess
a vehicle’s ability to handle snowy driving conditions and turn them away if they aren’t qualified (like
rental cars, car without M+S tires, or lack of 4WD). It seems to me that there would be a significant
decrease in congestion and accidents in the canyon if only vehicles that are truly fit for the conditions
are allowed up. Anyone who doesn’t qualify can be turned away and encouraged to take the UTA bus.
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COMMENT #: 5908

DATE: 8/13/21 1:59 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicolle Nyman
COMMENT:

Im all in favor of the gondola option! My family has stopped skiing Alta and Snow Bird because the
traffic congestion is unbearable and unpredictable! Bring on the Gondola....the best option by far!!
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COMMENT #: 5909

DATE: 8/13/21 219 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tony Anderson
COMMENT:

Why is tolling of the canyon road never mentioned as an alternative? Why is it implemented in
American Fork canyon but never proposed for the cottonwoods?

It was recently brought to my attention that the gondola option will also permanently alter the canyon (in

regard to climbing and bouldering routes not directly under the tram way) is this true? If so, | don't see
why this has not been advertised.
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COMMENT #: 5910

DATE: 8/13/21 2:31 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shannon OGrady
COMMENT:

We propose that before any permanent changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever
alter the landscape, a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling
and other traffic mitigation strategies be analyzed that includes dispersed recreation transit needs.
Alternatives that physically and permanently alter Little Cottonwood Canyon should only be considered
after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
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COMMENT #: 5911

DATE: 8/13/21 3:39 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Hilary Eisen
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a

gondola, or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today, to address the traffic and congestion

problems in LCC. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

-Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

-Increased funding to express bus routes from across the Wasatch Front (instead of bringing all traffic
to Wasatch Blvd. - bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact recreational user experience and will lead to increased ski resort expansion
pressures. | am against any future ski resort expansion.

Sincerely,

Hilary Eisen
Bozeman, MT
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COMMENT #: 5912

DATE: 8/13/21 3:51 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Justin Kiddy
COMMENT:

A gondola alternative better mitigates weather-related traffic congestion issues than the enhanced bus
alternative by providing a mode of transportation that doesn’t rely on a slick canyon road. The gondola
alternative has less environmental impacts than the enhanced bus alternative, avoiding more paving to
widen the road and emissions from more buses.
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COMMENT #: 5913

DATE: 8/13/21 3:56 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jude Rubadue
COMMENT:

Good Afternoon, | have been driving LCC for 50 years. For 20 years | have offered to friends and family
the we needed to get the cars out of the canyon. Public safety on bad weather days because of
dangerous driving in ice and snow. And, extreme pollution from a full canyon of vehicles waiting in the
red snake exhaust. Relying on buses for the transit is not enough. It is still exhaust fumes in the
canyon. Lets go with the gondola. Thank you kindly.
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COMMENT #: 5914

DATE: 8/13/21 4:25 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Suzanne Schild
COMMENT:

| support the construction of the gondola for Little Cottonwood Canyon. | believe it is the best long term
solution to reduce pollution and the environmental impact on the canyon and will be easier to maintain
over time.
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COMMENT #: 5915

DATE: 8/13/21 4:54 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dustin Hegland
COMMENT:

Please build the Little Cottonwood Canyon gondola option; it will be the smart, long term transportation
answer for the canyon. Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 5916

DATE: 8/13/21 5:26 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Keniji Huff
COMMENT:

| am vehemently against any sort of gondola. Although | am opposed to widening the road and/or more
busses, that is a better option. | think that taking Alta+Bird off of the IKON is the first step.
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COMMENT #: 5917

DATE: 8/13/21 6:18 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Gordy Peifer
COMMENT:

| am massively against the gondola. | feel it would ruin the natural beauty of our cherished canyon. As
an employee of Alta and a season pass holder for 35 years | feel that busses are a much better option.
Please do not let big business and impatient skiers ruin our canyon. | have found that a little bit of
knowledge and preparation go a long ways towards mitigating inconvenience on busy days in the
canyon.

Thank you,

Gordy Peifer
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COMMENT #: 5918

DATE: 8/13/21 7:07 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andew Manios
COMMENT:

An outstanding solution to a continuous problem.
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COMMENT #: 5919

DATE: 8/13/21 7:28 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lendy Gillespie
COMMENT:

| support the enhanced bus schedule for LCC. As a Snowbird season pass holder | understand the
traffic on powder days (only about 13 days a year) but as someone who uses the canyon year round to
hike and climb do not support any measures that would permanently damage LCC. The number of
days the traffic is bad are too few to justify destroying our precious canyon. | want my children to be
able to enjoy the canyon in all its natural beauty without it being marred by a gondola or widening the
road. | feel there are other things that can be tried to mitigate the traffic issue before such drastic
measures are taken, for example, setting up a toll station to drive up the canyon. Please keep our
canyon as wild as possible and don't cater to two businesses who only have the possibility of a traffic
problem for less than half of the year.
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COMMENT #: 5920

DATE: 8/13/21 7:39 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dan Thirkill
COMMENT:

In review of the two options available (expanded bus or gondola transit), the gondola option is preferred
as it provides a solution that is less weather restricted, provides greater operational consistency and
minimum construction (road-widening) impact. Thank you for your consideration.
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COMMENT #: 5921

DATE: 8/13/21 7:43 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robert White
COMMENT:

Never build it... way too much money to be spent
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COMMENT #: 5922

DATE: 8/13/21 7:46 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Richard Ross
COMMENT:

| support the gondola proposal. It seems to me the first decision to make is whether to a. try to limit
LCC visitors or b. deal with the visitors. | don't think limiting the visitors is realistic. Once you've
decided to deal with the visitors to the canyon, the gondola seems to make the most sense for less
cost, less environmental impact, and better service (not shut down by avalanches, etc).
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COMMENT #: 5923

DATE: 8/13/21 9:02 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ross Thompson
COMMENT:

I do not support the gondola. Pumping more people into the canyon at an already overpopulated resort
is not the answer. Snowbird or Alta on a pow day is entirely crowded and i cannot even imagine how
much worse it would be with the gondola. Plus, it's an eyesore, and it will impact
wildlife/nature/recreation etc. There has got to be a better option.
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COMMENT #: 5924

DATE: 8/13/21 9:29 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lea Berry
COMMENT:

I am in favor of expanded buses only, no gondola, no parking garage structures at the mouths of the
canyons, and no freeway with high walls on Wasatch that will destroy the Cottonwood Heights
community. Please consider the damage to water quality if toxic mine sites and tailings are excavated
and or exposed in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Thank you!
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COMMENT #: 5925

DATE: 8/13/21 9:54 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Eric Brinton
COMMENT:

Do the gondola and expand the road for more bus coverage. Best yet, would be train protected by
avalanche sheds so avalanches wouldn't need to be shot down anymore.
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COMMENT #: 5926

DATE: 8/13/21 10:09 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ezra Nielsen
COMMENT:

What the impact to Big Cottonwood Canyon should be a key consideration. Trailhead access needs to
be a key consideration. With both those in mind, directional traffic and bus enhanced is the preferred
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COMMENT #: 5927

DATE: 8/14/21 12:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Gibbons
COMMENT:

| think the Gondola is a BAD idea. Its too expensive and will end up limiting peoples' access to various
destinations within Little Cottonwood Canyon. Probably 95% of the time that | travel through the
canyon, | find that the drive is quick and without serious delay. If a "usage fee" (like currently in place in
Mill Creek Canyon) is needed, fine. Otherwise, we should avoid the cost of building the Gondola, and
leave Little Cottonwood Canyon "gondola-free"!
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COMMENT #: 5928

DATE: 8/14/21 4:47 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lee Anne Walker
COMMENT:

NO to both alternatives. Pause all making commitments this year. This year, give us 35 speed limit all
the way. Best for residents along Wasatch Blvd. Best for road condition bringing out skiers--they love
blizzard weather--so it might be too fast for road conditions in the canyon. When the traffic backs up to
High T, use CH's anti-idling ordinance to divert vehicles down to Sandy's Quarry Bend skier waiting
area. That relieves horrible pollution and makes it possible to plow the whole road; and then CH can
plow the neighborhoods too. Allow only local residents and employees in and out of closed road. |
need but have trouble with home health aides/agencies because the government does not pay for
travel time or mileage, and taking time to get to my house makes the aide late for the rest of their days
appointments. It is so bad that all but the agency | have now are gone; they will drop me when they
figure out why they don't have any other patients in Cottonwood Heights. It has been so bad that the
last agency had an aide who lived in a cul d esac on the west side of Wasatch. Perfect until ski
weather. About a mile away from me on the east side. As with shoveling, plowing is much more difficult.
CH did not even get to her the next day. She lost two days work and the agency got someone from out
of town to me later the next day . It is so bad the LDS church set up a series of classes to teach
members how to be aides to their own family members without any legal certification. | thought that was
very smart and congratulated them. My being a retired attorney | knew better than ask for help because
| did not have anyone to send to the class. That was pre Covid. It's worse now.
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COMMENT #: 5929

DATE: 8/14/21 6:09 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Casey Chorens
COMMENT:

As a visitor who vacations in LCC from out of state every year, | am writing in support of increasing bus
transit on SR 210. | believe myself and other tourists would greatly benefit year round from improved
bus service. | am strongly opposed to the gondola proposal. | believe it would mar the natural beauty of
the canyon and not be a realistic solution. The bus solution would have a lower carbon footprint than
constructing a massive gondola and could also be implemented much sooner, and anyone who visits
LCC knows that we need solutions today, not 20 years from now.
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COMMENT #: 5930

DATE: 8/14/21 7:04 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: John Howe
COMMENT:

| am absolutely OPPOSED to BOTH of these options.

Both options have too much environmental impact that will effect all user groups going forward (ie the
climbing Communiity losing access to bouldering with widening the road etc.

Both solutions are focused on serving the ski areas, at the tax payers expense —. which is plain wrong,
and does not consider all of the other users groups that enjoy the canyon (backcountry skiers, hikers,
climbers, etc). These solutions are narrow in their scope of the problems addressed and appear to be a
plainly clear subsidy to the ski areas at the top. These options also make no mention of how to address
the problems in the immediate future...what about this coming season or the season after that?

A capacity study needs to be performed to see how many people can safely recreate in LCC at one
time?

This “solution” only addresses LCC without addressing BCC, which is short sighted and will cause
additional issues going forward related to BCC and it's capacity.

Tolling needs to be explored further.

Enhanced busing, with natural gas or electric buses vs diesel, needs to be truly explored and
implemented. What was implemented in the ‘20/'21 season was not an ‘enhanced’ solution, it was a
half baked attempt to add a few More buses to the schedule when clearly demand was not understood
or addressed.

Either of these solutions, if implemented, would irreversibly change one of the most beautiful places on
the planet forever and not for the good. They are short sighted and we need to take a step back and
look for solutions that consider all users of the canyon and are fairly funded by the parties who might
economically gain from changes.

Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 5931

DATE: 8/14/21 7:54 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Amber L Broadaway
COMMENT:

Both options sound like great solutions to a challenging problem. | do think the Gonodla for LCC could
prove to be more effective given the avalanche issues in the Canyon, as well as become an increased
driver of destination visitation - particularly in the summer. This could then leave the increased bus
option - electric preferred for BCC.
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COMMENT #: 5932

DATE: 8/14/21 8:13 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Paul Godfrey
COMMENT:

| prefer the gondola. Much better option.
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COMMENT #: 5933

DATE: 8/14/21 9:05 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kimberly Rowland
COMMENT:

| have lived at the base of Big and Little Cottonwood Canyons all my life. | also recreate during the
summer and winter months. | ski all 4 resorts and hike all of our gorgeous trails. | use the bus with my
kids (10 &13) when we ski because we try and do what is best for the environment, and | don't like the
parking situation at the resorts. My personal experience with the UTA bus system has been less than
ideal but it is something that | can compromise on because | know that | am trying to be part of a
solution. | am opposed to the gondola because | believe with a better transit system we would be in a
much better traffic situation. | propose:

1. Ski resorts are benefitting from increased skiers. They should all have a dedicated shuttle (or 2) from
the park and ride stations.

2. UTA should have double the amount of busses in the morning time (7:30-10) and evening (2:30-
5:30).

3. The existing commercial retail space near the Old Mill business park should become the central
transit center. The parking infrastructure is already existing, it won't impact homeowners that don't want
it built "in my backyard".

The park and ride station on 9400 S and Highland is perfect for now. I've never seen it entirely full. In
the future, it could be added on to without disrupting anything. It's a commercial area already.

The road up to the resort is already there. Nothing would need to be done to it. In my opinion, the
gondola would be a huge burden on the canyon itself and a burden on the tax payers.
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COMMENT #: 5934

DATE: 8/14/21 9:38 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Whit Petersen
COMMENT:

| support the gondola, it would be nice to have a safer way to get to the resorts | always feel a lot of
anxiety driving on the roads up the canyon in the snow.
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COMMENT #: 5935

DATE: 8/14/21 9:44 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jon luke VanderVeur
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),
Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won'’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Jon luke VanderVeur
Midvale, UT
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COMMENT #: 5936

DATE: 8/14/21 9:57 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brenda Robertson
COMMENT:

Please approve godola from La Caille to Alta! This will greatly reduce traffic and pollution!
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COMMENT #: 5937

DATE: 8/14/21 10:01 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Lowell Smoger
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),
Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

0). We need a capacity study done on both canyons to understand how many people we can actually
have in the canyon at a given time so that we do not destroy the experience or the environment of the
canyons!

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won'’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Lowell Smoger
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 5938

DATE: 8/14/21 10:02 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Carolynn Peterson
COMMENT:

| believe the Gondolas from La Caille to Alta will be the best option.
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COMMENT #: 5939

DATE: 8/14/21 10:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Karen Masse
COMMENT:

Love the gondola plan. Given the fires that have plagued the west this year, anything that can be done
to reduce traffic is a good thing.
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COMMENT #: 5940

DATE: 8/14/21 10:31 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jack Richardson
COMMENT:

We would love to have a gondola. We live in Midway and would ski Alta &snowbird much more.
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COMMENT #: 5941

DATE: 8/14/21 10:54 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Adam Kerr
COMMENT:

The boulders of Little Cottonwood have been an integral part to my relocation to Salt Lake City. They
are in part my decision to invest in the local economy, workforce and culture. Proposing permanent
physical alterations to the boulders in Little Cottonwood will deprive future and current members of our
community to enjoy the experience that these boulders provide. These experiences not only challenge
the individual physically and mentally but create a window of reflection to look at and better oneself
through observation, rethinking and appreciation. Please implement a similar process of rethinking.
The community ask that less impactful solutions be implemented before any permanent alterations be
taken on this landscape that provides a playground for people to better oneself.
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COMMENT #:
DATE:

5942
8/14/21 11:10 AM

SOURCE: Website
NAME: Stephen Pohlman
COMMENT:

The gondola option is the only feasible solution. It is safe, practical and environmentally sound.
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COMMENT #: 5943

DATE: 8/14/21 11:41 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Courtney Smith
COMMENT:

| think using the La Caille name will be problematic for travelers.

Will the gondola have CPR equipment?
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COMMENT #: 5944

DATE: 8/14/21 12:35 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Micah Rosenfield
COMMENT:

| am writing in favor of the gondola option from La Caille. | am a life-long skier and 20+ year user of
Little Cottonwood Canyon, (both on and off resort) and have spent many hours in the red snake going
up and down the canyon. The gondola seems to me to be the most environmentally-friendly low
carbon-emissions choice. Many of the arguments | have heard from those opposed to expansion boil
down to 'we don't want more people in the Canyon', which sounds a lot like 'it's my canyon, keep the
crowds out'. The fact is, growth and increase in numbers is inevitable. We need to manage the
resource to the benefit of the people, with the least negative impact to the wilderness. And... the
gondola adds a 'wow' factor that cannot be overlooked. Switzerland has many similar transportation
modalities and the Alps are still stunningly beautiful and offer unbounded recreation opportunities.
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COMMENT #: 5945

DATE: 8/14/21 12:39 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jake Brunelli
COMMENT:

Widen lanes and add more buses. There will always be people that want to drive to the resorts, so
that’s what we should accommodate. It would be a shame to add the gondola and have no one ever
want to ride it in favor of driving themselves up the canyon
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COMMENT #: 5946

DATE: 8/14/21 1:25 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sanjeev Gupta
COMMENT:

The gondola offers safety, sustainability, and efficiency. This is a novel solution that should be used as
an example to other regions dealing with similar problems.
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COMMENT #:
DATE:

5947
8/14/21 2:17 PM

SOURCE: Website
NAME: Jim Murray
COMMENT:

Please, please do the gondola... the bus, car alternative is foolish

January 2022

Page 32B-6066

Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 5948

DATE: 8/14/21 2:58 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dayna Orton
COMMENT:

Literally, any option other than gondolas. If ski resorts want them, they can pay for them 100%.
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COMMENT #: 5949

DATE: 8/14/21 3:25 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Craig Harding
COMMENT:

I'm in favor of the gondola; I'm a resident of Murray and believe it's the best solution for the $$, given
the alternatives.
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COMMENT #: 5950

DATE: 8/14/21 4:10 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bruce Edgar
COMMENT:

Dear UDOT, my family and | have carefully considered your two transportation plans for LCC.
Representing my family of 4, we greatly prefer the Gondola B alternative. However, we wish the
Gondola had additional stops for BC skiers and hikers. Thanks for considering our opinion. Bruce
Edgar & family.
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COMMENT #: 5951

DATE: 8/14/21 4:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jonathan Webber
COMMENT:

My concerns are as follows:

Per Rider operational cost.

Vehicle access charge for LCC

Vehicle parking fee for LBS.

ABS located in known avalanche path )

Rider containment area offloading at ABS in case of avalanche hazard.

LCC evacuation plan for gondola failure event
UDOT bus service termination in LCC
RMP service route for gondola power.
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COMMENT #: 5952

DATE: 8/14/21 4:32 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Chris Tollenger
COMMENT:

| would support the GONDOLA option for multiple reasons....#1 it would vastly increase skiable terrain
and create a competitive advantage for “Ski Utah”, #2 it is the most green option, reducing car on
pollution and noise pollution, #3 it would put Utah skiing in a world class position with an amenity only
offered in locations like Zermatt Switzerland and Chamonix, France, and #4 it is the more safe option
and would allow more access to the canyon on powder days ie no road closure for avalanche control
measures. Please consider this option. Bus travel is the past, enhancing enjoyment of the whole
canyon via gondola is the future!
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COMMENT #: 5953

DATE: 8/14/21 4:45 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Daniel Dearden
COMMENT:

| am a Bountiful, Utah resident. | ski, hike and rock climb in little cottonwood canyon. | am in support of
the gondola B alternative proposal.
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COMMENT #: 5954

DATE: 8/14/21 5:01 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ali Svoboda
COMMENT:

Hi - First, thank you to the entire team involved in developing and evaluating the alternatives for such a
complex problem. The amount of information and quality of presentation is fantastic. Choosing an
alternative to support has been the biggest conversation topic at ever social event since the alternatives
were released.

After much thought, | strongly believe Gondola B alternative best address the problem/project goals
due to its strength in the reliability category. The slightly increased “Mobility” of the Enhanced Bus
option is only a benefit if the road remains clear, and that is not a risk | am willing to take. | do not take
the bus currently due to the risk of delays or being stuck either on the road or up at the resort, and
adding a dedicated bus lane (even with the other actions are being taken in both alternatives to help
keep the road clear) is not enough to stop driving myself. | would however take the Gondola due to the
reliability it provides. It is attractive to both locals and visitors due to not only the reliability, but the
novelty as well.

In the end the biggest problem days with LCC, both in terms of road conditions and traffic/demand, are
during snow storms and the Enhance Bus lane will not adequately address the problem trying to be
solved since it will be neither mobile nor reliable during these times.

Aside from the preferred alternatives, | am optimistic there are interim solutions that can also help
address the problem before one of the preferred alternatives can be implemented. One of the most
frustrating parts about driving up LCC is the disregard for the traction law. | understand enforcement
takes time and resources, but doing so would be huge in terms of keeping cars moving up the canyon.
Any other ways to keep traffic moving such as more efficient merges and decreasing road closure times
any way they can be (noting eventually the snow sheds will help) will help keep us all sane while the
final solution is created.

Again, thank you for all the work this team has put in throughout this project. Despite the
controversy/strong options it brings out, know the work is appreciated!

January 2022 Page 32B-6073 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #:
DATE:

5955
8/14/21 5:45 PM

SOURCE: Email
NAME: Tom Wright
COMMENT:

Perfect solution!

Tom Wright
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COMMENT #: 5956

DATE: 8/14/21 5:47 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Emily Pitsch
COMMENT:

| think the current bus service could be greatly improved if UTA received funding. In winter 2016/2017
UTA redesigned their bus routes/schedules to increase frequency and their ridership increased 26%
compared to 2015/2016. Again they changed a route in 2018/2019 to improve frequency and ridership
increased again. They received no additional funding and saw these improvements. UTA should
receive more funding and there should be additional parking so that getting on a bus isn't a gamble.

I am concerned about the misinformation being spread by gondola works. For example, they claim the
gondola's capacity is 3x what the EIS says. They say it will run in all weather conditions which is not
how trams/gondolas such as the Snowbird tram operate. They claim it is environmentally friendly but
the EIS says 4,420 gallons of fuel/day will be used with the Enhanced Bus Service and 4,412 gallons
will by used with the Gondola. Technically with the gondola 3,205 gallons of fuel will be burned and the
rest of the energy was converted from kWh (electricity) to gallons. However this is not indicative of
carbon emissions. If you use this calculator you will see that the gondola will produce about 130k Ibs
CO2/day and the enhanced bus service about 100k.

https://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gas-equivalencies-calculator

| don't understand what facts the environmentally friendly claim is based in? Is the electricity solar
powered? | don't see that information anywhere in the EIS. It is worrisome that the clean energy
gondola is a big selling point for people but is that even true? They also claim it is scalable which is not
true according to your reports. Having a "source" which contradicts UDOT's EIS in many ways
spreading misinformation to the public, who very well may back the gondola based off of this alternate
reality created by Gondola Works is highly problematic. They also claim 78% of people in the previous
comment period supported the gondola. From their instagram "78% of the comments in the UDOT
public comment process that mentioned the gondola were in support of the gondola". That is a very
dishonest way to report information. | am not blaming UDOT for the existence of Gondola Works | am
just bringing up this issue.
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COMMENT #: 5957

DATE: 8/14/21 6:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Morgan Arseneau
COMMENT:

It would be a real shame and very short-sighted to put a plan into place that decreases the recreation
value of our canyons. Salt Lake is a climbing-Mecca as well as a skiing-Mecca and we should not
devalue our God given resources.
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COMMENT #: 5958

DATE: 8/14/21 7:00 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Margaret King
COMMENT:

| appreciate the work that has gone into this planning as there is clearly a considerable issue with
transportation in Little Cottonwood Canyon that is not easily solved. As a local to Salt Lake, I've
developed a familiarity with Little Cottonwood and have some concerns with both the gondola and high
speed bus option that are not being taken into consideration and | would highly recommend a
reconsideration of the COG rail if it truly does not include any plans to widen the road. )

Like Zion National park, Little Cottonwood Canyon has many unique features and uses that | don’t think
UDOT is considering. Both a gondola and high speed bus system seem to benefit the ski resorts only
and leave other uses out of the plan. The canyon is used for climbing, bouldering, ice climbing,
backpacking, anglers, naturalists, photographers, hikers, flmmakers, ham radio enthusiasts (for real),
astronomers, runners, snowshoeing, backcountry skiing, and split boarding. This is not an exhaustive
list and includes of all sustainable uses through out the entire canyon. It is not just used to access the
ski resorts which seems to be the main intent of the two primary concepts for transportation.

The high speed bus widens the road which destroys many very popular bouldering areas in the canyon
that have been in use for decades. The gondola would add noise pollution, visual pollution, effect
wildlife including birds, raptors and other animals, and only services the a ski resorts. | love the views |
get from scaling rock walls in LCC. A gondola would severely diminish my love and use of this
spectacularly visual canyon.

Again like Zion, | acknowledge that the vehicles that drive up and down the canyon, including in
summer, greatly out weighs its capacity. | strongly suggest a shuttle system like Zion National park or
light rail system that allows access to many parts of the lower, mid, and upper parts of the canyon with
out destroying it further through road widening, cutting traffic within the canyon, or favoring ski resorts
which are not often the main attraction for many citizens of the salt lake area or those who come to
visit. Limit or shut down personal vehicles and require light rail or shuttle use like Zion. It will pay for
itself in the long term when we have a canyon in the decades of not centuries to come that has not
been butchered for the myopic agenda of the near future.

Thank you for your consideration, time and diligence. | hope you’ll reconsider your current options for
one that less impacts the greater outdoor community of the Wasatch.
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COMMENT #: 5959

DATE: 8/14/21 8:19 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Phil Massaro
COMMENT:

UDOT has narrowed the alternatives down to two very good alternatives. To me, the choice would
depend on avalanche avoidance. If the gondola could be constructed to avoid avalanche slide areas, it
is superior to the enhanced bus as it avoids road closures. While UDOT does an excellent job keeping
the road open and clear, | have been impacted many times when it is closed for avalanche work. When
the road reopens, there is traffic, then accidents, then more traffic.

A gondola that is not subject to avalanche slide areas avoids the problem and keeps things moving.
Thanks to UDOT for all their good work and for these alternatives to improve things.
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COMMENT #: 5960

DATE: 8/14/21 8:54 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Gayle Denman
COMMENT:

Thank you for providing an overview of the current proposals for Little Cottonwood Canyon.

| prefer the enhanced bus service for Little Cottonwood Canyon for the following reasons:

1) Will Utah taxpayers be paying for these proposals or will the ski resorts be paying for these? Ifit's
Utah taxpayers, there is no question, | prefer the enhanced buses. The sale of our Utah ski resorts to
big business has resulted in very low ICON ticket prices. | recommend that the ICON passes have a
premium tax to pay for these enhancements.

2) If widening the roads provides a safety buffer for cyclists, this is a better idea and, in my opinion,
offsets the impact on wildlife. The reason why | feel this way is because this road is heavily now, | fail to
see how widening the road would impact wildlife further.

It is with a heavy heart that we observe the effects of a high influx of residents that has resulted in so
many adverse situations: increased traffic and air pollution, and further water scarcity just name a few.
The sale of Utah’s ski resorts to big business has contributed to these issues.

Gayle Denman
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COMMENT #: 5961

DATE: 8/14/21 9:40 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Will Spangler
COMMENT:

Please support the gondola and rail transit and any methods of sustainable, car-free, reliable, low
carbon transit up Cottonwood Canyon. Snow is too important to Utah to keep emitting carbon, and this
will save the state money plowing and provide reliable transit during avalanches. Thank you!
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COMMENT #: 5962

DATE: 8/15/21 7:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Peter Steinberg
COMMENT:

| strongly support the Gondola as the best option to alleviate traffic in the Canyon. Adding buses is
merely adding to additional traffic in the Canyon and a Gondola is a time honored and efficient choice in
ski country to move people.
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COMMENT #: 5963

DATE: 8/15/21 8:01 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alice Ray
COMMENT:

Gondola and stop the traffic
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COMMENT #: 5964

DATE: 8/15/21 8:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Todd Francis
COMMENT:

Yes. All for it. Work hard to make this happen.
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COMMENT #: 5965

DATE: 8/15/21 9:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Breanne Palmer
COMMENT:

To my fellow Utah citizens with UDOT,

I have taken the time to review the two proposals to resolve the traffic issue of Little Cottonwood and |
believe a better solution is still out there if we are willing to work towards finding it. Here are some
points that directly and significantly impact my experience and the experiences of many climbers of the
Salt Lake Valley and climbers world wide:

UDOT’s gondola and additional lane (s) proposals would have an unacceptable impact on the climbing
experience as well as year-round dispersed recreation access throughout all of Little Cottonwood
Canyon.

UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and
other traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape,

Both UDOT proposals threaten iconic climbing throughout Little Cottonwood and at least 64 boulders
and 273 boulder problems.

UDOT’s proposed parking lot “improvements” would severely limit access to the most popular climbing
in the canyon by dramatically reducing the already limited parking currently available at the Gate
Buttress, Grit Mill, and at the lower Little Cottonwood Park and Ride.

I hope these points will be seriously considered and that together we can come up with a solution that
all parties can agree upon.

Thank you,

Concerned Climber
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COMMENT #: 5966

DATE: 8/15/21 10:01 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lisa Robins
COMMENT:

Gondola is best, avoids slick roads. But the downside is the lovely covid
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COMMENT #: 5967

DATE: 8/15/21 10:10 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mike Neibaur
COMMENT:

| strongly support the gondola option for Little Cottonwood canyon.
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COMMENT #: 5968

DATE: 8/15/21 10:11 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Neibaur
COMMENT:

| strongly support the gondola option for Little Cottonwood canyon.
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COMMENT #: 5969

DATE: 8/15/21 10:40 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Karen Baker
COMMENT:

Think the gondola makes the most sense.

January 2022

Page 32B-6088

Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 5970

DATE: 8/15/21 10:58 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Carolina Araya
COMMENT:

As an avid skier and mountain lover, I'm excited and relieved about the proposed solutions to traffic on
Little Cottonwood. | favor the gondola option as it is more eco-friendly and doesn't require the
expanding and use of any roads. | hope that this method is selected. Thanks
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COMMENT #: 5971

DATE: 8/15/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeff Allnutt
COMMENT:

Please go with the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 5972

DATE: 8/15/21 12:42 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Leslie Bangerter
COMMENT:

I understand the need to improve transportation but | would plead that you consider all those around
that would be affected by the proposal of a large garage structure on 9510 S. and Highland Drive. The
majority of our neighborhood is residential with a community rec center, fire station, and pharmacy. An
area where we have young children and families. It is an area where we want to keep the flow of traffic
to a minimal not increase it. This is a part of Sandy that families seek out with so many elementary
schools in just a couple miles of the proposed location where children are riding bikes, walking to the
pool (across the street from proposed area) and a place where safety should be a considered a factor.
A child’s safety- of the amount of traffic and the amount of people should be considered. Typically, the
amount of homeless people that ride public transit is high and they would be entering and walking our
neighborhoods which | think would become a safety issue for our children. Please look into another
location and understand all those who would be negatively effected by this development.

Thank you for your consideration of everyone’s opinions and views on this issue.
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COMMENT #: 5973

DATE: 8/15/21 12:47 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dave Humeniuk
COMMENT:

| prefer Option A. The gondola has the wow and cool factor that seems to make it popular, but | think it

will be a visual eyesore for the beautiful canyon and area, not to mention the traffic mess now just move
to the gondola parking area. Maybe you should also consider limiting the number of skiers allowed per

day, but of course the resorts only care about making as much money as possible. The ski experience

has already been ruined for local like me who have skied Alta for years.
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COMMENT #: 5974

DATE: 8/15/21 12:59 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sean Ferrell MD
COMMENT:

For boulderers, climbable rocks have a soul. When we see them, we see joy, beauty, spirit, possibility.
The boulders impacted by this proposed development are near to my heart- a source of love and a
precious resource. Please please do not destroy these boulders when you build in Little Cottonwood.

I love the idea of improved access up the canyon, and to make the canyon a safer place. | would ask
that you please work with the SLCC to identify boulders that are sacred to climbers and to adjust any
development plans so as not to destroy these precious resources.

Utah has long had a reputation for disregarding the outdoors for the sake of money and for profit.

Please break this pattern and respect these boulders that are sacred to me and to so many other
climbers.
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COMMENT #: 5975

DATE: 8/15/21 1:20 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: W Lienhard
COMMENT:

| believe the EIS is thorough and wish to comment on transportation alternatives. Having worked at Alta
& Snowbird and/or skied both for most of the last 40 years I've seen plenty of road problems, and
significant delays getting up or down the canyon have only gotten more frequent and longer over the
years (not talking about avalanche closures or late openings). There are simply too many cars and too
few people per car (aside - the "Jersey walls" have only further advantaged cars leaving Snowbird
compared to Alta, simple math and a flowchart show that 7 cars get out of Snowbird for each one that
leaves Alta and that is not counting the effect of those walls). Serious single occupancy vehicle
restrictions should be enacted. There need to be more buses (if the resorts subsidize the UTA service,
why not have a UTA surcharge on winter vacation rentals (condos, VRBO ski houses, etc.) ? Snow
sheds were talked about 40 years ago - what is the problem with building some ? | have skied in
Europe where many if not most Alpine roads have sheds, why not in Utah ?

| question the utility of shoulder lanes for the buses. The buses may be a bit slower than cars but aren’t
actually slow (they just look that way to impatient drivers), especially considering it is only an 8 to 10
mile ride from the mouth of the canyon. Having observed driver behavior in the existing passing lanes |
doubt the bus lanes will be unobstructed or that buses would actually be able to pass cars going up as
whatever slows the cars down will probably affect the buses as well.

The proposed gondola and parking garage with 1500 spaces sound great, but considering 2 people per
vehicle that could be 2000 to 3000 people on a busy day (and that might be only 1/4 of the total skiers
that day). 35 people per gondola and a gondola every 2 minutes equate to 15 people per minute,
which means + 2 hours for 2000 to get on gondolas. Once people experience that they'll try to drive
instead. I’'m not against the gondola but it would have limitations.

Keep it simple - snow sheds, more parking at bus stops, more buses, express buses to Alta (used to
have them), restrictions on single occupancy vehicles (and keep delivery trucks and semis out of the
canyon during the busy hours). Consistent tire checks wouldn't hurt - how many times have we seen
cars with inadequate traction that went up in the morning get sideways (or worse) on their way down
after it snows a few inches in the afternoon ?

There appears to be a policy on the part of the Unified Police (and predecessors) of closing the canyon
to traffic to let a wrecker go up to pull some vehicle out of a ditch. Unless there are injuries, those
people shouldn't get priority and getting their vehicles out can wait until traffic has abated.

Thank you for your efforts.
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COMMENT #: 5976

DATE: 8/15/21 2:24 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mike Urban
COMMENT:

| support the Little Cottonwood Canyon Gondola project and strongly encourage you to approve the
project.
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COMMENT #: 5977

DATE: 8/15/21 2:51 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kaz Thea
COMMENT:

I am submitting my comments to support the gondola alternative for Little Cottonwood Canyon. | am an
avid skier both area skiing lift assist and a backcountry skier. | am opposed to building anymore roads
and would love to see teh gondola be installed for the climate. It will reduce our carbon footprint
throughout the planning area, it will preserve habitat in the area, it will move people with a carbon
neutral result. A gondola is affective during storms, you will not have to widen the road to get people to
both ski hills, you can access both alta and snowbird, you will avoid drastic habitat impacts to the
canyon by building a gondola to move people, and a gondola would be a state capital project paid for
by the users. Please choose the right alternative for the special area and do the right thing for the
climate, the planet cannot wait any longer for humans to do the right thing. We must act boldly for low
carbon solutions to projects.
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COMMENT #: 5978

DATE: 8/15/21 3:41 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: CY SCHMIDT
COMMENT:

Choosing Appropriate Options for Little Cottonwood Canyon
(please don’t throw this in a pile, read it please)

| strongly choose the option to expand the bus system up Little Cottonwood Canyon! | strongly oppose
the Gondola system. The Bus system should also move much of the traffic off of Wasatch and the
mouths of the Canyons to remote locations throughout the valley. Better access to more people who
live in Utah.

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceed with this option and then add MORE and More ways
to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating if we don’t. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or
political favor.

| have encouraged many of my friends and associates to make their will know about the future of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Their opinions are thoughtful and well developed. Yet they do not express them to
the deciding body. WHY? | have been told many times, “They will not pay any attention to what we say,
it has already been decided. It is an economic decision. A few financial players are deciding the future
of our neighborhoods and our water shed.” If this is not the case, | would certainly hope that you prove
it.

This is the MOST appropriate time to choose our water shed as a first priority. As we are currently in a
drought in Utah, isn’t it time to openly choose options that recognize a few unalterable facts. In June the
mountain river usually gush downstream, this year June looked like August. August looks like October.

These mountain peaks and trails which are so alluring to all of us, are also, and more importantly our
source of water. When one listens to your UDOT presentation, this fact is minimalized. Understandably
because UDOT is in charge of transportation. They have done their due diligence to study and propose
good solutions to a transportation problem. But to massively under estimate the impact a gondola will
have on the fragile environment of our canyons will seriously degrade one of our most precious
resources. Once the water is gone. The allure of potential new skiers with potential dollars to spend will
also be gone.

If you have gone into the canyons in the last two years, | am sure you have personally witnessed the
effects of over-use. Small wandering trails once crowded with flowers and wildlife, are now widened
and trampled, dry and dusty. The ‘undergrowth’ is trampled back and covered with dust. Hikers have
not stayed on the trails, and new unauthorized take off in many directions, further trampling the
undergrowth. There are less insects because they feed on the flowers and plants. That same process
impacts other wildlife. Heavy rains are not caught by plant life, because it is gone. We are experiencing
heavier and more damaging runoff.

When you value the Wasatch peaks merely as recreation, you are trading dollar signs lobbied for the
resorts and developers over watershed and natural resources of our magnificent canyons. More skiers,
more impact on snowfall. Instead of snow naturally melting and going into underground aquafers, the
water melts and runs into gutters, off cars as they drive up and down the canyons, increasingly polluted
by the everyday overuse. Also the water is diminished by increased development in the canyons which
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require water. Water is not coming downstream to our treatment plants and into our homes. How long
can we continue this practice without irrepairable damage?

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceeding with option and then adding MORE and More
ways to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or political favor.
Where are the construction documents that show how the road in the *V’ of the canyons are going to be
built? How are the towers and cable and machinery of the gondola system going to be set in place
without severely destroying the canyon?? They ARE going to destroy, pollute and disfigure the
environment we love and will displace wildlife. High price for a nice view for tourists.

Both solutions are encouraging more and more traffic. We all love the Canyons, but we don’t want an
amusement park at the top of the Canyon, we want the natural wonder. Solutions should include
preservation, not solutions that take advantage of Utah’s current popularity. Very short sighted.

I included this podcast because in practice it is very much like the currect situation we are debating. It is
a cautionary tale that applies not only to our Canyons but to the Source of the Snow in the canyons, the
Great Salt Lake. Now that should raise a red flag even for the financiers and the developers.

Doug Fabrizio | RadioWest (kuer.org)

The State And Fate Of The Great Salt Lake

By DOUG FABRIZIO -AUG 12, 2021

RENEE BRIGHT / KUER
ListenListening...49:42
There’s no sugarcoating it: The Great Salt Lake is dying. In fact, the obituary has already been written,

and according to the people studying the problem, we may only have a matter of months before the fate
of the lake and all that it supports is sealed for good.

Thankyou,

Kathy Schmidt

Cottonwood Heights, Utah
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COMMENT #: 5979

DATE: 8/15/21 3:44 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kathy Schmidt
COMMENT:

| strongly choose the option to expand the bus system up Little Cottonwood Canyon! | strongly oppose
the Gondola system. The Bus system should also move much of the traffic off of Wasatch and the
mouths of the Canyons to remote locations throughout the valley. Better access to more people who
live in Utah.

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceed with this option and then add MORE and More ways
to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating if we don’t. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or
political favor.

| have encouraged many of my friends and associates to make their will know about the future of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Their opinions are thoughtful and well developed. Yet they do not express them to
the deciding body. WHY? | have been told many times, “They will not pay any attention to what we say,
it has already been decided. It is an economic decision. A few financial players are deciding the future
of our neighborhoods and our water shed.” If this is not the case, | would certainly hope that you prove
it.

This is the MOST appropriate time to choose our water shed as a first priority. As we are currently in a
drought in Utah, isn’t it time to openly choose options that recognize a few unalterable facts. In June the
mountain river usually gush downstream, this year June looked like August. August looks like October.

These mountain peaks and trails which are so alluring to all of us, are also, and more importantly our
source of water. When one listens to your UDOT presentation, this fact is minimalized. Understandably
because UDOT is in charge of transportation. They have done their due diligence to study and propose
good solutions to a transportation problem. But to massively under estimate the impact a gondola will
have on the fragile environment of our canyons will seriously degrade one of our most precious
resources. Once the water is gone. The allure of potential new skiers with potential dollars to spend will
also be gone.

If you have gone into the canyons in the last two years, | am sure you have personally witnessed the
effects of over-use. Small wandering trails once crowded with flowers and wildlife, are now widened
and trampled, dry and dusty. The ‘undergrowth’ is trampled back and covered with dust. Hikers have
not stayed on the trails, and new unauthorized take off in many directions, further trampling the
undergrowth. There are less insects because they feed on the flowers and plants. That same process
impacts other wildlife. Heavy rains are not caught by plant life, because it is gone. We are experiencing
heavier and more damaging runoff.

When you value the Wasatch peaks merely as recreation, you are trading dollar signs lobbied for the
resorts and developers over watershed and natural resources of our magnificent canyons. More skiers,
more impact on snowfall. Instead of snow naturally melting and going into underground aquafers, the
water melts and runs into gutters, off cars as they drive up and down the canyons, increasingly polluted
by the everyday overuse. Also the water is diminished by increased development in the canyons which
require water. Water is not coming downstream to our treatment plants and into our homes. How long
can we continue this practice without irrepairable damage?
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The best option by far is the bus option. Proceeding with option and then adding MORE and More
ways to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or political favor.

Where are the construction documents that show how the road in the ‘V’ of the canyons are going to be
built? How are the towers and cable and machinery of the gondola system going to be set in place
without severely destroying the canyon?? They ARE going to destroy, pollute and disfigure the
environment we love and will displace wildlife. High price for a nice view for tourists.

Both solutions are encouraging more and more traffic. We all love the Canyons, but we don’t want an
amusement park at the top of the Canyon, we want the natural wonder. Solutions should include
preservation, not solutions that take advantage of Utah’s current popularity. Very short sighted.

I included this podcast because in practice it is very much like the currect situation we are debating. It is
a cautionary tale that applies not only to our Canyons but to the Source of the Snow in the canyons, the
Great Salt Lake. Now that should raise a red flag even for the financiers and the developers.

Doug Fabrizio | RadioWest (kuer.org)
The State And Fate Of The Great Salt Lake
By DOUG FABRIZIO -AUG 12, 2021

RENEE BRIGHT / KUER

ListenListening...49:42

There’s no sugarcoating it: The Great Salt Lake is dying. In fact, the obituary has already been written,
and according to the people studying the problem, we may only have a matter of months before the fate
of the lake and all that it supports is sealed for good.

Thankyou,
Kathy Schmidt
Cottonwood Heights, Utah

COMMENT #: 5980

DATE: 8/15/21 3:46 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cy Ins
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COMMENT:

| strongly choose the option to expand the bus system up Little Cottonwood Canyon! | strongly oppose
the Gondola system. The Bus system should also move much of the traffic off of Wasatch and the
mouths of the Canyons to remote locations throughout the valley. Better access to more people who
live in Utah.

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceed with this option and then add MORE and More ways
to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating if we don’t. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or
political favor.

| have encouraged many of my friends and associates to make their will know about the future of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Their opinions are thoughtful and well developed. Yet they do not express them to
the deciding body. WHY? | have been told many times, “They will not pay any attention to what we say,
it has already been decided. It is an economic decision. A few financial players are deciding the future
of our neighborhoods and our water shed.” If this is not the case, | would certainly hope that you prove
it.

This is the MOST appropriate time to choose our water shed as a first priority. As we are currently in a
drought in Utah, isn’t it time to openly choose options that recognize a few unalterable facts. In June the
mountain river usually gush downstream, this year June looked like August. August looks like October.

These mountain peaks and trails which are so alluring to all of us, are also, and more importantly our
source of water. When one listens to your UDOT presentation, this fact is minimalized. Understandably
because UDOT is in charge of transportation. They have done their due diligence to study and propose
good solutions to a transportation problem. But to massively under estimate the impact a gondola will
have on the fragile environment of our canyons will seriously degrade one of our most precious
resources. Once the water is gone. The allure of potential new skiers with potential dollars to spend will
also be gone.

If you have gone into the canyons in the last two years, | am sure you have personally witnessed the
effects of over-use. Small wandering trails once crowded with flowers and wildlife, are now widened
and trampled, dry and dusty. The ‘undergrowth’ is trampled back and covered with dust. Hikers have
not stayed on the trails, and new unauthorized take off in many directions, further trampling the
undergrowth. There are less insects because they feed on the flowers and plants. That same process
impacts other wildlife. Heavy rains are not caught by plant life, because it is gone. We are experiencing
heavier and more damaging runoff.

When you value the Wasatch peaks merely as recreation, you are trading dollar signs lobbied for the
resorts and developers over watershed and natural resources of our magnificent canyons. More skiers,
more impact on snowfall. Instead of snow naturally melting and going into underground aquafers, the
water melts and runs into gutters, off cars as they drive up and down the canyons, increasingly polluted
by the everyday overuse. Also the water is diminished by increased development in the canyons which
require water. Water is not coming downstream to our treatment plants and into our homes. How long
can we continue this practice without irrepairable damage?

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceeding with option and then adding MORE and More
ways to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or political favor.

Where are the construction documents that show how the road in the ‘V’ of the canyons are going to be
built? How are the towers and cable and machinery of the gondola system going to be set in place
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without severely destroying the canyon?? They ARE going to destroy, pollute and disfigure the
environment we love and will displace wildlife. High price for a nice view for tourists.

Both solutions are encouraging more and more traffic. We all love the Canyons, but we don’t want an
amusement park at the top of the Canyon, we want the natural wonder. Solutions should include
preservation, not solutions that take advantage of Utah’s current popularity. Very short sighted.

I included this podcast because in practice it is very much like the currect situation we are debating. It is
a cautionary tale that applies not only to our Canyons but to the Source of the Snow in the canyons, the
Great Salt Lake. Now that should raise a red flag even for the financiers and the developers.

Doug Fabrizio | RadioWest (kuer.org)
The State And Fate Of The Great Salt Lake
By DOUG FABRIZIO -AUG 12, 2021

RENEE BRIGHT / KUER

ListenListening...49:42

There’s no sugarcoating it: The Great Salt Lake is dying. In fact, the obituary has already been written,
and according to the people studying the problem, we may only have a matter of months before the fate
of the lake and all that it supports is sealed for good.

Thankyou,
Kathy Schmidt
Cottonwood Heights, Utah

| strongly choose the option to expand the bus system up Little Cottonwood Canyon! | strongly oppose
the Gondola system. The Bus system should also move much of the traffic off of Wasatch and the
mouths of the Canyons to remote locations throughout the valley. Better access to more people who
live in Utah.

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceed with this option and then add MORE and More ways
to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating if we don’t. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or
political favor.

| have encouraged many of my friends and associates to make their will know about the future of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Their opinions are thoughtful and well developed. Yet they do not express them to
the deciding body. WHY? | have been told many times, “They will not pay any attention to what we say,
it has already been decided. It is an economic decision. A few financial players are deciding the future
of our neighborhoods and our water shed.” If this is not the case, | would certainly hope that you prove
it.

This is the MOST appropriate time to choose our water shed as a first priority. As we are currently in a
drought in Utah, isn’t it time to openly choose options that recognize a few unalterable facts. In June the
mountain river usually gush downstream, this year June looked like August. August looks like October.

These mountain peaks and trails which are so alluring to all of us, are also, and more importantly our
source of water. When one listens to your UDOT presentation, this fact is minimalized. Understandably
because UDOT is in charge of transportation. They have done their due diligence to study and propose
good solutions to a transportation problem. But to massively under estimate the impact a gondola will
have on the fragile environment of our canyons will seriously degrade one of our most precious
resources. Once the water is gone. The allure of potential new skiers with potential dollars to spend will
also be gone.
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If you have gone into the canyons in the last two years, | am sure you have personally witnessed the
effects of over-use. Small wandering trails once crowded with flowers and wildlife, are now widened
and trampled, dry and dusty. The ‘undergrowth’ is trampled back and covered with dust. Hikers have
not stayed on the trails, and new unauthorized take off in many directions, further trampling the
undergrowth. There are less insects because they feed on the flowers and plants. That same process
impacts other wildlife. Heavy rains are not caught by plant life, because it is gone. We are experiencing
heavier and more damaging runoff.

When you value the Wasatch peaks merely as recreation, you are trading dollar signs lobbied for the
resorts and developers over watershed and natural resources of our magnificent canyons. More skiers,
more impact on snowfall. Instead of snow naturally melting and going into underground aquafers, the
water melts and runs into gutters, off cars as they drive up and down the canyons, increasingly polluted
by the everyday overuse. Also the water is diminished by increased development in the canyons which
require water. Water is not coming downstream to our treatment plants and into our homes. How long
can we continue this practice without irrepairable damage?

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceeding with option and then adding MORE and More
ways to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or political favor.

Where are the construction documents that show how the road in the “V’ of the canyons are going to be
built? How are the towers and cable and machinery of the gondola system going to be set in place
without severely destroying the canyon?? They ARE going to destroy, pollute and disfigure the
environment we love and will displace wildlife. High price for a nice view for tourists.

Both solutions are encouraging more and more traffic. We all love the Canyons, but we don’t want an
amusement park at the top of the Canyon, we want the natural wonder. Solutions should include
preservation, not solutions that take advantage of Utah'’s current popularity. Very short sighted.

I included this podcast because in practice it is very much like the currect situation we are debating. It is
a cautionary tale that applies not only to our Canyons but to the Source of the Snow in the canyons, the
Great Salt Lake. Now that should raise a red flag even for the financiers and the developers.

Doug Fabrizio | RadioWest (kuer.org)
The State And Fate Of The Great Salt Lake
By DOUG FABRIZIO -AUG 12, 2021

RENEE BRIGHT / KUER

ListenListening...49:42

There’s no sugarcoating it: The Great Salt Lake is dying. In fact, the obituary has already been written,
and according to the people studying the problem, we may only have a matter of months before the fate
of the lake and all that it supports is sealed for good.

Thankyou,
Kathy Schmidt

Cottonwood Heights, Utah

| strongly choose the option to expand the bus system up Little Cottonwood Canyon! | strongly oppose
the Gondola system. The Bus system should also move much of the traffic off of Wasatch and the
mouths of the Canyons to remote locations throughout the valley. Better access to more people who
live in Utah.
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The best option by far is the bus option. Proceed with this option and then add MORE and More ways
to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating if we don’t. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or
political favor.

| have encouraged many of my friends and associates to make their will know about the future of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Their opinions are thoughtful and well developed. Yet they do not express them to
the deciding body. WHY? | have been told many times, “They will not pay any attention to what we say,
it has already been decided. It is an economic decision. A few financial players are deciding the future
of our neighborhoods and our water shed.” If this is not the case, | would certainly hope that you prove
it.

This is the MOST appropriate time to choose our water shed as a first priority. As we are currently in a
drought in Utah, isn’t it time to openly choose options that recognize a few unalterable facts. In June the
mountain river usually gush downstream, this year June looked like August. August looks like October.

These mountain peaks and trails which are so alluring to all of us, are also, and more importantly our
source of water. When one listens to your UDOT presentation, this fact is minimalized. Understandably
because UDOT is in charge of transportation. They have done their due diligence to study and propose
good solutions to a transportation problem. But to massively under estimate the impact a gondola will
have on the fragile environment of our canyons will seriously degrade one of our most precious
resources. Once the water is gone. The allure of potential new skiers with potential dollars to spend will
also be gone.

If you have gone into the canyons in the last two years, | am sure you have personally witnessed the
effects of over-use. Small wandering trails once crowded with flowers and wildlife, are now widened
and trampled, dry and dusty. The ‘undergrowth’ is trampled back and covered with dust. Hikers have
not stayed on the trails, and new unauthorized take off in many directions, further trampling the
undergrowth. There are less insects because they feed on the flowers and plants. That same process
impacts other wildlife. Heavy rains are not caught by plant life, because it is gone. We are experiencing
heavier and more damaging runoff.

When you value the Wasatch peaks merely as recreation, you are trading dollar signs lobbied for the
resorts and developers over watershed and natural resources of our magnificent canyons. More skiers,
more impact on snowfall. Instead of snow naturally melting and going into underground aquafers, the
water melts and runs into gutters, off cars as they drive up and down the canyons, increasingly polluted
by the everyday overuse. Also the water is diminished by increased development in the canyons which
require water. Water is not coming downstream to our treatment plants and into our homes. How long
can we continue this practice without irrepairable damage?

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceeding with option and then adding MORE and More
ways to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or political favor.

Where are the construction documents that show how the road in the ‘V’ of the canyons are going to be
built? How are the towers and cable and machinery of the gondola system going to be set in place
without severely destroying the canyon?? They ARE going to destroy, pollute and disfigure the
environment we love and will displace wildlife. High price for a nice view for tourists.

Both solutions are encouraging more and more traffic. We all love the Canyons, but we don’t want an

amusement park at the top of the Canyon, we want the natural wonder. Solutions should include
preservation, not solutions that take advantage of Utah’s current popularity. Very short sighted.
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I included this podcast because in practice it is very much like the currect situation we are debating. It is
a cautionary tale that applies not only to our Canyons but to the Source of the Snow in the canyons, the
Great Salt Lake. Now that should raise a red flag even for the financiers and the developers.

Doug Fabrizio | RadioWest (kuer.org)

The State And Fate Of The Great Salt Lake

By DOUG FABRIZIO -AUG 12, 2021"

"RENEE BRIGHT / KUER

ListenListening...49:42

There’s no sugarcoating it: The Great Salt Lake is dying. In fact, the obituary has already been written,
and according to the people studying the problem, we may only have a matter of months before the fate
of the lake and all that it supports is sealed for good.

Thankyou,
Kathy Schmidt

Cottonwood Heights, Utah

| strongly choose the option to expand the bus system up Little Cottonwood Canyon! | strongly oppose
the Gondola system. The Bus system should also move much of the traffic off of Wasatch and the
mouths of the Canyons to remote locations throughout the valley. Better access to more people who
live in Utah.

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceed with this option and then add MORE and More ways
to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating if we don’t. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or
political favor.

| have encouraged many of my friends and associates to make their will know about the future of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Their opinions are thoughtful and well developed. Yet they do not express them to
the deciding body. WHY? | have been told many times, “They will not pay any attention to what we say,
it has already been decided. It is an economic decision. A few financial players are deciding the future
of our neighborhoods and our water shed.” If this is not the case, | would certainly hope that you prove
it.

This is the MOST appropriate time to choose our water shed as a first priority. As we are currently in a
drought in Utah, isn’t it time to openly choose options that recognize a few unalterable facts. In June the
mountain river usually gush downstream, this year June looked like August. August looks like October.

These mountain peaks and trails which are so alluring to all of us, are also, and more importantly our
source of water. When one listens to your UDOT presentation, this fact is minimalized. Understandably
because UDOT is in charge of transportation. They have done their due diligence to study and propose
good solutions to a transportation problem. But to massively under estimate the impact a gondola will
have on the fragile environment of our canyons will seriously degrade one of our most precious
resources. Once the water is gone. The allure of potential new skiers with potential dollars to spend will
also be gone.

If you have gone into the canyons in the last two years, | am sure you have personally withessed the
effects of over-use. Small wandering trails once crowded with flowers and wildlife, are now widened
and trampled, dry and dusty. The ‘undergrowth’ is trampled back and covered with dust. Hikers have
not stayed on the trails, and new unauthorized take off in many directions, further trampling the
undergrowth. There are less insects because they feed on the flowers and plants. That same process
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impacts other wildlife. Heavy rains are not caught by plant life, because it is gone. We are experiencing
heavier and more damaging runoff.

When you value the Wasatch peaks merely as recreation, you are trading dollar signs lobbied for the
resorts and developers over watershed and natural resources of our magnificent canyons. More skiers,
more impact on snowfall. Instead of snow naturally melting and going into underground aquafers, the
water melts and runs into gutters, off cars as they drive up and down the canyons, increasingly polluted
by the everyday overuse. Also the water is diminished by increased development in the canyons which
require water. Water is not coming downstream to our treatment plants and into our homes. How long
can we continue this practice without irrepairable damage?

The best option by far is the bus option. Proceeding with option and then adding MORE and More
ways to manage the high influx of people into the canyons. The unintended consequences may be
devastating. Create a plan that comes to term with valued water over financial gains or political favor.

Where are the construction documents that show how the road in the ‘V’ of the canyons are going to be
built? How are the towers and cable and machinery of the gondola system going to be set in place
without severely destroying the canyon?? They ARE going to destroy, pollute and disfigure the
environment we love and will displace wildlife. High price for a nice view for tourists.

Both solutions are encouraging more and more traffic. We all love the Canyons, but we don’t want an
amusement park at the top of the Canyon, we want the natural wonder. Solutions should include
preservation, not solutions that take advantage of Utah’s current popularity. Very short sighted.

I included this podcast because in practice it is very much like the currect situation we are debating. It is

a cautionary tale that applies not only to our Canyons but to the Source of the Snow in the canyons, the
Great Salt Lake. Now that should raise a red flag even for the financiers and the developers.”
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COMMENT #: 5981

DATE: 8/15/21 4:00 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stephen Thompson
COMMENT:

| support the Gondala.

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 5982

DATE: 8/15/21 4:12 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tess O'Sullivan
COMMENT:

I'm writing to urge you to go with the gondola option b/c it is a more sustainable long term solution that
is better for the environment and addresses climate change.
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COMMENT #: 5983

DATE: 8/15/21 4:16 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nancy Hogarty Baker
COMMENT:

| am writing in favor of the enhanced bus service with dedicated lanes.

| am 72 years old and a LCC skier since | was 7 years old. Population growth matters and is a fact of
life. Growth impacts our experiences both on the ski slope and in life. At some point, there is just so
much growth the environment can absorb. | favor a more flexible, less permanent, less expensive
alternative because | know growth will not stop. In another generation or less, there will be a need for
additional measures to address the current crowding issue all over again. | believe it is magical thinking
to believe that ANY of the alternatives will eliminate the impact of population growth significantly. We
will always feel this impact and we will adapt (as | have adapted to the benefits of improved high-speed
six-packs and the detriment of crowded slopes, day lodges and the inability to choose to "go skiing" at
whatever time of day | wish.)

The gondola option is costly and of major environmental impact and will address, but not solve, today’s
transportation issues. The bus/lane enhancement option will address, but not solve, today’s
transportation issues. We are on the cusp of a major societal change in thinking about individual
automobile travel. The more flexible alternatives will not “lock in” a solution for the long term. Twenty,
thirty or forty years sounds like long time to some but to folks who have the gift of years, the cycle is
obvious. It is enough time to create major societal change as well as undo thinking and solutions that
are so cutting edge today. The gondola may become a tourist attraction but not a solution to traffic
congestion.

At some point, there will be a limit to the number of people who can fit on the mountain at one time.
There will be a limit to the amount of profits the resorts can make. And there may well be the reduction
of ski days, if not the demise, of snow-based recreation in the Wasatch front canyons. The more
permanent solutions do not address these possibilities over time. They also do not address how growth
will impact summer activity that is nature-based rather than resort-based. We can easily imagine
bumper to bumper cars in July as outdoor enthusiasts seek time in nature along with the all the new
families who will be driving to their timeshare condos loaded with groceries, bikes, and baby strollers.

Neither group will be riding a gondola.

Solutions that address the quality of experience in LCC, beyond getting more bodies in the canyon as
quickly as possible, should also be considered. How about metering the number of vehicles in the
canyon to a sustainable number? How about requiring a reservation to ski on a particular day and time?
(Deer Valley seems to have marketed that concept nicely.) How about limiting the number of human
beings in the canyon at a time? and How about adding safe bike and pedestrian lanes that are real
lanes? How about we face the fact that there are limits to how many and how fast can we get people
into Little Cottonwood Canyon? No one likes to stand in line, wait their turn or have to make a
reservation to do an activity. But these things are required to keep the growing population somewhat
functional. To do otherwise is the magical thinking that we can keep growing without noticing a change
in how we live.

Thanks you for the extensive efforts you have taken to allow for public input.
Please do not choose the gondola option.
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COMMENT #: 5984

DATE: 8/15/21 5:39 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Joshua Miller
COMMENT:

As a 27 year Sandy, UT resident, | firmly oppose a tram being built in little cottonwood canyon. Of the
options proposed, | most support a bus lane, but would prefer no added lane (s). Instead, | propose the
new parking lots be built at the mouth of the canyon, and a toll gate be built at the mouth operating only
during winter months. Those wishing to Ski must ride an authorized HOV to their resort of choice.
Summer months are still tolled, but season passes be available for private vehicles. This presents the
least amount of change to the LCC landscape and environment, and still allows citizens to recreate in
the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 5985

DATE: 8/15/21 6:34 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Paul Lattin
COMMENT:

The gondola option sounds like graft. Niederhauser and McCandless, who proposed the site for a
possible gondola base station, would benefit. Alta would benefit, snowbasin would benefit, but the
public would not.
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COMMENT #: 5986

DATE: 8/15/21 6:35 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Greg Bobetich
COMMENT:

| disagree with the two leading proposed little cottonwood canyon transportation solutions. | feel that the
plan to widen the road, or instal a gondola will both have too many long term negative repercussions
that cannot be undone. | also feel that alternative transportation solutions have not been widely
implemented or tested. | believe that we need to try everything that does not destroy what we have
before we move forward with destroying it. The worst traffic occurs during avalanche mitigation and
neither of the proposed solutions will solve for this. Lastly | feel that to move forward with destructive
construction inside the canyon will profit only the people that are pushing this agenda forward and will
not have any positive impact on the people that want to travel through the canyon for recreational
purposes.
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COMMENT #: 5987

DATE: 8/15/21 6:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jason Holmberg
COMMENT:

If something must be done then | prefer the gondola so that we can preserve the bouldering and
climbing areas that would be destroyed by a ground based solution
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COMMENT #: 5988

DATE: 8/15/21 6:55 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Olivier Laguette
COMMENT:

In favor of the bus alternative. Not fond of seeing the visual impact of the gondola throughout the
canyon for the rest of our lives. Have yet to read about the waiting time for a gondola at the La Caille
station. The added use of the bus lane for pedestrians and especially bikes is added bonus in the
summer time.
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COMMENT #: 5989

DATE: 8/15/21 8:41 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rob Beckett
COMMENT:

I’'m in support of the gondola.

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 5990

DATE: 8/15/21 9:00 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Graeme Bilenduke
COMMENT:

This is a great opportunity to make a difference, reducing emissions and congestion while providing
improved access to year round recreation.
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COMMENT #: 5991

DATE: 8/15/21 11:24 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rosie Kaufman
COMMENT:

My family of nine is in favor of the Gondola solution for Little Cottonwood Canyon. We believe this will
have the smallest impact on the environment, keeping the canyon beautiful and still allowing people to
enjoy the ski resorts. Please consider the gondola option over the expanded bus lane.
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COMMENT #: 5992

DATE: 8/16/21 12:01 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Varden Hadfield
COMMENT:

I love skiing but on busy days the traffic in little cottonwood canyon prevents me from coming.

I love the gondola B option for it's reduced impact on the beauty of the canyon, and the reliability year-
round and during storms. Canyons are busiest during and right after a big snowstorm--everyone wants
to get the fresh snow on a powder day. Widening the road for buses will still make this traffic difficult,
where the gondola will run no matter the snow level. | like the Gondola B option for that reliability on
heavy snow days, the speed of travel and the capacity to handle significant traffic by moving people
every two minutes. Widening the road would not solve many of the problems, and would significantly
harm the environment.
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COMMENT #: 5993

DATE: 8/16/21 12:07 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeff Kimbell
COMMENT:

| have stopped going to Snowbird and Alta because of the traffic and unpredictable road and traffic
situation My kids have never skied there in 3 years because of it and only experienced Snowbasin, DV
and PCMR. Please go with the ? Gondola !
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COMMENT #: 5994

DATE: 8/16/21 12:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tim Zito
COMMENT:

Please build the gondola. Road solutions are not the answer.
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COMMENT #: 5995

DATE: 8/16/21 4:16 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Ellen Young
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Ellen Young
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 5996

DATE: 8/16/21 5:41 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: William Gumula
COMMENT:

Gondola is a great alternative

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 5997

DATE: 8/16/21 8:05 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kerry Groebs
COMMENT:

Given the options for improvement of travel in the canyon, | believe that the best solution would be a
combination of road enhancements and parking options for hubs to use bus transit. The gondola
proposal has many issues that | believe make it the worst option. A big problem with this option. It will
only change were the traffic jams are going to occur as people will still need to get to the base station
with vehicles and therefore create massive traffic problems getting to the station, unless only bus
service from various points in the valley are allowed to the base station. Snow sheds and road
enhancements and vehicle occupancy regulations as well as other traffic pattern enhancements as well
as improved bus service on weekends and holidays and peak use days would be the better option in
my opinion.
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COMMENT #: 5998

DATE: 8/16/21 8:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nancy Critchfield
COMMENT:

Please put the gondola in from the bottom of little cottonwood canyon to the top or to Alta.
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COMMENT #: 5999

DATE: 8/16/21 8:30 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lisa Gabbert
COMMENT:

Hi there; | support the gondola option. | have just visited Telluride, which has a gondola for
transportation between the town and resort and it works beautifully. As a skier, | strongly support that
option. | also support running many more buses up the canyon and closing the canyon to cars entirely.
Zion National Park has done this quite successfully.
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COMMENT #: 6000

DATE: 8/16/21 8:37 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Mohr
COMMENT:

I live in Little Cottonwood Canyon and travel the canyon as a season pass holder at Alta. It appears
that neither of the proposals will accommodate my transportation needs. How will canyon dwellers
access the ski areas?
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COMMENT #: 6001

DATE: 8/16/21 8:42 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Elizabeth Blanchard
COMMENT:

| really think the gondola is a much better long term solution to the canyon's problems. we support the
gondola.
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COMMENT #: 6002

DATE: 8/16/21 8:53 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Janet Tate
COMMENT:

I am in favor of a gondola system. Less crowded parking and easier access to resorts would be
helpful. Are shuttle busses the only way to get from Snowbird to Alta? | am curious about that, too.
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COMMENT #: 6003

DATE: 8/16/21 8:54 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sean Asao
COMMENT:

I moved to SLC to climb at LCC. Please do not destroy these boulder problems. It is hypocritical to
destroy nature and outdoor recreational sites in the name of increasing access to the outdoors.
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COMMENT #: 6004

DATE: 8/16/21 9:06 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alisha Matthews
COMMENT:

Vote no on the gondola!

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 6005

DATE: 8/16/21 9:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tom Michael
COMMENT:

| support pathways to reducing congestion and | support the Gondola.
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COMMENT #: 6006

DATE: 8/16/21 10:07 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Lauren Cwiklo
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Give buses time, make a bigger effort for making buses a more attractive option.

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Lauren Cwiklo
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6007

DATE: 8/16/21 10:57 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Joe Pennington
COMMENT:

| support the Little Cottonwood Gondola for the following reasons: 1) It will provide a more reliable
access to the two ski areas, 2) it will reduce the amount as pollution from vehicle exhaust, 3) it will
reduce the traffic congestion, and 4) it will improve the skier and public experience while improving the
environment.
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COMMENT #: 6008

DATE: 8/16/21 11:08 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lorin Lewis
COMMENT:

I'm in support of the gondola option. | think it is the best option, it better addresses the complications of
road closures, avalanche issues, etc. | would suggest a toll to drive up the highway in a vehicle to
encourage people to use the gondola. ) | miss the good old days of driving up the canyon, and easily
finding parking spots, but I'm Looking forward to the future, Lorin Lewis
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COMMENT #: 6009

DATE: 8/16/21 12:31 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Coy North
COMMENT:

If the true goal is to minimize emissions and preserve the integrity and beauty of Little Cottonwood
Canyon then, the only solution is the gondola. | have been an Alta season pass holder since 2004.
Making LCC a 4 lane "freeway" will not lower emissions, will not solve the inclement weather
challenges and will not solve the road closures for avalanche mitigation. It will only encourage more
cars in the canyon.

| currently carpool up the canyon. As the current bus is really not designed for skiers with gear, riders
are crammed in if there is an inch of space to be had and takes forever to get to Alta with all the
Snowbird stops, it has never been a viable option for me. | would definitely take the gondola as gear
would be accommodated for and the number of riders in each gondola would be limited. Even though
the trip up the canyon would be a little longer than if | drove, it would be worth it to avoid the traffic and
all of the cars and poor drivers that should not be navigating winter road conditions in the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 6010

DATE: 8/16/21 12:46 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: David Mcintyre
COMMENT:

| have skied at Alta for many years, 63 to be exact. | am now 81 and intend to continue skiing. We also
owned a house at Alta for 20 years and enjoyed Little Cottonwood Canyon in both the summer and
winter. The increasing traffic has taken it's toll on the canyon and more busing is not the best answer. |
favor the Gondola approach.
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COMMENT #: 6011

DATE: 8/16/21 1:07 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Josh Donegan
COMMENT:

Expanding infrastructure in the canyon should be the last alternative to be implemented. Transportation
hubs should be built outside of the canyon with restricted private vehicle access on high-demand days.
A parking garage/transit center with continuous bus service utilizing existing infrastructure should be
prioritized at this time. It is a mistake to believe that these two proposed alternatives can be
implemented without significantly impacting water quality for the valley and without sacrificing summer
access to the canyons for the next decade so that the 2 ski resorts get priority transportation. There are
more recreation opportunities in the canyon than simply resort skiing.
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COMMENT #: 6012

DATE: 8/16/21 1:11 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kim Blair
COMMENT:

From my perspective, the canyon and resorts are already at or beyond the capacity to accommodate
additional visitation. Thus, it is unwise to advance projects that will only exacerbate loading to an
ecosystem already at or beyond capacity. To me, the solution is to dramatically reduce automobile
traffic in the canyon through toll and parking charges and then pursue the enhanced bus transportation
alternative from valley transit locations. Due to parking limitations at the valley transit stations,
additional enhancements to connecting bus service will also be required. Economic incentives should
be provided to encourage use of the bus service. To avoid the current chaotic conditions, a strict resort
and back country reservation system with daily limits needs to be implemented with canyon travel
restricted to those holding a reservation.
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COMMENT #: 6013

DATE: 8/16/21 1:57 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Christophe Diezma
COMMENT:

| read with much alarm the proposals for little cottonwood canyon. We must must must severely limit
the driving up that canyon with private cars. ... the main way to get up there should be by bus, which
should run more often and free of charge. To make the road wider, let alone to building a gondola,
should be off the table in the name of respecting that canyon.
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COMMENT #: 6014

DATE: 8/16/21 2:20 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robbi Lucas
COMMENT:

what if the ski resorts rented parking lot space at the empty Shopko parking, lot smiths etc and THEN
enhanced the busses? If the ski resorts want more people-which they can not support anyway-then
THEY can foot the bill NOT the taxpayers.
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COMMENT #: 6015

DATE: 8/16/21 2:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Skylar Casey
COMMENT:

I'm a Utah resident. | ski, climb, hunt, fish, and do everything outdoors and in Little Cottonwood
Canyon. | do not support either of the current proposed alternatives. | think they are huge changes to
the canyons and are huge public investments that mostly support private companies (ski resorts)
operating in the canyon. | don't believe the Utah taxpayers should take on the burden of transportation
to the ski resorts, without the private beneficiaries also contributing.

I'm also concerned about the alternatives creating a bottleneck at the base of the canyon. Both
alternatives also will destroy some of the rock climbing and bouldering in LCC.

| support a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other

traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape.
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COMMENT #: 6016

DATE: 8/16/21 2:24 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robert Viveiros
COMMENT:

| did not see a proposal of where the Gondola was going to start. | have been there several times it is a
good plan.
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COMMENT #: 6017

DATE: 8/16/21 2:35 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Maren Askins
COMMENT:

| am the General Manager of Alta Lodge and a resident of the Town of Alta. As | am lucky enough to
live and work at the top of LCC, the transit problems do not impact me very often, other than having to
strategically schedule my trips down canyon outside of peak transit times. Thus, my comments on the
LCC EIS proposals are based on what | believe to be the best interest of Alta Lodge, our guests, and
our employees.

To be honest, the traffic problems of LCC actually benefit our business. Our ski-in-ski-out access to Alta
Ski Area is primarily the reason our guests stay at the Lodge. An overwhelming majority of our guests
do not use private vehicles to get to and from the Lodge; almost all of them use Alta Shuttle to and from
the airport and contribute very little to the traffic on the road. More than half of our staff live in the Lodge
and are not contributing to the traffic on the road. Our commuting employees do not typically travel
during peak periods and have reserved parking spots on our property, so they are not heavily impacting
road traffic either. For these reasons, Alta Lodge effectively reduces canyon traffic, and the more
people staying and working at our property and other lodging properties in LCC, the fewer cars there
are on the canyon road during peak transit times. While | recognize the transit problem in LCC should
be addressed, doing nothing, or pursing less impactful, cheaper options, such as tolling only and
incentives for carpooling, would be my preference over enhanced bus service or a gondola. We are
trying to solve a mobility problem that happens maybe 20 times a year, so before we spend millions of
taxpayer dollars on a permanent solution that only benefits a minority of stakeholders, we should
consider cheaper, less impactful solutions first. It will be interesting to see how traffic patterns change
after both ski areas in LCC implement paid parking reservation programs as well.

Another reason why increased mobility could be a detriment to our business and the community is that
increased mobility brings more people into the canyon in a shorter timeframe. The more people there
are in the canyon and in the ski areas, the more we detract from the Alta experience our guests pay for
and expect. Lift lines have already grown exponentially in recent years, without any improved road
mobility. There have been many public comments about the lack of canyon capacity analysis in this
process. | agree that there needs to be a data-backed assessment of how many people our little box
canyon can sustainably support. We live in a delicate ecosystem that not only provides world-class
recreation, but also a vital and limited life resource to the ever-growing valley below us: water. If LCC is
to sustain both the recreating desires of the Salt Lake valley, along with their water needs through the
scope of this project and beyond, serious consideration needs to be made for its limited resources, both
natural and economic. Bringing more and more people into our tiny town is going to decimate our
resources and the Alta experience, and the only beneficiaries, economically, are Alta Ski Area and
Snowbird-not the lodging properties, not the residents. Understanding a sustainable capacity and
limiting access to that capacity may do better to improve mobility in the canyon, while also preserving it.

Also, placing the monetary burden, presumably through tax increases, on Alta residents, our
employees, our guests, and many other groups that don’t benefit from either proposed traffic solution
does not seem fair. | would endorse, with many others, that Alta Ski Area and Snowbird, the primary
beneficiaries, bear a majority, if not all, of the monetary cost.

If we have to decide between enhanced bus service and a gondola, then | would endorse enhanced
bus service with road widening, as it could potentially offer a small benefit to our lodging guests, if one
concession is considered. | would like to propose that Alta Shuttle, the primary transportation for our
guests, be allowed to use the bus only lane. Neither the enhanced bus service nor the gondola truly
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benefits our guests or our employees. Guests are not going to take a bus from the airport with all of
their luggage, either to get on yet another bus to go up the canyon or to the gondola . For our
employees, many work late into the evening or have to come in very early, when busses are not
operating. Unless the bus system or the gondola are going to run regularly from 3AM to midnight, the
majority of our commuting employees will not be able to use it effectively. The only small benefit | see
to a subset of our stakeholders is if Alta Shuttle can use the bus lane to provide our guests faster
access to the Lodge, and | ask that this request be considered, as we would not benefit otherwise and
will probably end up paying for it in some capacity.

Thank you for putting time, effort, and money into this project and for considering the public’s opinions. |
realize that my situation and perspective are rare, but as a leader in a long-standing business in this
canyon and the Alta community, | feel compelled to speak on behalf of the best interest of Alta Lodge
and believe our interests should be considered.

Thanks again,
Maren Askins
General Manager
Alta Lodge
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COMMENT #: 6018

DATE: 8/16/21 2:47 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Marc Marrocco
COMMENT:

Gondola is the way to go. Buses in traffic hampered by snow and avalanche mitigation does not seem
like a solution. Please go in the direction of the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 6019

DATE: 8/16/21 3:16 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Elizabeth Eve King
COMMENT:

here we are with our world burning, skies black with smoke, temperatures over 100 degrees, and still
we argue.

Utah is making it impossible to go anywhere without a car. They build faster, nosier streets with never a
thought to residents or wildlife.

Even seagrass is harmed by noise.
https://www.hakaimagazine.com/news/noise-pollution-affects-practically-everything-even-seagrass/
And noise has been shown to increase risk of dementia.

has been shown to dementia.https://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/neighborhood-noise-may-
increase-dementia-risk.

Plus, it's really unpleasant.

Many people have submitted letters and propositions to make our neighborhoods more liveable and our
roads safer. | heard so many brilliant proposals at the meetings. All have been ignored by politicians
and UDOT.

And what is my idea? What is my great plan?

First, slow down. | want 20 mph speed limit. That would deal with much of the noise, and much of the
danger. So what if it takes an extra 20 minutes to get to the ski lift, or an extra 15 minutes to get home?
Slow down you move too fast. Second, plant shrubs and trees around the street, the 20-mph street.
Then, you can consider how to expand. It's stupid to build now for 2050. We will have much better
technology then. If not, we are doomed.

I's not rocket science. If it were, billionaires would be investing in it.

We need an environmental lawyer. There’s a lot of dirt, not topsoil, and a lot of pocket lining.
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COMMENT #: 6020

DATE: 8/16/21 3:26 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Heidi Kasemir
COMMENT:

Looking at this infrastructure plan, | think it's a little bit ridiculous to go to the point of recommending the
gondola alternative, considering that simply enhancing the bus service without making any widening
efforts to the road would provide better commute times. It would cost $140 million less, and have a
much lower impact on the natural resources used by climbers and hikers in the area. | say go with the
cheapest, most effective option that has no impact on the existing natural resources: just provide better
bus service without expanding the road. If the stated objective is to reduce commute times, it looks like
that does enough. If you want the gondola because it would be cool, then don't pretend you want lower
commute times, because that's obviously not what your goal is. "meet. the needs of the community
while preserving the values of the Wasatch Mountains" - sounds like the simple bus strategy would
accomplish this way faster and cheaper.
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COMMENT #: 6021

DATE: 8/16/21 4:10 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tracy Woo
COMMENT:

Please do not destroy this local area that many climbers from around the world visit. It's an amazing
natural place and destruction of this part of nature to serve a greater capitalism would be very tragic
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COMMENT #: 6022

DATE: 8/16/21 4:18 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jim Colby
COMMENT:

I'm all for alternative solutions, like the gondola, for improving our canyons. The Little Cottonwood
Gondola seems to be a viable, cost effective, and with less impact on our canyon alternative to a 4 lane
highway up Little Cottonwood.

January 2022 Page 32B-6149 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6023

DATE: 8/16/21 4:33 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Elizabeth Eve King
COMMENT:

| personally have lived in Los Angeles, Korea, New York, San Francisco, and Mexico, and never have
had so much traffic outside my door. UDOT has turned our quiet community into a noisy high-speed
throughway that benefits only commuters and tourists. “Wasatch Blvd has severe traffic that needs to
be solved.” This is true, but it will not be corrected by catering to cars and traffic.

We need to redesign Wasatch Blvd, making it one lane in each direction with slow speeds of hopefully
20 but no more than 30mph. We need strict noise enforcement. All night and day, motorcycles without
mufflers race by my house. This clearly is illegal, against the Cottonwood Heights City Council
municipal code. In addition, UDOT has installed a yellow warning light that flashes into my living room
all day and night. But does the city try to enforce the law? No, they get a lot of money from developers
and have built a new city hall.

ARE CITIZENS HELPLESS? We must stop urban sprawl and new high-density developments that are
not near a transit node. We demand redesigned roads and a regionalized transit plan for the Salt Lake
Valley. We are requesting the press support our efforts. Utah has a population of about 2.9 million,
approximately 80% of whom live along the Wasatch Front. But have UDOT and local government
worked with residents to redesign roads? No, cities are in debt to big developers like Giverny who pay
for widening of roads and install lights so that the Council can build big new City buildings. Giverny
would be more accurately rename Guernica, they have not created a garden but a nightmare.

And when the City took money from developers and agreed with UDOT to widen Wasatch, how did
they protect the community? By installing sound walls, to protect our yards and homes? NO! In fact,
they even refused to repair a wall on their property. Instead they said we would be held responsible
and sued if anyone was injured. They installed blink yellow lights right outside our window. Would The
members of city hall and UDOT like a freeway and blinking lights outside their homes?

Unlike the 2005 Cottonwood Heights City and 2017 Fort Union Boulevard master plans, which both
included a long list of locals, the 2019 Wasatch Blvd Master Plan includes no locals (other than the City
Council persons and their staff.). Can you guess the authors? Let me help: UDOT, Wasatch Front
Regional Council and corporate consultants. An 830-person petition presented to the Cottonwood
Heights City Council in June 2019, indicating preference for “maximum of 3-lanes, 35 mph maximum
speed, improved egress/ingress to neighborhoods, and emphasizing paths and safety for pedestrians
and bicyclists” was disregarded in favor of the plan city officials approved, which widens the road to five
lanes and no specific slower speed limit. It's a dream come true for UDOT, WFRC and developers
everywhere. Buried within an extensive LCC, EIS, and unreported within the executive summary, are
plans to widen and straighten SR 210's residential section of Wasatch Blvd into a fast-moving, multi-
laned arterial. Cycling, running, resident and environmental organizations have denounced a tax-
funded organization like UDOT destroying and dividing our community by a fatal highway. This
expansion flies in the face of UDOT's "Zero Fatalities", a campaign to reduce annual transportation
related deaths from 300 down to 150 by 2030. Utah is currently on track to exceed 300 deaths for 2021.
The 640 Salt Lake County residents who make up Save Not Pave, as well as several other citizen
groups have been petitioning UDOT to represent their interest in safety first along this residential
stretch since 2019. Despite UDOT's pledges in 2019
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RIpLUJkpZXQ&feature=youtu.be&t=1675 after hiring new project
managers, UDOT’s Blaine D. Leonard, Peter M. Jager, Charles P. Felice, Christopher F. Siavrakas,
and Lisa Miller, (let their names be added to the list of infamy) UDOT announced there would be no
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slowing of speed within their Wasatch Blvd expansion plans. This type of federally supported activity
needs to change: "Among high-income countries, the United States has the highest rate of traffic
fatalities, with approximately 40,000 deaths annually.” NACTO Ellen Birrell of Cottonwood Heights said,
“Why is this noisy, air-polluting, high-speed and dangerous roadway widening to be built at high
taxpayer expense? When counting the shoulder on which UDOT plans to run Express Buses, the six to
seven lane highway will fracture the community and introduce new danger for drivers, pedestrians, and
cyclists, as well as discourage active transportation and transit, and degrade our air quality."

Cottonwood Heights mayor and city councilwoman district 4 claimed at the May 22nd Save Not Pave
Rally they "align with and support Save Not Pave." Let's seek the truth. They are aligned in this way:
- They allow Cottonwood Heights Ordinance 14.12.090 Roadway design Section F (page 14-9) that
dictates that Wasatch Blvd, as an arterial, remain at 50mph. - They are "meeting with UDOT each
month pushing for the CH 2019 Wasatch Blvd Master Plan.”

THROW THE LIARS OUT

We must elect District 3, District 4 and mayoral seat with candidates who have demonstrated
competence and dedication to a thriving community that protects residents. This would gain the
majority vote within the council to overturn the direction in which the current majority is taking us.

The project is termed by resident Audrey Pines as ‘The Highway to Nowhere.”

The incidence of citizen push-back against unnecessary paving or widening of residential roads is not
just happening here. Examples are Murray’s “SignTheVine.com” and “Dimple Dell Wild *

with 1,010 signatures protesting their 50% asphalt expansion funded at 93% by the federal
government. Public health and safety have been lost in the shuffle. Our city and my neighbors feel
helpless. Cities should protect their people and their environment. Please help us by printing our
demands and complaints. This is not just a neighborhood issue. This is about the state of our future,
our children’s future, our grandchildren’s future, and the destiny of the planet.

E.E. King

January 2022 Page 32B-6151 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6024

DATE: 8/16/21 5:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Wendy Stein
COMMENT:

When the realization of the actual problem hits, the solution becomes obvious. Little Cottonwood does
not need to have roads widened for buses nor have a gondola installed - neither solve the problem.
The problem is that Little Cottonwood is a finite space with limited capacity. Instead of trying to
increase human capacity, the simplest, most cost effective and environmental friendly solution is to
simply limit the number of users in the canyon at any one time. This principle applies not only to Little
Cottonwood, but to many other areas across the state that are seeing the impacts of overuse.

This opinion won’t be popular with the ski resorts, but in the long run it is a win for everyone and
generations to come.
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COMMENT #: 6025

DATE: 8/16/21 5:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jana Nelsen
COMMENT:

Widening the road and adding more busses is the way to go. There is NO reason tax dollars should be
spent on private interest. We frequent little cottonwood canyon |. The winter along with many others
and do not visit the resorts there. My tax dollars should not go toward a tram which only serves the
resorts!

No tram.
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COMMENT #: 6026

DATE: 8/16/21 5:25 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Patrick Morrissey
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Team Bus baby!!!
Sincerely,

Patrick Morrissey
Midvale, UT
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COMMENT #: 6027

DATE: 8/16/21 5:31 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alex M
COMMENT:

Please build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon that is free for Snowbird season passholders. | do
not want more busses, traffic congestion, and pollution.
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COMMENT #: 6028

DATE: 8/16/21 5:32 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Malkie Wall
COMMENT:

BOTH options provided are expensive to tax payers and disruptive to the environment. But, if forced to
chose one, the expanded bus service appears to be the lesser of two evils. The gondola is effectively a
subsidy for the ski resorts - a government handout at the public expense. At least expanded bus
service would serve the public (the actual public - not just those going to the resorts).
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COMMENT #: 6029

DATE: 8/16/21 5:37 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Andre Hamm
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Andre Hamm
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6030

DATE: 8/16/21 5:38 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bryn Carey
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola option. Above surface lifts will provide the best solutions going forward, not only
in Little Cottonwood Canyon but other canyons as well.
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COMMENT #: 6031

DATE: 8/16/21 5:42 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alec Quick
COMMENT:

To whom it may concern, | am for adding mobility hubs to the base of the canyon and adding bus flow.
Widening the road or implementing a gondola will ruin my experience in LCC. | have lived here my
entire life and love the canyon dearly. The bouldering in LCC is amongst the best in the world and
draws in a lot of tourism. Please do not ruin this for us.
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COMMENT #: 6032

DATE: 8/16/21 5:43 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Coleman Gerdes
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Coleman Gerdes
South Jordan, UT
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COMMENT #: 6033

DATE: 8/16/21 5:47 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Scott Sorenson
COMMENT:

Hi,

Thanks for your efforts to improve transportation. Can you help me understand why we don't fix this
issue in about 3 months time and without spending billions of dollars of taxpayer money? Put in a toll
booth/smart pass option with flex pricing. Powder days, it's $15 a car. That price declines as the day
goes on, basic supply and demand. Use the funds to pay for additional bus services for those that don't
want to pay the steep prices. Summer days the toll is $0.50. This use tax puts the burden on the small
percentage of Utahns (like me) who want to enjoy the canyon but doesn't require payment from people
who will never use the gondola.

Thanks,
Scott
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COMMENT #: 6034

DATE: 8/16/21 5:47 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Matthew Heimburger
COMMENT:

Hi. | am a long-time skier and Utah resident. | support the gondola option for Little Cottonwood Canyon.
The nature of the canyon makes it especially prone to the effects of too much traffic and too much
pollution. This would be an enlightened way to balance access with sustainability. Thanks!
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COMMENT #: 6035

DATE: 8/16/21 5:49 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Faithe Felt
COMMENT:

That road is very dangerous, widening the road may hurt the environment, but it could save some lives.
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COMMENT #: 6036

DATE: 8/16/21 5:52 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Allen Conners
COMMENT:

Please put it in the road is so dangerous in the winter and one car wreck backs it up for hours.
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COMMENT #: 6037

DATE: 8/16/21 5:52 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jack Gross
COMMENT:

Hi - resident in [ lf and very concerned about expanding any roads or adding the giant gondola for
some reasons. To prioritize a small group of people (skiers) over the conservation of the beautiful
canyon for current and future generations is utterly ridiculous... and the STATE would pay for it?? It
then becomes a horrible joke that the city may force upon its residents. Please do better
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COMMENT #: 6038

DATE: 8/16/21 6:01 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kristin Maier
COMMENT:

I understand the need to fix the overcrowding of LCC in the winter, but | think the recreation in the
summer should be considered as well. | hope you all take more time to consider the benefits that the
summer recreation can bring as well. Both options currently impact climbing areas that many enjoy and
would be heartbroken to see taken away to be replaced with a wider road or a gondola. Please
consider more options!
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COMMENT #: 6039

DATE: 8/16/21 6:04 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Steele McGonegal
COMMENT:

| think there should be more options and a larger time frame for citizens to decide on better decisions.
If you are to choose one of these two | suggest you do the gondola. It is safer for the enivronment and
helps mitigate damage to the natural beauty of the landscape.
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COMMENT #: 6040

DATE: 8/16/21 6:04 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nico Hamberlin
COMMENT:

Neither option seems to consider the interests of the little man. While improving profits for the resorts it
seems both the gondola and the wide road would benefit the tourists rather than the local population
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COMMENT #: 6041

DATE: 8/16/21 6:10 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jared Holindrake
COMMENT:

| take back the previous comment. The gondola is for the resorts, not the public. And we need space
and parking for those not paying for access to alta snowbird. They do now own the canyon. Widen the
roads, add buses
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COMMENT #: 6042

DATE: 8/16/21 6:12 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Trevor Tateyama
COMMENT:

There was a stand at momentum that showed me a gondola method, but they also told me that we’re
still not certain on how these alternatives will impact bouldering and climbing in the cottonwoods. So it
would be nice to have someone who climbs on the board so we can be represented. If anything | would
want the LEAST intrusive gondola option, IF there’s not a better option.

Thank you
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COMMENT #: 6043

DATE: 8/16/21 6:22 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nora Brunelle
COMMENT:

| am a Sandy resident who lives right off 9400 South, an attorney, and a frequent patron at Alta and
lover of our beautiful mountain area. Each year | have many guests who visit from the east coast to ski
and drive up Little Cottonwood Canyon, and if they have the good fortune to be here during a powder
day, they sit in traffic for three hours.

The gondola option is ridiculous. Besides being twice as expensive, it will hardly improve mobility.
Given that you still have to park in one place and then take a bus to another and then wait in line for the
gondola, people are not going to want to do that. The simple, efficient, and most straight-forward and
effective solution is enhanced bus service. The "mobility hubs" should also offer shelter and heat from
the elements. If a strong disincentive and penalty was added to those driving up (such as required
reserved parking and/or expensive parking tickets), that would vastly improve the process. Please do
not tear up the canyon with noisy, annoying, and unsightly construction for a massive project building a
gondola that no one is even going to want to use and which won't improve much for anyone.

Thank you, Nora Brunelle
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COMMENT #: 6044

DATE: 8/16/21 6:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: David Lowe
COMMENT:

Buses. No Gondola, no widening of the road. This serves all, not just the business’s at the top. It
allows climbers, bikers, skiers, boarders and all to equal access with out paying out their butts for
nothing but a scar.
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COMMENT #: 6045

DATE: 8/16/21 6:38 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Connor Wiegand
COMMENT:

Neither of these options seem to effectively address root cause in an adequate amount of time without
harmful environmental effects. Better solutions would be to actually staff an employee to prevent
unequipped vehicles going into the canyon in inclement weather, limiting the amount of people daily,
having a toll, or only allowing employees or season pass holders up the canyon while all others must
use a park n ride with more buses that service a large base parking lot. The gondola will take years
and ruin the canyon’s natural beauty and environment while also not being usable during windy,
interlodge, or avalanche mitigation days. That happens frequently in little cottonwood. It would also
take too long to ride and lacks usability. The shoulder option also doesn’t prevent cars going up the
canyon that are not equipped to and causing massive traffic delays. Instead of commencing on a
massive endeavor, try the KISS methodology and Keep It Simple to gather data more quickly and
assess and iterate.
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COMMENT #: 6046

DATE: 8/16/21 6:43 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alessandra Meecham
COMMENT:

As a resident of Cottonwood Heights who uses the canyon all year round | feel as though the money
that UDOT is currently planning on investing on either the road widening or the Gondola could be better
spent by investing in the bus system that is already in place. | use the ski bus throughout the season
and | have found it to be very adequate. Whereas widening the road and building a gondola would
restrict so much accessible outdoor recreational area for climbers, hikers, and anyone else looking to
enjoy Utah's beautiful outdoor.
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COMMENT #: 6047

DATE: 8/16/21 6:45 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: A Hyde
COMMENT:

Great idea with the busses and their own lanes. Busses need to be built with crush proof framing and
roofs and some like snow cats to get up and down canyon in storms. All those who work in the canyon
need to have free or highly discounted bus passes for their employment times only and all patrons
whether shopping, photographing, skiing, snowboarding, etc and dining need to be able to validate their
parking down below for their bus use.
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COMMENT #: 6048

DATE: 8/16/21 6:49 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Wendy Jenkin
COMMENT:

After review of the data provided, and regarding community impact (those living along Wasatch
boulevard), environmental impact (wildlife habitat, destruction of some trailheads and some climbing
boulders), the fact that traffic up Little Cottonwood Canyon is only an issue for 3-4 months of the year
(climate change will likely mean 3 months), and that this issue only affects one user group, my choice is
for enhanced bus service without shoulder lane, road tolls to prevent single vehicle users, and snow
sheds (which are very common in other countries and assist in preventing frequent road closures).

This would be combined with parking hubs. | question the need to jump to the most expensive and
“‘invasive” options without trying the lower cost, less destructive options first.

January 2022 Page 32B-6176 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6049

DATE: 8/16/21 6:55 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nathaniel Hamlett
COMMENT:

Toll road, snow sheds and busses
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COMMENT #: 6050

DATE: 8/16/21 6:57 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bronson Plumb
COMMENT:

This is a terrible idea. It prioritizes capitalistic convince over outdoor opportunities. This incentivizes
more single car drivers, less carpooling, and will be detrimental to the climbing community.
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COMMENT #: 6051

DATE: 8/16/21 6:59 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andrew Leon
COMMENT:

Hey, as a homeowner and current resident of SLC, I'm pretty disappointed that we are consistently
undervaluing outdoor recreations value to the local economy. Established bouldering locations are a
luxury that tons of states would kill to have and we’re about to destroy some world class spots for no
good reason. Imagine a world where Olympic athletes can be seen training on the boulders below
while they ride the gondola. There is zero reason we can’t accommodate better gondola placement.
Stop being so short sighted. Climbing just became an Olympic sport and is exploding in popularity.
Please protect the entire canyon for everyone.
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COMMENT #: 6052

DATE: 8/16/21 7:05 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Frank Nederhand
COMMENT:

Don’t destroy our Boulder and rock climbs
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COMMENT #: 6053

DATE: 8/16/21 7:08 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jack Myhre
COMMENT:

Please reconsider these options as they destroy the canyon especially the bouldering and the natural
parts of the canyon. There has to be another option than these two. But if you have to choose one, do
the road widening, not the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 6054

DATE: 8/16/21 7:10 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Chris Gartner
COMMENT:

canyon will only get bigger and more people will drive up the canyon!!!!
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COMMENT #: 6055

DATE: 8/16/21 7:13 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Theodore Thueson
COMMENT:

Please review the other options available that will preserve our wonderful climbing ecosystem!
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COMMENT #: 6056

DATE: 8/16/21 7:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Heather Doran
COMMENT:

PLEASE use alternative measures to widening and gondola in LCC. This will destroy an important part
of the salt lake community. We need to save the climbing.
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COMMENT #: 6057

DATE: 8/16/21 7:24 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kamen Meier
COMMENT:

Let’s explore another option instead of destroying the boulders
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COMMENT #: 6058

DATE: 8/16/21 7:28 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sophie Penner
COMMENT:

The gondola will only provide an excess of people to already crowded resorts as well as only be ready
as of 2050. An easier and quicker solution would be for a bus station to be developed at the lot at the
bottom of BCC. The bus system does work, it just has to be given a chance.
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COMMENT #: 6059

DATE: 8/16/21 7:31 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Max O’Grady
COMMENT:

These boulders are a huge feature in Utah’s climbing scene and need to be protected. The unique
granite problems they have are known throughout the world. We can do better. Better buses, train, toll
road. It's worth taking the time to come up with a way where these boulders can stay and we can
reduce traffic and emissions in LCC.

Positively,
Charles Max O’'Grady
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COMMENT #: 6060

DATE: 8/16/21 7:32 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Markus Moezzi
COMMENT:

This is an totally ridiculous proposal and idea. LCC is a beautiful canyon and needs to remain that way,
a gondola will ruin tons of bouldering access perminanely! A rich history of climbing will be lost as well
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COMMENT #: 6061

DATE: 8/16/21 7:32 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andrew Ferdon
COMMENT:

The proposal is outrageous. The benefit is negligible while the tax burden, environmental impact, and
outdoor recreation impact will ruin this treasured canyon.
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COMMENT #: 6062

DATE: 8/16/21 7:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nikayla Cooper
COMMENT:

Both options will ultimately ruin multiple other outdoor activities within LCC and only serve the tourists
ultimately ruining local activities
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COMMENT #: 6063

DATE: 8/16/21 7:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Daysen Erickson
COMMENT:

Please don’t take away the best bouldering in Utah.
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COMMENT #: 6064

DATE: 8/16/21 7:40 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicole Hegewald
COMMENT:

| do not approve of a gondola or an extension to the road. It will destroy climbing routes and natural
features of the area.
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COMMENT #: 6065

DATE: 8/16/21 7:54 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mark Lentz
COMMENT:

The top two proposals are purely for snowbird and altas profit at the expense of nature and nature
lovers and Utah taxpayers. There are strong conservative and liberal reasons to choose another
alternative. For those concerned with taxes, this is an outrageous levy on common Utahns to give
corporate welfare to out of state resort owners. For the ecologically minded, this is massive destruction
of nature on a large scale. For anyone but resort skiers, this sacrifices bouldering terrain and back
country access to prioritize (mostly out of state) tourists. Stand up for Utah. Say no to widening and
gondolas. Say yes to tolls, vehicle enforcement, and carpooling incentives.
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COMMENT #: 6066

DATE: 8/16/21 8:08 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Olivia Marsh
COMMENT:

More busses is a practical solution. Busses allow people to hop off at various spots in the canyon while
also relieving drivers of looking for parking and potentially parking illegally. Many popular mountain
destinations have bus only hours where cars are limited to a few short hours in the morning and during
low traffic times ie. Eastern Sierra Transit up in Mammoth.
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COMMENT #: 6067

DATE: 8/16/21 8:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rebecca Larkin
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola for reduced emissions
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COMMENT #: 6068

DATE: 8/16/21 8:36 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sarah Kravitz
COMMENT:

I am in favor of the Draft EIS, particularly in regards to reducing traffic and with regard to reducing
environmental impact.

January 2022 Page 32B-6196 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6069

DATE: 8/16/21 8:36 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Katherine McLain
COMMENT:

| don’t support either proposition because there are alternatives to widening the road or building a tram,
but | am completely opposed to proposal to install a tram that will be for the sole benefit of the ski
resorts. | would ask the powers-that-be to vote down the tram proposal
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COMMENT #: 6070

DATE: 8/16/21 8:41 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Sam Floyd
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Sam Floyd
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6071

DATE: 8/16/21 8:52 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Colin Ferguson
COMMENT:

| am strongly opposed to the gondola. Aside from the obvious negative visual impact to the canyon, the
ecological damage seems too great compared to possibly alleviating traffic problems for Alta and
snowbird. Increasing bus service will be a more flexible solution to the problem and will serve all
canyon users not just resort customers.
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COMMENT #: 6072

DATE: 8/16/21 9:16 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicole Denison
COMMENT:

The environmental impact of the gondola or road widening would be too great a burden for our LCC. |
feel that the options being considered favor the ski resorts bottom line and the visitor experience. Local
opinion should take precedent! | agree with much of what Save Our Canyons has to say about the
issue, preferring an improved busing option with fuel efficient and canyon road worthy vehicles. | also
think a toll of some sorts would be a great idea, but should be waived for locals. The canyons shouldn't
be just for the wealthy residents of our state and funneling more money into the ski resorts pockets will
lead there. The most environmentally sustainable option should take equal precedent as local voices.
Resources are being plundered left and right. The world is warming and we cannot afford to ignore the
vulnerable ecosystems, the watersheds in our own backyards. For goodness sakes, we don't let dogs
in the canyons in the name of watershed protection, but we are going to blast and pave our way into
allowing exponentially more humans into the canyons that cannot support that capacity from an
environmental standpoint. The irony of destroying the very canyons that people move and travel here
to be near is astonishing. Enough is enough. Be smart and responsible, not greedy.
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COMMENT #: 6073

DATE: 8/16/21 9:28 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jessica Powell
COMMENT:

The two options being considered both fail to account for the recreation that happens in LCC the
majority of the year. Furthermore, the gondola will not fix the traffic problems in the canyon in the
winter. A robust bus system (without widening the road) in conjunction with winter tolls would
encourage car pooling and public transportation, alleviate canyon traffic, and still maintain canyon
resources in the pristine condition they are in today. Other options would better serve the members of
this community than the gondola or widening the road. From a resident living in
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COMMENT #: 6074

DATE: 8/16/21 10:07 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Robyn Christiansen
COMMENT:

My experience with Little Cottonwood Canyon extends from 1965 to the present and | have probably
seen it all on that road.

| was an employee of Alta for 47 years, initially as a ski instructor and then for the last 26 years of my
tenure developing and directing the Alf Engen Ski School children’s instructional program.

| would like to make the following comments:

1. Ideally, both a gondola and improved bus service, as well as addressing safety concerns on the road
would be the best long term options. However in reality, both may never be financially feasible, even in
the future.

2. Anything that can be done immediately to improve the number of cars in the canyon would be an
improvement. | have always felt that cars are a huge polluter in our precious water shed.

3. A dedicated bus lane, perhaps also accessible to multiple occupancy vehicles, similar to HOV lanes
on freeways would help.

At this time buses are not conducive to luring people out of their cars. Of course Covid is still a huge
issue. Apart from that, the following reasons make bus travel undesirable.

a.) No direct bus to Alta.

b.) Not enough buses. More possibly smaller buses are needed. People frequently having to stand
makes riding them unsafe.

c.) Buses need to be electric or some other non-polluting fuel source.

d.) There must be more storage facilities for equipment at the ski areas for locals to be induced to ride
the buses.

4. | would like to see a year round fee for canyon access. It could be a small daily amount for the
occasional visitor and with annual passes available for locals, much like Mill Creek Canyon has already
instituted. Many toll highways exist throughout the world with vehicles fitted with electronic devices to
gain access. They seem to be very efficient with no impediment to traffic flow.

5. If a gondola is feasible, it would be not only transportation for skiers, but a wonderful tourist
attraction, so that visitors could enjoy the majesty of Little Cottonwood Canyon in all seasons.

It seems to me that Utah would be better spending its dollars on tourist attractions than continuing to
sink money into the extraction of fossil fuels.

6. Snow sheds in known avalanche paths were being considered at the time | first came to Alta in the

mid-60s, they are still under consideration many years down the line, after many disasters and property
damage
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In closing, road access to Little Cottonwood Canyon will always be part of a solution to travel in the
canyon, but when cars must be restricted, how marvelous it would be to have a gondola too.

Robyn Christiansen
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COMMENT #: 6075

DATE: 8/16/21 10:10 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andrew Freeman
COMMENT:

To Whom It May Concern:

Thanks for all the information, consideration and extension to allow for public comment. | support
neither the gondola nor the road widening bus routes. The essential and primary goal should be for
long term preservation of the remaining nature (ecologic and geographic) and beauty of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Full stop. The priorities of the skiing, biking, hiking and recreation of visitors (both
local and out of state) should always remain secondary to this. You cannot have both as the primary
priority.

Better bus routines, a partial reservation system and a limit to # of private vehicles (and even toll/fee for
PV) should be the culture we all support. The other transportation "developments" are NOT
sustainable. The goal of more people up the canyon is NOT sustainable. | have lived, and worked in the
SL Valley for 17 years, and being able to escape to the Wasatch is such a cherished privilege. But |
have sadly watched how the increased # of canyon users has degraded the canyon already, having
escalated significantly in the last 5 years. Moreover, one of the most essential privileges of getting to be
in LCC is being able to get into nature and away from the masses. Proposals to mechanize or further
degrade the canyon to put more people up there per day does not meet this essential goal. | am willing
to use the canyon a little less to share that experience with others. And we should all continue to be
supportive of the crews that manage the road on heavy snow days. We can wait for the roads to be
safely cleared... even if that means missing a snow day here or there. We will miss a lot more quality
snow days with more and more people up there every other day.

The central value and beauty of the Wasatch Range accessed by Little Cottonwood Canyon are the
natural resources and the ecological and geographic wonder that lays protected there. As a crucial
portion of our watershed this is obvious. But in coming decades we will come to realize that the
ecological, social and psychological value of wilderness and forest areas minimally touched by human
manipulation will be more and more rare and priceless. The so called economic benefits of increased
access to the canyons will be short lived if, like our national park systems, the goal is to get as many
people up the canyons on a winter day as possible. This is not a decision for the ski resorts to get to
make because their primary incentive is misguided. Preservation of natural resources and ecosystems
should remain the priority.

| grew up in CA and watched how time and again the degradative formula works: Areas of natural
beauty --> push for more assess --> call it sustainable --> more development with ecosystem
degradation (transportation lodging, access) --> more people --> overuse and more degradation -->
eternal loss of the original natural state that was so desired in the first place (unless deconstruction and
restoration is undertaken at huge expense). We need a better long term vision (decades and longer) of
how to preserve our natural wonders. LCC is one of them locally. The plan does not need more
developed transportation methods, it needs better long term ecosystem preservation plans. Once it's
gone, it never comes back.

Thank you.
Andrew Freeman
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COMMENT #: 6076

DATE: 8/16/21 10:45 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: John Stanley
COMMENT:

Please add Bus Lanes up Little Cottonwood. Free busses that get people up to the slopes more quickly
than cars will quickly change behavior. The Gondola is such a stupid idea. It won't operate in high
winds, severe snowstorms, or during avalanche control periods. It will have long lines and will not alter
driving behavior, as driving to the mtn will be faster than parking to bus to gondola to bus.

Who controls the land at the base of the Gondola?
Who will benefit from this option?

Which politician stands to gain financially from this.
Can you please name him - state senator??

Please put this grift out for all to see and know prior to allowing this Gondola money grab to be
considered.
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COMMENT #: 6077

DATE: 8/16/21 11:02 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lucette Barbier
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola option. It makes the most sense, last forever and eventually makes the mountain
more accessible to anyone. If snow covered road, avalanche, and road closures are safety issues for
cars, they are even more for busses sliding off the road full of people!. At that much money invested,
the difference is minor, but the operation in the long run is a factor to not neglect. Obviously everyone
has a point of view. | live offﬁ close to Wasatch blvd and go up LCC summer and winter.
While i see the 5 lanes being a tricky project to approve, i would like to be able to take my kids biking
along this road more often without being concerned getting hit by a car. In the winter, if the solution is
not extenuating by shoveling gears from point A to B to C, with a regular, timely and reliable frequency,
i would totally take the Gondola. Busses don't offer the same reliability and safety. Good luck with the
continuation of the project.
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COMMENT #: 6078

DATE: 8/16/21 11:12 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tyler Brawley
COMMENT:

Let’s start with two simple things. Nov 1st - April 30th mandatory studded snow tires for canyon travel.
Lobby the legislature to make this happen. This will take an incredible amount of cars out of the canyon
and more butts in bus seats. Then just increase busses. Next add a toll and/or season pass such a
Millcreek has. This can cover the wage for an individual at the bottom of the canyon checking tires. Let
this play out for 2-3 years and then reassess if widening the road/dedicated bus lane is really needed.
These two simple things with an expanded/increased bus service will drastically reduce canyon traffic
from individual cars. Adding 20 more busses will do nothing when a car with improper tires spins out
and blocks the road.
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COMMENT #: 6079

DATE: 8/17/21 12:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dallen Garner
COMMENT:

| prefer gondola over widening the road.
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COMMENT #: 6080

DATE: 8/17/21 1:09 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Taylor Pellerin
COMMENT:

Hello. It is with a heavy heart that | am writing this note, that | shouldn’t have to write in the first place.
I'll keep it short and sweet.

In my opinion, the destruction of natural beauty to support a very limited use case wildly irresponsible.
A gondola to appease a few weekends of heavy traffic is fiscally irresponsible, not to mention damaging
to a place that so many people take a great joy in visiting. LCC should be protected, not ravaged by
machinery to support the profits of the few.
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COMMENT #: 6081

DATE: 8/17/21 2:01 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Lily Johnson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

DON'T WASTE MONEY THAT COULD BE SPENT ON MUCH MORE PERTINENT BUSINESS
i

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Lily Johnson
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6082

DATE: 8/17/21 5:16 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Cory Arthur
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Cory Arthur
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6083

DATE: 8/17/21 5:30 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mike Wisland
COMMENT:

After reviewing the materials, and careful consideration of the pluses and downside of both, | believe
the Gondola oltion is by far the bestalternative, being quiet, electric, and compatible with all weather
conditions, including avalanch. Its a year round solution. Also, I think it way more appealing to take, so |
would opt this to driving or riding any day, so long as the cost isnt too excessive.
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COMMENT #: 6084

DATE: 8/17/21 5:56 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Susan Wilks
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Please add a bus lane. Make the buses free or no one will use them. Ski resorts subsidize the busses.
The state pays the rest. (They get the tax dollars from all the tourism,right?) and PIEASE MAKE THE
BUSES ELECTRIC.

Sincerely,

Susan Wilks
New Canaan, CT
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COMMENT #: 6085

DATE: 8/17/21 7:54 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Timothy Henglein
COMMENT:

This is such an ideal project form all aspects; environmental and financial. Would not only provide a
sightseeing attraction would also create a new hub of activity in town life near the base of the lift station.
Would be similar to Telluride which established multiple hubs of activity around Gondola stops in the
box canyon. From an NYC financier (yes | know!), this is the wisest decision to take.
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COMMENT #: 6086

DATE: 8/17/21 8:31 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Patrick Fowkes
COMMENT:

| think if changes are to be made we should go with busses because they will have the least amount of
impact to our canyons. The gondola will disturb the ecosystem for the animals in the are more than teh
busses will.
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COMMENT #: 6087

DATE: 8/17/21 8:32 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shelton Reichardt
COMMENT:

| favor the gondola.

Thank you.

Shelton Reichardt
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COMMENT #: 6088

DATE: 8/17/21 8:39 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lauren Cook
COMMENT:

| don't like either proposed options. | love the winter and the summer season in the canyon and both of
these options only care about the ski resorts. What about all the hiking and picnic spots and
backcountry areas? | think both of these options only serve the ski resorts at the expense of the quality
of the rest of the canyon. | urge you to go back to the drawing board and consider more simple options
like increasing bus routes that start outside the mouth of the canyon where we can have more parking
and ease of getting to the bus. Also, better data available for people wanting to use the canyons.
Please don't destroy the canyon just to feed people to already overwhelmed chair lifts. This is not a
better experience.
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COMMENT #: 6089

DATE: 8/17/21 8:40 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cydney Reeve
COMMENT:

I'm in favor of the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 6090

DATE: 8/17/21 8:43 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Max Keller
COMMENT:

One of the gems of living in Salt Lake City is being able to easily access high quality climbing close to
the road in the summer. Some of the solutions to the winter traffic problem will destroy this forever.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 6091

DATE: 8/17/21 8:45 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeffery Barlow
COMMENT:

NO gondola. use the existing road and increase bus choices as is.
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COMMENT #: 6092

DATE: 8/17/21 8:46 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jacob Jewkes
COMMENT:

| stand with the Salt Lake Climbers Alliance as they say, "Transportation infrastructure that physically
and permanently alter the canyon should only be considered after less impactful options have been
implemented and shown not to be effective. Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and
other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried that include dispersed recreation transit needs before
permanent landscape changes are made."

A drastic change to the landscape will have a massive effect on the climbing in Little Cottonwood
Canyon. Less impactful methods should be tested before such a drastic change is made.

January 2022 Page 32B-6221 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6093

DATE: 8/17/21 8:48 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandon Budge
COMMENT:

Unless there is a very clear plan for reducing traffic to the base of the gondola, | don’t see it working.
Living on ] Wasatch Bivd, | don’t want to see traffic at my house, backed up to I-15, 1-215, and all the
way down wasatch blvd. This gondola is a plan to create more problems in the benches of Sandy, and
Cottonwood Heights. Let’s help the locals for once.

Buses and avalanche bridges are the way to go. Build/use parking lots away from the mouth of Icc in
areas that can handle the traffic. (Like the 9400 s park and ride)
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COMMENT #: 6094

DATE: 8/17/21 8:49 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Chelsea Reimer
COMMENT:

Please, PLEASE consider the effects that a gondola or widened road would have on local residents.
Either of those options would be a travesty to those who live in the surrounding neighborhoods. Both of
those options would only worsen the problem at hand, they are not solutions. The only people who
would benefit from them are the developers, who clearly don’t care about our ecosystem and
environment, and tourists. It is not fair to those who live here all year long, and enjoy other outdoor
aspects of the canyons, to prioritize the ski industry. We need to encourage public transit infrastructure
all around the valley to give people options to get to the resorts, and carpooling. Even if the road is
expanded, then what? There will still be a massive bottleneck of traffic at the entrances to the resorts,
so it would really just be expanding the problem. | believe the gondola and expanded road options
would be a terrible detriment to the environment, ecosystem and surrounding local residents. Please
consider that and do not prioritize the big developers with cash in their pockets when making this
decision. | also STRONGLY believe that all comments need to have a zip code tied to them. Why is it
fair for tourists who live out of town to have a say in what we do to our neighborhoods and
environment? My zip code is - Please do the right thing for our environment and local residents.
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COMMENT #: 6095

DATE: 8/17/21 8:51 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alisa Tank
COMMENT:

As a Salt Lake County resident who recreates in Little Cottonwood Canyon regularly, | do not agree
with the proposed options for traffic mitigation. Both options will irrevocably alter the canyon's
landscape - impacting both popular climbing and bouldering areas - and make access more difficult for
those looking to recreate outside of the ski areas. This seems like a narrow solution to one specific
problem (ski traffic in the winter) that does not take into account other issues, such as access during
other times of the year and access and recreation for those who do not use the ski resorts. There are
other, less costly, options still on the table that should be tried - additional buses, tolling, etc. Please
consider these first.
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COMMENT #: 6096

DATE: 8/17/21 8:52 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandon Budge
COMMENT:

Implement tolls today! That's a VERY easy fix to a lot of problems.
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COMMENT #: 6097

DATE: 8/17/21 8:54 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dennice Marin
COMMENT:

The fact that big money beat out the environment and classic bouldering areas is ridiculous. Both of
these options are terrible and greasing the palms of UDOT is disgusting! | know there is no way around
this now but the road would be a better option of the two. But why not add a toll? Or reduces the
number of ski passes sold? Hm? Thanks
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COMMENT #: 6098

DATE: 8/17/21 8:55 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rosemary Sepulveda
COMMENT:

The fact that big money beat out the environment and classic bouldering areas is ridiculous. Both of
these options are terrible and greasing the palms of UDOT is disgusting! | know there is no way around
this now but the road would be a better option of the two. But why not add a toll? Or reduces the
number of ski passes sold?
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COMMENT #: 6099

DATE: 8/17/21 8:56 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Charlie Marin
COMMENT:

The fact that big money beat out the environment and classic bouldering areas is ridiculous. Both of
these options are terrible and greasing the palms of UDOT is disgusting! | know there is no way around
this now but the road would be a better option of the two. But why not add a toll? Or reduces the
number of ski passes sold? Thanks
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COMMENT #: 6100

DATE: 8/17/21 8:56 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Marin
COMMENT:

The fact that big money beat out the environment and classic bouldering areas is ridiculous. Both of
these options are terrible and greasing the palms of UDOT is disgusting! | know there is no way around
this now but the road would be a better option of the two. But why not add a toll? Or reduces the
number of ski passes sold?
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COMMENT #: 6101

DATE: 8/17/21 8:57 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Leslie Ochoa
COMMENT:

The fact that big money beat out the environment and classic bouldering areas is ridiculous. Both of
these options are terrible and greasing the palms of UDOT is disgusting! | know there is no way around
this now but the road would be a better option of the two. But why not add a toll? Or reduces the
number of ski passes sold?
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COMMENT #: 6102

DATE: 8/17/21 8:59 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandon Hobush
COMMENT:

Please just add more busses and make people pay to go up the canyon
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COMMENT #: 6103

DATE: 8/17/21 9:00 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Blake Zimmerman
COMMENT:

| am opposed to the Gondola proposal. While the current impact between the road widening and the
Gondola may be similar, the future expansion options are vastly different. The Gondola only serves the
resorts and to have serve any other part of the canyon would require another large investment. The
road widening has the potential to serve ANY part of the canyon with very little modification. The road
widening is clearly the less impactful solution for the canyon as a whole.
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COMMENT #: 6104

DATE: 8/17/21 9:02 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Paige Bolingbroke
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 6105

DATE: 8/17/21 9:03 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Leanna West
COMMENT:

Hello! | am an avid climber and skier in the Wasatch; | love these mountains in all seasons. | have been
subject to long winter traffic lines and annoying closures on multiple occasions. | am a strong believer
that if we want to enjoy recreating, and let's remember that the whole purpose of this draft proposal is
to allow more people to recreate faster (play, have fun, enjoy nature, etc), we should also hold
protection of these canyons with the same weight. More over, why are we prioritizing the ski resorts
recreating over climbers and hikers who want to recreate? Because they make more money...right? |
encourage you, no | beg of you to take a step back and think of other alternatives that do not destroy an
incredible natural environment including species, rock formations and places | love and find so much
connection with out of a desire to ease the ski community's impatience. | beg you to look at other
alternatives like tolls, increased bus with specific bus only travel times, and other non-rock formation
damaging alternatives put forth by the SLCA. We all care about the Wasatch deeply, and | beg you to
not move forward with this draft proposal. You may feel like you are solving the ski resorts problem, but
you are so deeply hurting the climbers and hikers who loves these canyons as they are. | am a firm
believer that we could also use a little more patience in our lives. Thank you for your time and hard
work on this and | look forward to seeing alternative solutions to the current proposals in the future.
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COMMENT #: 6106

DATE: 8/17/21 9:06 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jennifer LaFountain
COMMENT:

Why isn't tolling of LCC considered in any of the proposals? Why aren't the resorts footing the bill of
the gondola, since it serves ONLY the resorts? | am in support of tax dollars for public transit, but only
when the public transit serves the diverse needs of the community- ie. the climbers who want to access
bouldering areas in the summer, families who want to hike at the trailheads in spring and fall,
backcountry skiiers who access many points along LCC in the spring, AS WELL AS the resort skiiers.
The proposal for the gondola is abbhorent. )
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COMMENT #: 6107

DATE: 8/17/21 9:07 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Joshua Turner
COMMENT:

Hello, | wanted to reach out to state i oppose this change. Transportation infrastructure that physically
and permanently alter the canyon should only be considered after less impactful options have been
implemented and shown not to be effective. There are plenty of options that have not yet been
attempted for this canyon. | am an avid climber and cannot watch these beautiful boulders and nature
be destroyed without even attempting other options. Please listen to the community and reconsider.
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COMMENT #: 6108

DATE: 8/17/21 9:09 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Giselle Doyle
COMMENT:

I am in full support of the gondola system. Having had Snowbird season passes for years, sometimes
parking is so difficult and it seems like the canyons are getting more and more crowded. This would
help the congestion so much and honestly would be so good for our city and mountains.
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COMMENT #: 6109

DATE: 8/17/21 9:10 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: George Chapin
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 6110

DATE: 8/17/21 9:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ross Downard
COMMENT:

There are a lot of more immediate answer to start heading down the path of making our canyons less
crowded. The gondola | don't feel is the correct way. It doesn't serve the canyon, it serves the resorts.
and in doing so takes away from the canyons entirety as a place of nature and true solitude.
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COMMENT #: 6111

DATE: 8/17/21 9:32 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ben Thorn
COMMENT:

Before a permanent limited solution is put in place that may create greater traffic please consider the
following: Limit canyon traffic to cars that are winter road worthy with more of your pilot program, Start
doing safety inspection on all cars in Utah again - there are too many who have brakes and tires that
are not appropriate for normal roads yet alone snowy canyon roads --winter driving certifications could
be done at Safety inspections. No one likes to consider the impact of a bus lane in the canyon but it
would be far less problematic and sustainable than a gondola. Gondolas will break down and fail, they
are not immune to weather - what happens when they break with resorts full of people with no way to
get down the canyon. The gondola would become its own tourist attraction bringing more people to the
canyon. Diverting traffic from going up the canyon to the base of the canyon is not going to be a long
term solution that will work, the areas in and around the mouth of BCC and LCC are going to be more
heavily congested with traffic. Those that want to use the canyons can pay an daily or annual fee, they
can make certain their vehicles are snow and canyon worthy or they can stay home. Increasing access
to the canyons and increasing crowds is not good business. The ski resorts can only hold so many
people, we don't need to create VAIL in Utah. We do not need to create and pay for a business
opportunity for the resorts to put more people on the mountain up the canyon etc. there should be limits
to the number of skiers that are allowed. Positive progress does not always mean growth, it does not
always mean increase of revenue through growth, it does not mean EVERYONE goes to the party, it is
not all inclusive, those that want to ski can pay more for ski passes if the resorts need/want to make
more money, they can pay for a canyon access pass, they can pay to have their cars appropriately
outfitted for snowy weather and that does not mean simply having a 4x4 or AWD, tires must be snow
rated and in good condition. Those that do not have appropriatly equipped vehicles can ride the bus.
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COMMENT #: 6112

DATE: 8/17/21 9:47 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jordann Brendecke
COMMENT:

| think there needs to be a solution that doesn't involve a gondola or alter popular climbing spots within
LCC.
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COMMENT #: 6113

DATE: 8/17/21 9:52 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Emily Woolsey
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 6114

DATE: 8/17/21 9:53 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lauren Callaway
COMMENT:

Please, please, please explore non-invasive options (such as a toll, for example) for LCC for at least 2
years before you tear apart the landscape for a tram or additional bus lane. The tram will destroy the
natural beauty of the canyon...for what? Ski resorts business? This is not a citizen concern and it is
not one I'm wanting to pay for with my tax money.
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COMMENT #: 6115

DATE: 8/17/21 9:55 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jack Stauss
COMMENT:

Hello,

I am extremely troubled by the preferred alternatives you have identified in the DEIS for LCC. Currently,
the only acceptable plan is "No Action" and that saddens me greatly. Please see my public comment
below on how | believe the two alternatives miss the mark and some suggestions for how we can do
better.

Little Cottonwood Canyon has been subject to exploitation since Euro-American settlement in the Salt
Lake Valley. The settlers drilled and dug deep into its limestone and granite walls, looking for minerals.
When the few minerals they discovered were all gone, they cut down all of the trees, degrading the
habitat and watershed. Since then, the ski resorts have driven the big business up canyon - lifts,
lodges, and condos fill the upper reaches of LCC. They now operate on much of the best high elevation
terrain and landscape. This debacle is not simply on the ski resorts though. It is a legacy of poor
planning and our legislature bending to the whims of developers. There is big money to be made, and
there’s no way that our policy makers will get in the way of that. At some point though there will be a
reckoning. We must understand that this place has a carrying capacity. We can only load up the
canyon with so many people and so much infrastructure. One day we'll wake up and there will simply
be nowhere else to go. We want to keep planning for “mobility and reliability”? No. We must plan for
something else. We must plan for the mountains, for the watershed, and for a hotter, drier future in the
Mountain West. We have to plan around the fact that winter mountain recreation and wilderness
experience is innately based in scarcity, and that each year it is changing dramatically. This reality is
not in the current DEIS. Neither a gondola nor road expansion will solve these problems. They will only
further exacerbate the problems we already see - traffic jams, long lines, grumpy tourists, and people
literally fighting for the last scraps of fresh snow. They play into the developers hand. They are
marketable ways to push a money making agenda, to get MORE people up canyon, faster. The current
plans only allow for winter recreation at the two ski areas. They will both demolish the canyon bottom,
and worse still with the gondola, the viewshed itself. This is unacceptable... Let’s take a step back.
What do we want to do? We want to help people better experience Little Cottonwood Canyon. All
people, in all seasons, for all purposes. We want to maintain an environmentally sound canyon and to
help restore regions that are degraded. We can accomplish this without massive development in the
canyon, indeed we must. Pieces of the current DEIS are good. Let’s build a large parking structure at
the gravel pit. Let’s run clean-burning busses up BOTH Big and Little Cottonwood from there and 9400
Highland. While many will be direct lines straight to the ski resorts, some should be flexible backcountry
busses, running 12 months a year. Let’s have variable lanes that only allow busses and HOV's during
peak hours. Let’s limit the amount of cars that go up the canyons on specific days. Let's work with the
USFS and counties to make a large-scale Wasatch plan. And let us all realize that there are some
days we simply will not make it up LCC to go skiing! Mother nature and living in an urban metropolis
should make that easy enough to understand. Let’s start with that. We don’t need to break ground
when we really haven’t even made an earnest effort at a more holistic and less invasive solution. This
sounds like a crazy torch to carry these days, but | just want to know that in the future, if LCC is lost to
industrial development, | did my part to help future generations see and experience what | have in this
amazing Little piece of the world. | owe it too much not to.”

Thank you for your time,

Jack
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COMMENT #: 6116

DATE: 8/17/21 9:56 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alyssa Neidhart
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 6117

DATE: 8/17/21 9:58 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cindy Bruce
COMMENT:

| prefer the bus option. Feel the cost of the gondola is passed on to the taxpayers that do not ski or
board. Also with global warming, snow may not be as heavy as past negating need for gondola
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COMMENT #: 6118

DATE: 8/17/21 9:59 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dylan Bueche
COMMENT:

No to the Gondola! public dollars to help private ski resorts and ruin the whole canyon cannot be made
a reality. Buses are not just the past but the future of efficiency and there is research to support
increased bussing infrastructure and routes is better than any other method you can dream up. don't
ruin the canyon and make some other || rich.
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COMMENT #: 6119

DATE: 8/17/21 9:59 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nina West
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 6120

DATE: 8/17/21 10:09 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Samantha Gold
COMMENT:

Neither of the preferred options are good for this location unless we are purely here to ensure the ski
resorts make even more money and don’t actually care for our canyon. Why aren’t we immediately
starting to build booths to toll the road, require a minimum of dual occupancy in all winter entry vehicles,
enforce 4WD/chains/capable vehicle entry only in snow season with an officer at the tool booths,
increase bus times, limit canyon entry to bus-only certain times of the day, and still build the snow
sheds over the roadway to prevent snow blockages in key areas? There is no reason to wreck this
stunning canyon with an overpriced headline attention grabbing ridiculous gondola.
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COMMENT #: 6121

DATE: 8/17/21 10:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robert Tennant
COMMENT:

Of the options presented, the bus option is more appealing to me. It offers more flexibility as needs
change. | urge the team to consider using this option to improve access to trailheads along the canyon,
year-round. My main concern with this entire project is the focus on transportation to the ski areas and
not improving options and experience for all canyon users.
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COMMENT #: 6122

DATE: 8/17/21 10:33 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andrew Lam
COMMENT:

The idea of a “public” gondola going from one private businesses parking lot to another is not beneficial
to providing equitable access to the public and those recreating outside of the resorts. | believe that the
use of more busses and, more importantly, the incentives to use them would be the least destructive
and provide flexibility throughout the seasons.
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COMMENT #: 6123

DATE: 8/17/21 10:40 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Natalie Loots
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.

January 2022 Page 32B-6252 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6124

DATE: 8/17/21 10:41 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Frederick Jones
COMMENT:

Having reviewed the two EIS options | strongly prefer the Gondola option. Many thanks!
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COMMENT #: 6125

DATE: 8/17/21 10:46 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Philip Bartz
COMMENT:

UDOT, due to the incredible nature of the Little Cottonwood Canyon climbing at risk from your
proposed transportation solutions, | must implore you to consider alternate methods of mitigating
vehicular congestion . Instead of a gondola and additional lanes, perhaps an advanced electric bus
system coupled with tolls on the canyon road could prove both effective and less impactful? I'm 16
years old and climbing is the focus of my life. Having Little Cottonwood to recreate in so close by is a
wonderful blessing; please don’t scar it for me and my fellow climbers.
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COMMENT #: 6126

DATE: 8/17/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tim Beardmore
COMMENT:

"1 am an avid user of little cottonwood canyon on a year-round basis. | use the canyon for rock
climbing, bouldering, mountain biking, hiking, trail running, backcountry skiing, and also buy a season
pass every year to Alta ski resort. Of all these activities, there is only one that would benefit from the
gondola alternative, skiing at Alta or Snowbird.

The canyon has greatly benefited in recent years from the trail system built from the park and ride to
the new parking lot across from wasatch resort. In past years, | would have parked on the road as close
as possible to any given use area and go from there. Now, | park at the park and ride and walk to the
destinations. I've changed my behavior because the new trail system works better for accessing the
recreation resources than the old way did.

Similarly, | could see changing my behavior to access resort and backcountry skiing if the new system
works better than the current one does. Driving to a park and ride, taking a bus to the gondola, waiting
for the gondola, and then switching gondolas again at Snowbird seems like a royal pain. | do not
support the gondola alternative for the following reasons:

1. There are too many transportation transfers and hauling ski gear through each transfer seems overly
burdensome

2. | typically carpool with at least 4 people and would forgo the gondola junk show and just drive up
canyon like | currently do

3. The gondola provides zero access to backcountry skiing

4. The gondola is not proposed to run in the summer time use, the majority of summer use in little
cottonwood is for upper canyon hiking or resort activities.

5. The gondola would forever change the aesthetic of the canyon making it look like a big commercial
tourist attraction.

6. The gondola construction would impact climbing and bouldering natural resources which | frequent
every spring/summer and fall.

7. Using tax money to build and maintain a gondola only serves the interest of the ski resorts. It does
not benefit all of the user groups for the canyon year round.

Similarly, | reject the proposed for road widening. UDOT has failed to implement intermediate
measures such as stronger vehicle restrictions and penalties, tolling, snow sheds, avalanche control
improvements, widening wasatch blvd, and building mobility hubs to make riding the bus an easier
option. If the resorts ticketed every 2-wheel drive car without snow tires and chains, the offenders
would quickly stop repeating their behavior, and this measure could similarly be implemented in big
cottonwood. | would gladly purchase an access pass to the canyon or pay a toll for road use, assuming
that mobility is not a problem. | would also ride the bus when skiing solo if | knew parking would be
available at a mobility hub. Widening the road will permanently destroy many bouldering resources
unnecessarily. UDOT should implement intermediate measure first, and then measure the strengths
and weaknesses of the measures taken before committing to a full blown 1/2-billion-dollar project that
primarily benefits commercial entities.
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COMMENT #: 6127

DATE: 8/17/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Gregory Rakozy
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Gregory Rakozy
Salt Lake city, UT
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COMMENT #: 6128

DATE: 8/17/21 11:31 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andreas Wiecks
COMMENT:

| wanted to write in favor of the bus lane as | think this is the best way to reduce congestion in the
canyon. Widening the road significantly will only move the problem up the canyon as the resort
entrances can only handle so much, especially with snowbird checking for parking now. The gondola is
going to be a huge eye sore, let alone have a big impact on the wildlife and ecosystem. It will also only
service the ski resorts and won'’t provide any access to the other parts of the canyon. | don’t agree with
tax payer money being used to only transport people to the resorts. Additionally, I've heard that
comments are being collected from anyone and not just residents that live in the area. | don’t think it's
fair to consider any comments outside of those living in and around the area being impacted.
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COMMENT #: 6129

DATE: 8/17/21 11:34 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Brooke Treece
COMMENT:

Hello,

I would like to submit my comments about the two proposals for little cottonwood. As an avid climber,
hiker, and runner that visits LCC multiple times a week, | believe UDOT should wait to permanently
alter the LCC landscape until other options have been tried and proven inadequate :

UDOT’s gondola and additional lane (s) proposals would have an unacceptable impact on the climbing
experience as well as year-round dispersed recreation access throughout all of Little Cottonwood
Canyon.

UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and
other traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape,

Both UDOT proposals threaten iconic climbing throughout Little Cottonwood and at least 64 boulders
and 273 boulder problems.

UDOT’s proposed parking lot “improvements” would severely limit access to the most popular climbing

in the canyon by dramatically reducing the already limited parking currently available at the Gate
Buttress, Grit Mill, and at the lower Little Cottonwood Park and Ride.
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COMMENT #: 6130

DATE: 8/17/21 11:57 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Briant Kimball
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

I have been captive to the beauty and the incredible skiing of Little Cottonwood Canyon since 1962,
when | learned to ski at Alta at the age of 10. | have hiked the canyon through the years. After
becoming a geologist, | studied the impacts of mining on water quality in the canyon, | have literally
walked the stream in waders and seen the beauty from a rare perspective. | truthfully cannot think of a
time driving down that canyon, when the vista opens around one turn, when | did not consciously
appreciate the amazing work of the glaciers, carving that "U" and creating the water cascades from the
hanging valleys. It doesn't get much better than Little Cottonwood Canyon. It has become so apparent
over the past 5 years how badly we need a solution to the traffic. For a solution, | am not thrilled with
the expansion of the road, but when compared to the unnatural visual scar of a gondola, expansion is
much, much preferable. A road serves the whole canyon, not just the two resort destinations, and will
leave the beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon as close to its present state as possible. | say no to an
unsightly, gondola-and-tower-stain on one of Utah's gems. It would tarnish what we leave behind for
generations to come.

| did not write the comments below, but | agree with what has been written as a member of Save Our
Canyons:

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won'’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Briant Kimball
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6131

DATE: 8/17/21 12:08 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Tyler Slater
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Tyler Slater
COTTONWOOD HEIGHTS, UT

January 2022 Page 32B-6260 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6132

DATE: 8/17/21 12:08 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Igor Baveda
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won'’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

I, of course, stand behind Save our Canyons and the Salt Lake Climber's Alliance statements.

I'd like to add my own ideas as well. What does the UDOT do? | imagine it fixes roads, builds roads,
manages traffic, and tries to come up with ideas "on how to better traffic flow to a specific area, by
building more, since it's the only thing UDOT knows how to do. | strongly believe UDOT shouldn't even
be allowed to conduct this study. After all the proposals, UDOT comes up with the 2 least desirable
ideas for LCC. Completely ignoring the public's input and siding with the 2, for-profit companies in the
canyon. If UDOT and its decision-making employees really believe that an out-of-state, visiting family of
4 with 2 young kids will, after paying a hefty sum to rent a Suburban at the airport, bother to transfer
twice just to make it to the resort, you are wrong. They will not use the gondola system or buses for that
matter. The canyon is for all users, therefore, any solution should include all users in consideration. |
believe the first step that should be taken here would be a solution that does NOT alter the
environment, such as:

Limit the sales of tickets in each resort.

Sincerely,

Igor Baveda
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6133

DATE: 8/17/21 12:13 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Austin Thompson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Austin Thompson
SLC, UT
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COMMENT #: 6134

DATE: 8/17/21 12:22 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Celeste Miner
COMMENT:

No! This will negatively impact the huge climbing culture that we have in Utah. It will negatively impact
the LCC experience for Utahns and visitors!
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COMMENT #: 6135

DATE: 8/17/21 12:45 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Peter kaplin
COMMENT:

Great idea, seems like a no brainer
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COMMENT #: 6136

DATE: 8/17/21 12:45 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robert Sorensen
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made
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COMMENT #: 6137

DATE: 8/17/21 1:12 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: AW
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 6138

DATE: 8/17/21 1:20 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cameron Giriffiths
COMMENT:

No to gondola, no to widening the road ! The rock climbing up little cottonwood canyon is just as world
class as the skiing! Why permanently ruing the climbing experience for one month out of the year?
Doesn’t seem fair to me. There is only one little cottonwood canyon! Can we please choose to protect
this beautiful recreation area over resorts that want to make money!
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COMMENT #: 6139

DATE: 8/17/21 1:40 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Courtney Schatz
COMMENT:

Please don’t ruin the climbs in Little Cottonwood Canyon. There are people that are more educated
than | am that have proposed alternative solutions and | would encourage whoever is reading this to
please take time to consider their proposals. Climbing means a lot to a lot of people. Please help
preserve that. Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 6140

DATE: 8/17/21 1:45 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Susan Lamphier
COMMENT:

Get rid of the EPIC pass.
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COMMENT #: 6141

DATE: 8/17/21 2:04 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Spencer Gubdersen
COMMENT:

Do NOT alter the landscape of the canyon just to suit the needs of 1 *seasonal* industry [snow sports].
There are other options!! Hundeds of thousands of people come to our state to enjoy the incredible
climbing experiences that those boulders offer. Those executives may have money to fund your re-
election campaign but we won't forget this.
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COMMENT #: 6142

DATE: 8/17/21 2:07 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Chris Way
COMMENT:

Please find a solution to your issues that do not damage or degrade the climbing resources in that
amazing canyon.
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COMMENT #: 6143

DATE: 8/17/21 2:14 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Hailey Meyer
COMMENT:

| support the implementation of less invasive solutions (ie-expanded bus services without additional
lanes, tolling, etc) to evaluate their efficacy before landscape changing solutions are begun. The KISS
(Keep-It-Simple-Sweetie) is always a prudent place to start when solving problems, especially before
we make changes to our canyons that can't be reversed.
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COMMENT #: 6144

DATE: 8/17/21 2:44 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Samuel Bloom
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented (there are MANY MANY IDEAS AND
OPTIONS. Metering, bus service, mandatory bus service i.e. Zion, etc.) and shown to not be effective .
Expanded bus service should be added. | know you never take the bus (yes you, whoever is reading
this, and those who are financially supporting this HORRIBLE PLAN i.e. snowbird, alta, lacaille) but ME,
the person you are supposed to help as a government worker, takes the bus. From personal
experience the bus service is inadequate. So many people are always stuck in line waiting and the bus
is packed to the maximum capacity. Simply increasing bus service will help this issue. How could any
of the terrible solutions be implemented in big cottonwood? | have been stuck in traffic in that canyon
as many times as little cottonwood. The solutions proposed are one dimensional and cannot be
implemented where the other half of the traffic exists (BCC). | know that you have a different opinion
and that snowbird and alta and lacaille are exclusively looking out for their own best interest, but
monetary persuasion to expand use of the canyon from these corrupt leaders will lead to a huge
misuse of tax payer dollars to PERMANENTLY RUIN THIS BEAUTIFUL PLACE. PLEASE CONSIDER
TAKING ACTION AND NOT RUINING THIS PERMANENT PLACE. PROTECT THIS FOR OUR
FUTURE. | love this place and you will make it worse for the rest of human history by implementing
these terrible ideas. Both preferred alternatives are terrible. Make small changes first, like any logical
person would do. PLEASE!!! To state the obvious, fires are a huge problem in the west. Has UDOT
ever considered how a gondola will be effected by a fire in little cottonwood canyon? To pretend this will
never happen is simply ignorant. At some point the gondola will interact with fire. Will $580 million be
wasted due to one wildfire? Widening the road is also a terrible idea. As you know, science and studies
on traffic has demonstrated that wider roads lead to more traffic. YOU KNOW THIS! Listen to what the
leaders in these places want. People in Sandy, Cottonwood Heights, and all of the affected
neighborhoods will forever HATE YOUR GUTS if you ruin this place. Please please please please do
not ruin this amazing place! | am PLEADING WITH YOU.
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COMMENT #: 6145

DATE: 8/17/21 3:08 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Tamara Lazarev
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Tamara Lazarev
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6146

DATE: 8/17/21 3:12 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Calvin Freeman
COMMENT:

I understand you have a job to do. | understand you may not be a rock climber. You may not know the
impact that this canyon left in its natural state has on the community, and people. Where will be once
we have developed our last wildernesses? While this expansion plan may not seem to be much. |
implore you to keep it as it is. To minimize human contamination of something so incomprehensibly
beautiful. That is all | ask. Thank you
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COMMENT #: 6147

DATE: 8/17/21 3:14 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cutler Jensen
COMMENT:

| understand there is a real problem with the winter traffic. But it’s just not fair to destroy a bunch of
boulders that climbers use because skiers don’t want to wait in line. You guys are trying to find a
solution to this problem but instead of trying to get as many people up there as possible. You should be
limiting the amount of people going up there. It's not all about the people that are making money.
There are other people that use that canyon besides skiers and they have a right to it as much as
anyone else!ll
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COMMENT #: 6148

DATE: 8/17/21 3:15 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rebecca Zheng
COMMENT:

LCC is home to many Climbers local to the salt lake area and who travel just to Boulder here. Please
do not destroy our natural and love climbing spots.

UDOT’s gondola and additional lane (s) proposals would have an unacceptable impact on the climbing
experience as well as year-round dispersed recreation access throughout all of Little Cottonwood
Canyon.

UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and
other traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape,

Both UDOT proposals threaten iconic climbing throughout Little Cottonwood and at least 64 boulders
and 273 boulder problems.

UDOT’s proposed parking lot “improvements” would severely limit access to the most popular climbing

in the canyon by dramatically reducing the already limited parking currently available at the Gate
Buttress, Grit Mill, and at the lower Little Cottonwood Park and Ride.
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COMMENT #: 6149

DATE: 8/17/21 3:16 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alex Kindred
COMMENT:

UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded bus service coupled with tolling and other
traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape.
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COMMENT #: 6150

DATE: 8/17/21 3:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Joy Jackman
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon SHOULD ONLY BE
CONSIDERED after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried that
include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made!
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COMMENT #: 6151

DATE: 8/17/21 3:20 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Arnold Bloom
COMMENT:

As a professor who studies the changing climate, the short sidedness of this proposal is apparent!!
Climate change may very well end skiing at these resorts in the time frame proposed to fix this issue.
Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon SHOULD ONLY BE
CONSIDERED after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried that
include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made!
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COMMENT #: 6152

DATE: 8/17/21 3:41 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Laura McNeer
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Laura McNeer
Bountiful, UT
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COMMENT #: 6153

DATE: 8/17/21 3:59 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Katherine Marek
COMMENT:

| am a project manager of 9 years and manage large cross-functional and multi-year logistics projects.
One of the keys to a successful project is thorough stakeholder assessment. After reviewing the
proposals, it strikes me that the climbing community was not included as a stakeholder of this project.

I would like to ask which stakeholders you are trying to serve with these proposals? Is a portion of the
skiing community the only group the proposed options serve?

| agree with the SLCA’s statement that “Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently
alter the canyon should only be considered after less impactful options have been implemented and
shown not to be effective.” Destructive solutions that may solve a problem that occurs ~5% of days
each year (I have heard an estimate of 20 days per year, 20/365 is 5%) should not be considered at
this time.

The climbing history associated with the bouldering in Little Cottonwood Canyon should be preserved.

If we truly cared about our canyons, we would work to improve our environmental impact and not
exacerbate existing impacts.

My zip code is [ Il
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COMMENT #: 6154

DATE: 8/17/21 4:03 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tamara Lazarev
COMMENT:

It's absolutely shameful to know that UDOT, our elected officials and local government seem more than
willing to spend millions of dollars of our local tax payers money to build a gondola that will only benefit
those from out of town, ski resort owners and big developers. We live at the mouth of Little Cottonwood
Canyon so know first hand how many days are a real traffic problem - it's about 10 days a year. The
gondola will not prevent traffic through the canyon. The real investment should be made in enhancing
the road all the way to Snowbird and Alta to include show sheds, tunnels and effective bus lanes to
guarantee proper access year round and benefit locals as well as those from out of town. Other ideas
would be a toll system or creating a connecting ski lift from the Park City area (where thousands of
people travel from every year!!) to ski at Alta and Snowbird. In addition, | don't know one local resident
who is willing to pay 20+ dollars per person and spend twice the amount of time to get to their local ski
resorts from a gondola. Please be considerate of the amount of taxes we pay to live where we do and
find a solution that everyone can benefit from. Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 6155

DATE: 8/17/21 4:09 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Allison Peterson
COMMENT:

Please add my voice to those against building a gondola to try to fix the traffic concerns in Little
Cottonwood Canyon. It seems much more cost-effective and flexible to have designated bus lanes.

My family uses Little Cottonwood for more than just skiing. A designated bus lane (s) would also benefit
hikers, climbers, back-country skiers and others . Though we love skiing, please consider alternatives
that would serve all the activities available up our beautiful canyons. Finally, a gondola would mar, in
my opinion, the beauty of the canyon.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion. | hope it will be seriously considered.
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COMMENT #: 6156

DATE: 8/17/21 4:12 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tom Burdett
COMMENT:

Cog Railway Preferred My support is with the cog rail line. It should be a stronger alternative for the
DEIS. Perhaps the cost can be reduced by placing one termination point between Alta and Snowbird.
Someplace perhaps north of the cliff lodge, between the heliport and the fire station. There could be
shuttle bus service to all hotels and destinations at the resorts via the main road or the by-pass road.
Think of it as an expanded snowbird shuttle. Then, encourage a more pedestrian centric design to both
villages, similar to Whistler and Blackcomb in British Columbia.

It's important for two legendary world class resorts, tucked into a sensitive eco-system, to minimize
expansion of parking foot-prints in the canyon. Just because the Salt Lake region is developed with car
a centric planning model, it doesn’t mean the resorts have to use the same model. Future demand for
parking needs to be balanced with access demand to Little Cottonwood. A policy should be developed
for parking outside the canyon with connections to transit. One that places a greater emphasis (by
percentage) outside Little Cottonwood Canyon than inside. It is paramount to get this balance right!
Railway stops could easily then be included for the rock-climbing areas or other seasonal warmer-
weather destinations in the canyon.

Considering these points, the cog railway option will foster the least, and most mitigatable,
environmental impact. A long-term strategy will be better for the environment and economic
development than a short-term strategy. Incremental road/parking expansion is the policy method that
has led to the existing transportation/environmental challenges. We cannot pave our way out of this
trending predicament. Please adjust the concept design to allow the cog rail line to be a competitive
preferred alternative.

There has been a cog railway on Pikes Peak for 130 years, starting in 1891. The newest cog railway on
Pikes Peak ($100 mil) just opened in July. I've hiked, driven, skied and ridden the rails on Pikes Peak.
Except for recreational skiing, the best travel experience is the cog railway.

We should all remember Daniel Burnham’s words: “Make no little plans; they have no magic to stir
men's blood and probably themselves will not be realized. Make big plans; aim high in hope and work,
remembering that a noble, logical diagram once recorded will never die, but long after we are gone be a
living thing, asserting itself with ever-growing insistency.”

I’'m offering to guide a trip to the Pikes Peak Cog Railway to interested parties (supporters and
skeptics). It can be accomplished in a one (long) day or two-day trip. I'm reasonably confident (with my
history there) speakers can be scheduled for a mobile workshop. It could include representatives from
the U.S. Forest Service, Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Colorado Springs and the El Pomar Foundation
(Broadmoor Hotel) to answer questions regarding their decision to rebuild the line on Pikes Peak.
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COMMENT #: 6157

DATE: 8/17/21 4:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shigeo Kawamura
COMMENT:

Buses. Do not ruin the canyon views with a gondola splitting the center of the canyon.

This gondola is padding the pockets of the partners of la caille.

January 2022 Page 32B-6286 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6158

DATE: 8/17/21 4:49 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kelsey Selin
COMMENT:

This proposal is targeted toward one industry...skiing. There is no need for expanded roads or
gondolas during any other months than winter. Why should tax payers be paying for the profitability of
Snowbird and Alta.

These proposals also don't account for the impact to the climbing community. Little cottonwood has
world class granite climbing and bouldering along the entire length of the canyon. The proposed
solutions would wipe out a lot of climbing boulders that many people have been projecting for years.

| feel disappointed that UDOT would tailor to one industry without evaluating less impactful sollutions to
others.
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COMMENT #: 6159

DATE: 8/17/21 5:12 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kurt Frehner
COMMENT:

The Little Cottonwood Gondola solution is the BEST! As a skier, | can't think of a better way to start and
finish the day than enjoying the canyon vistas rather than stressing about the "red snake" and potential
avalanches. And, it makes the most economic and environmental sense, as well. Please adopt this -
the sooner the better!
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COMMENT #: 6160

DATE: 8/17/21 5:27 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sundev Lohr
COMMENT:

Hi,

This whole thing seems ridiculous. No one is going to use the gondola or the bus unless you incentivize
them. So, why not try incentivizing the current bus and see how it goes. And, I'm talking serious
incentives: free bus fair and discounted tickets. See how that works out with the current system and go
from there.

In addition, you'll be erasing one user groups recreation terrain. From what I've seen a number of
boulders will be destroyed. These boulders have climbs on them with a rich history. Thousands of
climbers from all over the world have been working on these climbs for years. They are lifelong goals
for these folks. You'll wipe them out in a season just to get another user group that "might" use your
new transportation for a total of what, like 6 days.

| implore you to at least try a better incentive system prior to destroying so much of this terrain. I've
spent a few decades climbing the boulders beside the road, and | hope to spend at least a few more
completing these projects that | haven't quite succeeded at.

Thanks for your time.

January 2022 Page 32B-6289 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6161

DATE: 8/17/21 5:42 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jason Summers
COMMENT:

UDOT refuses to hear the locals on this issue. We do not want induced traffic from a shiny Gondola.
We don't want roadways wider - PERIOD. Your death toll on Wasatch Blvd should be an indication of
poor road management, ineffective buffers to slow cars down and inappropriate speed limits. When will
you look at options other than wider lanes with zero buffer between opposing lanes of traffic.

1. Require 4+ in cars going up the canyon
2. Improve Bus NODES/Micro Hubs

Look at alternatives before you spend $600 building a conveyer belt of money for Alta and Snowbird.
You are not listening to the Locals!
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COMMENT #: 6162

DATE: 8/17/21 5:43 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cole Schreiber
COMMENT:

Charge a toll for road use. (Use that money to improve public transit. More people use this Canyon
than resort skiers. It's public land. That means it’s for everyone. Not just the most profitable
demographic.
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COMMENT #: 6163

DATE: 8/17/21 5:54 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jason Summers
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Jason Summers
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6164

DATE: 8/17/21 6:04 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lauren Macklin
COMMENT:

As one who came to love climbing and bouldering through my experiences in Little Cottonwood
Canyon, it is heartbreaking to me that the proposals would threaten the access to the climbing, as well
as the experience. | think that we face woes that are felt in many cities, but that increased busses (not
bus lanes) a real mandate against cars without chains or 4WD, as well as a toll per car for driving up
canyon are better solutions.
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COMMENT #: 6165

DATE: 8/17/21 6:43 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: David Church
COMMENT:

Don't do this. It is completely unnecessary and will ruin the climbing experience of many.
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COMMENT #: 6166

DATE: 8/17/21 6:46 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Conrad Tallackson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Conrad Tallackson
Millcreek, UT
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COMMENT #: 6167

DATE: 8/17/21 6:47 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Ryan Wedemeyer
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Ryan Wedemeyer
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6168

DATE: 8/17/21 6:49 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Emily Clark
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Emily Clark
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6169

DATE: 8/17/21 6:50 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Russ Knezic
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Russ Knezic
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6170

DATE: 8/17/21 6:51 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Todd Langston
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Todd Langston
West Jordan, UT
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COMMENT #: 6171

DATE: 8/17/21 6:53 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Joseph Hobby
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Recent transplants, the uneducated and those with financial self-interest will be all for the gondola
especially with the recent addition of ad targeting on social media. What they don’t realize is that by
being the only outdoor space in the lower 48 with an attraction like this, we will exponentially GROW
tourism after installing it to the point we’ll have another population/transportation crisis in a couple years
to alleviate.

Colorado was 1 of 4 states to be the FIRST to legalize marijuana. | witnessed firsthand how this state
imploded overnight with new residents. Politics took a beautiful state that was already growing from the
many attractions including the beautiful landscape and stressed out the populations around the state.
Leaders believed they had to be the FIRST to adopt new marijuana laws instead of leaving for a state
like New Mexico that needed an economic boost.

At present, we are in a different situation but with the potential for a very similar outcome. Be careful
what you wish for within the tourism industry and being ‘unique’. As a home owner at the mouth of the
Cottonwood Canyons, | beg you to consider the alternatives below before changing the landscape of
the canyons, SLC and Utah forever.

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Joseph Hobby
Cottonwood Heights, UT
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COMMENT #: 6172

DATE: 8/17/21 7:04 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lindsay Gilbert
COMMENT:

Please reconsider funding a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. This “solution” does not consider
the long-term and only considers the private ski resorts. It would also have severely negative
environmental effects. Climbers and hikers do not want their views obstructed by the world’s longest
gondola. Taxpayers should not have to pay for a gondola which solely exists for private ski resorts. Ski
resorts are already close to their realistic max for patrons, sending more people up is not the solution.
There are much less detrimental options, like an increased bus system, that | believe would be more
effective overall.
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COMMENT #: 6173

DATE: 8/17/21 7:18 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Devin Vernick
COMMENT:

| have gratefully lived lived in, and loved Salt Lake City Utah since 2016. Personally, | find the rapid
growth of our wonderful city and state rather alarming and threatening to the natural beauty that exists
here. | am writing on behalf of many other citizens and outdoor enthusiasts who are deeply concerned
about the plan changes to our natural habitat that so many cherish. Please see my points below:

UDOT’s gondola and additional lane (s) proposals would have an unacceptable impact on the climbing
experience as well as year-round dispersed recreation access throughout all of Little Cottonwood
Canyon.

UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and
other traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape,

Both UDOT proposals threaten iconic climbing throughout Little Cottonwood and at least 64 boulders
and 273 boulder problems.

UDOT’s proposed parking lot “improvements” would severely limit access to the most popular climbing

in the canyon by dramatically reducing the already limited parking currently available at the Gate
Buttress, Grit Mill, and at the lower Little Cottonwood Park and Ride.

Thank you for your consideration, and please do right by your integrity and your conviction to be a good
steward of this beautiful state.
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COMMENT #: 6174

DATE: 8/17/21 7:22 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Trey Torgerson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Trey Torgerson
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6175

DATE: 8/17/21 7:36 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Eric Gale
COMMENT:

| support the gondola in little cottonwood canyon
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COMMENT #: 6176

DATE: 8/17/21 7:39 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Christopher Bond
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

This is my second message. After further thought, | believe the road should stay AS IS. What is the
point of more road capacity when the resorts will be just as crowded? | also am vehemently against
removing the boulder and stick about a third of the way up the canyon. If you can promise to keep that
particular spot intact (using my fill and NO cut) | would continue to support the expanded road with
enhanced bus service.

Thank you
Sincerely,

Christopher Bond
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6177

DATE: 8/17/21 7:42 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: J Brett Nelsen
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

J Brett Nelsen
West Jordan, UT
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COMMENT #: 6178

DATE: 8/17/21 7:43 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jana Nelsen
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Jana Nelsen
West Jordan, UT
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COMMENT #: 6179

DATE: 8/17/21 7:50 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Edward Harrold
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Edward Harrold
Draper, UT
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COMMENT #: 6180

DATE: 8/17/21 8:02 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Susan Tuori
COMMENT:

As global warming continues and eventually snow falls decrease there will still likely be snow in LCC
and therefore even more people skiing there. Do some forward thinking and put in an oversized
gondola to anticipate future heavy usage. That canyon road is just not sustainable.
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COMMENT #: 6181

DATE: 8/17/21 8:20 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Joshua Foulger
COMMENT:

I do not support this plan, and would like to see a less impactful and permanent solution.
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COMMENT #: 6182

DATE: 8/17/21 8:30 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tera Schirf
COMMENT:

| do Not support the additional lanes or gondola proposed. We should use public buses that are
already in place and make it mandatory to take these buses to the resort.
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COMMENT #: 6183

DATE: 8/17/21 9:58 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lily Johnson
COMMENT:

No gondola!! No road expansion!! Keep the country country!! That money could be put towards saving
human lives, not destroying nature. Also, the tax payers don’t want to pay for that. They can’t afford a
ski pass, let alone to fund the gondola or road expansion they’ll never use. Please, please listen to the
public on this one!!!! Not the resorts and their self-interest!
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COMMENT #: 6184

DATE: 8/17/21 10:51 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Daniel Leifson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Daniel Leifson
West Bountiful, UT
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COMMENT #: 6185

DATE: 8/18/21 6:34 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Luis Serrano Bellido
COMMENT:

Hello,

My name is Luis Serrano. | am from Spain. | have been a rock climber for over 24 years. | moved first
to EEUU in 2012. When | saw what Utah offers for rock climbers | wanted to make my home here. This
happened this year in 2021 after trying to move here for almost 8 years. | have been climbing over
Europe and EEUU and Utah just got my heart from day 1. Little Cottonwood Canyon is my favorite area
so far, and one of the reasons | moved to Utah. It would be devastating for this amazing climbing
community to loose one of the best areas this territory has to offer. Please, make an effort to not
remove one of the best things this land has for everybody.

Thank you for your time,

Luis Serrano
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COMMENT #: 6186

DATE: 8/18/21 7:48 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Samantha Miller
COMMENT:

Give the buses a better chance. Provide more parking and pick up times. The gondola will ruin many
things people move to SLC for including bouldering.
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COMMENT #: 6187

DATE: 8/18/21 8:01 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brock Johnson
COMMENT:

| don’t think a gondola would by appropriate for this
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COMMENT #: 6188

DATE: 8/18/21 8:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Pirozzi
COMMENT:

My family boulders in Little Cottonwood multiple times per week in all seasons except winter. This
involves climbing on the boulders which are slated for destruction under the current transportation
solution plan. The transportation plan must not permanently alter the boulders of Little Cottonwood
until less impactful options have been tried and shown to be ineffective. Additional bus service and tolls
should be attempted prior to road widening or gondola installation.
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COMMENT #: 6189

DATE: 8/18/21 8:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: John Krieg
COMMENT:

| ski snd hike the areas in LCC and live in the SLC area. | suggest the bus alternative. The gondola
approach is too intrusive to the area and would turn LCC into Disneyland.
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COMMENT #: 6190

DATE: 8/18/21 8:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Pat Normal
COMMENT:

No gondola please. The area is used for recreation. Gondola will not help

January 2022 Page 32B-6319 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6191

DATE: 8/18/21 8:41 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: John Lindstrom
COMMENT:

| oppose the Gondola alternative and support enhanced bus service during peak periods.

January 2022 Page 32B-6320 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6192

DATE: 8/18/21 8:54 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Micki Harris
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Micki Harris
Cottonwood Heights, UT
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COMMENT #: 6193

DATE: 8/18/21 9:04 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeff Duchesneau
COMMENT:

Gondola's are the transportation of the future. Utah should lead the way and inspire the world. Projects
around the world are studying this case closely.
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COMMENT #: 6194

DATE: 8/18/21 9:31 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Norbert Kornyei
COMMENT:

The proposed gondola is not a viable option for many families either living in the Salt Lake City area or
for visitors. For example: When my daughter and her family come to visit us for skiing we have four
adults and three children that occupy one vehicle that gets us all to Alta in 45 minutes (except for
powder weekends). If we were to use the gondola, we would have to drive to the bus parking area,
unload the car (imagine a family with toddlers and young children) carry all gear and skis to the bus.
Wait in line for the bus to the gondola, disembark the bus, carry gear and children to gondola line, wait
for gondola, embark, carrying ski gear, backpacks, lunch, ski boots etc etc. then ride for thirty minutes.
30 minutes to bus parking area/structure, 10 minutes to bus, min 10 minutes to gondola (how long
would the lines be?) 30 minutes ride on gondola. So a 45 minute drive becomes easily an hour an a
half to two hours. Ridiculous!
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COMMENT #: 6195

DATE: 8/18/21 9:38 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Amy Braig-Lindstom
COMMENT:

| oppose the gondola alternate!

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 6196

DATE: 8/18/21 10:10 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Denise Keenan
COMMENT:

I moved to Utah in 1987 BECAUSE of the mountains, valleys, desert, ski resorts, cycling, camping,
hiking trails and all outdoor recreation. | still live here full-time. | still recreate. Utah and the Salt Lake
valley have grown exponentially in the past 34 years and this has absolutely impacted the recreation -
participation has increased in every aspect. That is the way of growth and advancement. It does not
have to completely ruin the recreational experiences. A VISION and a master plan for 10-25 years will
maintain this quality. NOT a sector by sector of special interest protecting their "own" recreation and
profit (I am referencing ski Alta and Snowbird ski resorts in LCC).

Regarding LCC transportation, access, vehicle reduction specifically: for those of us who enjoy alpine
skiing, backcountry skiing, snowshoeing, and hiking - | urge the Committee to STOP with any defined
"Development Project". This is THE TIME to STOP supporting development if it means more human
impact on the frail and gorgeous ecosystems.

A PHASED APPROACH to "managing" LCC transportation access vehicle reduction is the BEST
approach. This is no less than a 10-year process. It can begin this year! Apply a change then Assess its
impact. Add more changes and Assess the impact. It is not a single "Project" to solve "the problem" as
the growth will continue for years to come.

My recommendations/ ideas (thank you for inviting feedback):

1. Fund and build snow bridges - stop. Assess the effect of keeping traffic moving on high avalanche
risk days and keeping the road open in spite of the risk - by minimizing the damage/risk of avalanches.

)

2. Charge for parking onsite at each resort - $25/car (irregardless of how many occupants) - stop.
Charge for every car, all winter days, if in spot > 2 hours. Voucher provided by restaurants for those
only in the canyon for dining. Hotel guests pay as well. Large cities consistently charge for parking for
hotel guests.

3. Increase Bus service and Bus Parking lots - stop.

Build/ or negotiate daily winter usage (weekend only) at a downtown location (hotel guests and
residents access these), at La Caille site, along Ft Union Blvd, near I-15 in Midvale area, near I-15 in
Lehi area.... multiple areas - with NONSTOP LCC/ ski resort transportation from each parking area. Bus
frequency is based on # parking spots and riders at each location and may be different based on
usage. Less frequent buses provided for stops at trailheads/ backcountry areas. Bus is free for Season
Ski Pass holders (Alta, Snowbird, Ikon, etc). Bus is free for LCC Annual Pass holders (backcountry
skiers, snowshoers, hikers, cross country skiers, photographers etc) and all others pay a round-trip fee
- perhaps $5.00.

Buses run in off-ski season at a less frequent basis but continue to run daily.

4. Develop an Annual LCC Pass for folks to purchase - stop. $50/year per pass. Bus is free for LCC
Annual Pass holders (backcountry skiers, snowshoers, hikers, cross country skiers, photographers etc)
and all others pay a round-trip fee - perhaps $5.00.

If each of these were put into effect with pauses to determine efficacy of the stated goal - reduce private
vehicular traffic in LCC on winter days by 30% - the goal would hypothetically be achieved. One cannot
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argue that it will not be achieved. None of us know, we can only surmise, human behavior. Yes, it is
seems to collectively be impatient, convenient, inexpensive, individualized, comfortable, quick - but the
wilderness and the earth don't follow ANY of these behaviors.

Stop damaging our greatest economic value to the Salt Lake Valley - LCC brings tourism dollars and
keeps tax paying residents here. Do not forget why many of us are here. And please consider that
those residents who do not recreate in LCC will most likely NOT PASS a TAX HIKE to pay for the
outrageously expensive Projects that are being considered. Those who use the canyon (s) need to to
contribute to the costs of preserving them. Further development (destruction, actually) is not the
answer.
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COMMENT #: 6197

DATE: 8/18/21 10:11 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Erika Kazi
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

WE MUST ENCOURAGE BEHAVIORAL CHANGE BEFORE WE EXPECT PEOPLE TO TAKE A
GONDOLA!!

Sincerely,

Erika Kazi
Salt Lake City, UT

January 2022 Page 32B-6327 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6198

DATE: 8/18/21 10:12 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Sara Wetzel
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Sara Wetzel
Chicago, IL
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COMMENT #: 6199

DATE: 8/18/21 10:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: John Williamson
COMMENT:

As a frequent visitor to little cottonwood canyon for the past 30+ years. | believe that the volumn of
traffic is beyond capacity. It is bumper to bumper from the mouth of the canyon to alta/snowbird on the
weekends that | was there skiing. | think with current climate conditions the gondola would be the best
alternative for everybody. We don't need more buses even if they are electric powered. Less vehicles
on the access road would be better for the water supply to SLC too.
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COMMENT #: 6200

DATE: 8/18/21 10:22 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jeffrey Johnson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Instead of spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening and destroying part of this beautiful canyon, | recommend that we first
adequately fund programs and resources that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place
today in an effort to address the traffic and congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and
programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Johnson
Provo, UT
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COMMENT #: 6201

DATE: 8/18/21 10:36 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Bill Arthur
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Bill Arthur
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6202

DATE: 8/18/21 10:36 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Adam Clark
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Adam Clark
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6203

DATE: 8/18/21 10:40 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: James Roh
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

| really implore everyone to truly ask who the gondola serves and what, if any, problems does it solve.
The answer is that it ONLY benefits the resorts. It does nothing for the increasing backcountry traffic at
trailheads. Those will only become more and more congested as Utah's population swells. A bus
service that stops at trailheads can and will alleviate that traffic.

And let's think long term - how many more seasons of winter do we have before climate change limits
the amount and quality of snow? A decade? Maybe two? Considering how long it will take to construct
the gondola, | imagine there will only be 5-15 years of it running before it's obsolete. Let's put that hefty
bill to better use!

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and
congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

James Roh
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6204

DATE: 8/18/21 10:45 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: James Godin
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

James Godin
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6205

DATE: 8/18/21 10:45 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Stephen W. Lewis
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

To whom it may concern.

| was involved with the Forest Service in the Tri Canyon area, & the BLM statewide, re numerous EIS's
& EA's dealing with ski resorts & then public lands in the state.

i have specific long term background in dealing with the four Tri Canyon Resort areas, & have been
involved in all of their EIS expansion.

Traditionally the Forest Service & the resort use a contracted entity to organize and write the EIS; never
before have i seen a state agency offer an EIS for the Tri Canyon area & be so profoundly out of touch
& detached with what is going on in the winter and summer canyons.

The Ski Resorts in their Forest Service Permits, have carrying capacity limits. 30 years ago, 20 years
ago, 10 years ago, analysis showed that carrying capacity, particularly at Snowbird and Alta was past
proper limits. And now, with a gondola, the resorts plan to push an additional 3K people an hour up to
the resorts; & this is in addition to the vehicles that travel & park in the canyon. The proposal is a
boondoggle & makes no sense as it foments a mass disregard for the intended carrying capacity
concept. User crowds at the bottom of the resort are going to be unmanageable, unruly and upset.

And where is the parking or bus carrying shuttles to get 3K visitors at the bottom of the gondola ride.
Are new football fields of parking going to be created out of "nowhere" or just how are citizens suppose
to get from to the bottom of the tram?

The prime winter concerns in the canyon are inadequate parking at the resorts, and then vehicles going
up & then down the canyon with inadequate tires & vehicle. With the abandonment of the safety
inspection by the state, many drivers drive with bald tires. The drive up in the morning may be dry or
semi-dry & in the afternoon snow falls on the roadway, and those bald tires slip off the road and create
mayhem.

An alternative, not addressed (which should have been).
A toll road at the bottom of the two canyons.

In winter, only vehicles with 4WD or AWD. And all vehicles need to carry and show they have chains
before they allowed up the canyon.

Those with passenger vehicles that don't fit the above will have to go with others, take a shuttle or bus
or not go up the canyon. The use patterns of citizens need to dramatically change, with safety &
efficiency emphasized. Managed reversible lanes should be looked at.

The two alternative option the UDOT proposes is not artful, nuanced or fully contextual. With long
winter drought, none of us know the future of snowpack & ski resorts in the Wasatch. To make believe
that bounteous snow will exist for the next 30 years is a myth; & to guess that citizens will have
hundreds of dollars/per day just to use resorts is beyond belief. The footprints of each of the resorts
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should not be expanded, no parking expanded & if need be limits placed on users in the canyon to
protect the watershed & the landscape To industrialize the canyon with a Gondola or extra lane is
showing a complete disaffection toward nature, other canyon users & the environment.

Other alternatives that legally should be included.

Reduced or no cost winter busses into the canyons.

Reduced cost non-winter busses in the canyons.

Various express busses from a variety of points in the valley, so traffic is not bunched a the bottom of
LCC & BCC Canyons.

Shuttle vans that can take skiers to a handful of trailheads.

Summer traffic in upper LCC Canyon already requires a toll fee, and it practically limits & manages
users in the upper canyon & at parking areas.

A changed mindset, & new alternatives need to follow, particularly for the winter season. Traffic use
patterns have to change. With a toll, 4WD or AWD & required chains, & shuttles & more efficient and
low cost busses, traffic can efficiently get up and down. the canyon, and the use numbers are limited.

I am willing to meet with UDOT, Forest Service & Resort officials, speak to them & listen.
Sincerely,

Stephen W. Lewis

South Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6206

DATE: 8/18/21 10:49 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Hugh Ferguson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Seems like the two proposals for solutions have skipped a lot of options. The Gondola option as
portrayed by the promotional video seems very misleading. So many unanswered questions here.
Bottom line is it would increase usage of ski areas. So increase revenue to ski areas. As for canyon
traffic and congestion | think it would not do a thing to decrease it. Time is still a huge commodity and
the tram is more of a gimmick than a solution. Still huge incentive to drive with the tram. If the lift ride is
best case scenario 37 minutes to Alta with a loading line at both ends and a parking situation at the
bottom the transportation time would be a minimum of an hour on both ends with any sort of canyon
volume. That is 2 hours of the day for just the 8 miles of the canyon. Still a lot more time to get to the
actual base of the gondola via private or pubic transport. | think some lane widening and snow sheds in
the upper canyon that incentivizes buses by making their use quicker and less expensive than personal
vehicle use would be a much better solution.

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like the
gondola , | am advocating that we work on snow sheds and some choke areas of road widening first,
along with adequately funding programs and resources that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC
has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and congestion problems. Some of these proven
systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
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Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

We have seen what too much capacity has done to our big 5 national parks. It is inevitable that more
people will come to use our canyons, but at some point there is a breaking point of how much the
canyon can handle. | feel like we are very close to that point now.

Sincerely,

Hugh Ferguson
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6207

DATE: 8/18/21 11:01 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Dan Mitrovich
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,
Dan Mitrovich
Park City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6208

DATE: 8/18/21 11:02 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nancy Hogarty Baker
COMMENT:

| am writing in favor of the enhanced bus service with dedicated lanes.

| am 72 years old and a LCC skier since | was 7 years old. Population growth matters and is a fact of
life. Growth impacts our experiences both on the ski slope and in life. At some point, there is just so
much growth the environment can absorb. | favor a more flexible, less permanent, less expensive
alternative because | know growth will not stop. In another generation or less, there will be a need for
additional measures to address the current crowding issue all over again. | believe it is magical thinking
to believe that ANY of the alternatives will eliminate the impact of population growth significantly. We
will always feel this impact and we will adapt (as | have adapted to the benefits of improved high-speed
six-packs and the detriment of crowded slopes, day lodges and the inability to choose to "go skiing" at
whatever time of day | wish.)

The gondola option is costly and of major environmental impact and will address, but not solve, today’s
transportation issues. The bus/lane enhancement option will address, but not solve, today’s
transportation issues. We are on the cusp of a major societal change in thinking about individual
automobile travel. The more flexible alternatives will not “lock in” a solution for the long term. Twenty,
thirty or forty years sounds like long time to some but to folks who have the gift of years, the cycle is
obvious. It is enough time to create major societal change as well as undo thinking and solutions that
are so cutting edge today. The gondola may become a tourist attraction but not a solution to traffic
congestion.

At some point, there will be a limit to the number of people who can fit on the mountain at one time.
There will be a limit to the amount of profits the resorts can make. And there may well be the reduction
of ski days, if not the demise, of snow-based recreation in the Wasatch front canyons. The more
permanent solutions do not address these possibilities over time. They also do not address how growth
will impact summer activity that is nature-based rather than resort-based. We can easily imagine
bumper to bumper cars in July as outdoor enthusiasts seek time in nature along with the all the new
families who will be driving to their timeshare condos loaded with groceries, bikes, and baby strollers.

Neither group will be riding a gondola.

Solutions that address the quality of experience in LCC, beyond getting more bodies in the canyon as
quickly as possible, should also be considered. How about metering the number of vehicles in the
canyon to a sustainable number? How about requiring a reservation to ski on a particular day and time?
(Deer Valley seems to have marketed that concept nicely.) How about limiting the number of human
beings in the canyon at a time? and How about adding safe bike and pedestrian lanes that are real
lanes? How about we face the fact that there are limits to how many and how fast can we get people
into Little Cottonwood Canyon? No one likes to stand in line, wait their turn or have to make a
reservation to do an activity. But these things are required to keep the growing population somewhat
functional. To do otherwise is the magical thinking that we can keep growing without noticing a change
in how we live.

Thanks you for the extensive efforts you have taken to allow for public input.
Please do not choose the gondola option.

Sincerely,
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Nancy Hogarty Baker
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COMMENT #: 6209

DATE: 8/18/21 11:09 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stephen Allen
COMMENT:

Do not build the gondola if it threatens local rock climbing access! Rock climbers are a growing and
influential user group who offer economic stability to local areas because of their tourism.
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COMMENT #: 6210

DATE: 8/18/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Brian Lewis
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Brian Lewis
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6211

DATE: 8/18/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tucker Castle
COMMENT:

Please no gondola, please no lane widening. Please do not take away the 100’s of climbing options
that LCC offers. We will pay a toll, we’ll wait in lines to ride a bus, whatever you want, just don’t take
the boulders away

January 2022 Page 32B-6344 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6212

DATE: 8/18/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Ken Yonemura
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

The current road usage is untenable for the long term. | support the gondola and conversion of the
roadway to a toll road. The current roadway would need avalanche protection and the number of
potential avalanche sites makes the use of deflection tunnels equally or more expensive.

If we could have a railway system like Wengen in the alps | would also support the process and that
would also include the elimination of cars. The downside would be the more limited access to some
backcountry sites.

Sincerely,

Ken Yonemura
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6213

DATE: 8/18/21 11:30 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: John Porcher
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

John Porcher
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6214

DATE: 8/18/21 11:32 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Ed Shaul
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Ed Shaul
Heber City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6215

DATE: 8/18/21 11:42 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Nathan Siegal
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

As a frequent user of little cottonwood canyon over the last 30 yrs, | am very much against the thinly
veiled idea of a gondola solving our current traffic and usage problems . That there are private
individuals, worse, politicians, in a position to make enormous profits through the construction of this
project should be enough for most critical thinking individuals to hit the pause button.

Aside from the obvious conflict of interest of those pushing the construction of a gondola, a larger
problem still exists. The gondola does not address the issues with the very times the road experiences
the worst congestion - during snow storms. The gondola of course will not run during interlodge, which
happens frequently during winter. Why this is not brought up more is beyond me. Of course we can not
safely transport people up the canyon when you are not allowed to be outside at the top of the canyon.
All this will accomplish is that on the handful of weekend powder days each year, we will move the
major congestion from the canyon road over to a privately owned parking center at la caille.

A bus solution will be less damaging to the end user experience, and will not create irreversible
damage to the canyons aesthetic.

A good starting point to improve traffic issues in the canyon would be simple. Snow tires (3pmsf) for
ALL vehicles in the canyon from November to May. This would dramatically cut down on incidents of
vehicles sliding off the road and keep cars not up to the task of driving the canyon out of the way of the
rest of us. The fact that our police force cannot enforce a simple rule like this is a very basic problem
that could be easily solved. But they need to be educated - the unified police force cars do not even use
snow tires! Are you kidding? The police SUVs use Goodyear wrangler AT tires, not snow tires. A quick
google of this will show tirerack tests showing that no allseason tires even comes close to the
performance of an actual winter tire. No wonder they can’t enforce the rules!

Some simple, common sense enforcement will go a long way towards alleviating the problems we see
on snow days, and trying these with a legitimate effort should be done long before spending millions on
the construction of a gondola or widening the road.

Sincerely,

Nathan Siegal
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6216

DATE: 8/18/21 11:43 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Anthony Waldron
COMMENT:

| have been skiing regularly at Alta and occasionally at Snowbird, for 25 years or more. | think that the
Gondola plan to address the Little Cottonwood Canyon traffic issue will be more appropriate and more
environmentally friendly.
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COMMENT #: 6217

DATE: 8/18/21 11:50 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Taylor Dziedzina
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Taylor Dziedzina
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6218

DATE: 8/18/21 11:50 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Matthew Davis
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | want you to be fiscally and environmentally responsible conducting a
capacity assessment of LCC. With a finite area, there is a finite number of people who can and should
be able to recreate in the canyon at any one time. ONLY after deciding on what the sustainable
capacity limit is should a solution be chosen.

Sincerely,

Matthew Davis
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6219

DATE: 8/18/21 11:56 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Steve Hunt
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Steve Hunt
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6220

DATE: 8/18/21 12:01 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jiang Qian
COMMENT:

| personally think Gondola is the best option from environment protection perspective and public safety
side. It will bring more tourists and benefit the economy of Utah.
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COMMENT #: 6221

DATE: 8/18/21 12:04 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Joseph Vargyas
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Joseph Vargyas
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6222

DATE: 8/18/21 12:10 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Steve Gourley
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Please do not build a gondola up little cottonwood canyon. It does not address my needs as an
outdoor enthusiast and it will make irreversible damage to the canyon. ) There is already too much
happening in the canyon that adding more people will only make the problem worse. The gondola
seems like a marketing stunt for the state and the ski resorts. | do not want the ski resorts to get bigger
or dictate the planning for little cottonwood canyon.

Please consider making bus transportation a more viable and better option. Consider updating traffic
patterns to make the buses more efficient. Tolling to decrease single passenger cars.

Sincerely,

Steve Gourley
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6223

DATE: 8/18/21 12:20 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Patrick Kilbourn
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Patrick Kilbourn
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6224

DATE: 8/18/21 12:20 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Olivia Shan
COMMENT:

A gondola only adds to the problems we are already having. We have pristine climbing and natural
ecosystems that would be direct affected in a negative way. Don’t take away the local stomping
grounds that are much appreciated by adding easy transportation so the area has even more pollution/
environmental destruction. Thanks.
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COMMENT #: 6225

DATE: 8/18/21 12:34 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mark Jensen
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Mark Jensen
Alpharetta, GA
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COMMENT #: 6226

DATE: 8/18/21 12:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Eliza Van Wetter
COMMENT:

| am disheartened by the lack of small, less expensive solutions that could help in the short term. |
believe that there should be a huge emphasis on increasing parking capacity at the base of the canyon.
I think that it would be wise to combine a larger parking lot with an increase number of buses without
expanding the road to see if this helps the problem before investing in a larger, more expensive
alternative. If the road does need to be widened, | think the best option would be to add only one bus
lane for buses going up the canyon in the morning and buses going down the canyon in the afternoon. |
am very opposed to the idea of a gondola. | think it would be an unfair use of tax payer money given
that it would only benefit a tiny fraction of Utah taxpayers.

I hope you consider all comments and please do not build a gondola.
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COMMENT #: 6227

DATE: 8/18/21 12:41 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bill Arthur
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation
- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Bill Arthur
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6228

DATE: 8/18/21 9:44 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Chad Van Ginkel
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

I urge UDOT to consider alternatives to the gondola and widening of SR 210 before we go down a path
from which there is no return. Permanent alteration of one of the most unique and beautiful outdoor
recreational locations in the country is not an acceptable solution. The below listed alternatives must be
tried before we spend billions of taxpayer dollars to benefit the ski resorts:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Also, any change to transportation within the canyon needs to address the needs of recreationalists
beyond the patrons of the ski resorts.

Sincerely,

Chad Van Ginkel
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6229

DATE: 8/16/21 5:43 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Richard Anthony
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Richard Anthony

Sandy, UT

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

Don't widen the roads. Don't build a gondola. Consider the people who aren't going to the resorts.
Create a bus system that serves everyone year round, not just skiers. Stop stealing our land.
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COMMENT #: 6230

DATE: 8/18/21 1:27 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Matthew parsons
COMMENT:

We love skiing at Snowbird and Alta on weekend and powder days. | also love driving up to the
uncrowned resort on most weekday with no congestion. But my family also loves snowshoeing, hiking,
back country skiing, camping and picnicking in BCC and LCC and the gondola solution serves none of
these recreation opportunities. Bringing the crowds into our neighborhoods, creating an eyesore,
spending millions on a project the benefits 2 resorts while fueling encouraging insatiable ski area
expansion does not serve the Wasatch or our community. Please consider other immediate attainable
transportation options above as you try to create the best option for the Wasatch.

Thanks,

Matt Parsons
Cottonwood Heights, UT
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COMMENT #: 6231

DATE: 8/18/21 1:33 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Derek Gustafson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and
congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Derek Gustafson
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6232

DATE: 8/18/21 2:08 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Parker Densmore
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

I love LCC because it allows me to truly feel like | am out in the wilderness, away from people and
stress, all within an hour of my apartment. | love the hikes, the ski tours, and the simple beauty of the
drive itself. While | understand that the traffic is a problem, | believe there must be more thought put
toward finding a solution that encompasses the environmental impacts and the many uses of the
canyon. lIs the solution really getting more people into the canyon? Should the ski resorts be the only
people benefitting from taxpayer money and the destruction of more ecosystems? In a world where
corporations are assaulting both the natural world and individuals, more time and effort must be
incorporated to maintaining habitat and the support of outdoor recreationalists.

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and
congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Parker Densmore
Park City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6233

DATE: 8/18/21 2:29 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: C Clark
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Don't start building gondolas or expanding roads. These are not beneficial options. Any options that
intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current capacity limit (as defined by current
parking spots) are unacceptable.

There isn't enough merit in either of the two options you've chosen for Little Cottonwood Cyn
transportation. More research needs to be done. Carrying capacity of the canyons needs to be agreed
upon. Also, be sure you are listening to voices from all sides, not just the ski resorts. The two options
you are offering seem to have been chosen non-transparently, ignoring much of the work done by
several citizens groups. A viable solution must consider the needs of all Utahns, not just resort skiiers.

Do not install gondolas. Gondolas are not likely to be useful in times of high winds or heavy snow, or
yes, even during heat waves (during a recent heat wave, streetcar cables melted in Portland).
Gondolas are unsightly and interfere with great rock climbing places (to say nothing of avalanche
terrain.) Gondolas don't do enough to alleviate traffic congestion: Cars will still be needed by those
who have cabins in the canyon, or those who would like to recreate in the backcountry using dispersed
trailheads.

Busses are preferable to cars or gondolas. Bus stops can be located throughout the valley, providing
direct transportation to the canyons. That would help alleviate congestion in the valley as well as in the
canyons. But please don't widen the road until other solutions have been explored. If you do widen the
road, start bit by bit, so you can watch the impacts carefully.

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and
congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Without a plan in place to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded. This would
be detrimental to our precious watershed, wildlife, riparian ecosystems, and just plain tranquility for
users who appreciate the wildness and awesome beauty of nature. Exceeding carrying capacity will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon as well as the recreational user experience. Increased
capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures.
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Do not allow any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.
Sincerely,

C Clark
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6234

DATE: 8/18/21 2:40 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Tara Elmore
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Tara Elmore
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6235

DATE: 8/18/21 2:50 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jordan Diamond
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

It is quite obvious that there are already too many people using LCC on busy winter ski days. Instead
of trying to promote "easier" access utilizing alternative transportation concepts (tram, road widening), |
think there should be a limit to the number of people allowed up in one day. Once this limit is reached,
the canyon should then be "closed"- and just like in any busy parking lot, once folks leave, then more
should be allowed to go up- NEVER exceeding the predetermined limit. The Wasatch is a finite
resource, and with the increase in non lift served skier numbers, it is crazy to suggest that ski areas
should be allowed to expand into what is now 'backcountry' terrain. Unless | am mistaken, this is forest
service land which is leased to ski areas- meaning that it belongs to EVERYONE, and should be give
no preferential treatment to these businesses in which the sole purpose is to maximize profits.

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

jordan Diamond
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6236

DATE: 8/18/21 3:07 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Douglas Brockmeyer
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,
My typical reasons for visiting LCC in the past: Beauty. Solitude. Recreation.

Now, due to overcrowding, | factor these in as well: Traffic, Frustration, Lack of Parking, Degradation of
user experience, Parking fees, Unsafe vehicles, etc...

For that reason | haven't visited LCC in the winter for two years. It's just not worth it. I'm sure many
other share my sentiments. I'd love to go back. | love LCC. But the vast majority of the time it's just not
worth it.

Imagine the impact during the multi-year project of building the gondola: Traffic delays due to heavy

equipment, habitat destruction, skyline view degradation, no real "solution" to the problem during the
period of construction leading to even more frustration, not to mention cost overruns and the ultimate
inequitable entitlement to privileged skiers.

An augmented bus system with appropriate tolling, with even possibly a Zion-like shuttle system, is the
easiest, most cost effective and equitable solution to this issue. A permit system should also be strongly
considered, although it pains me to say it.

Sincerely,
Douglas Brockmeyer
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6237

DATE: 8/18/21 3:50 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Garrett Kemper
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Garrett Kemper
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6238

DATE: 8/18/21 3:53 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: John Woeste
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

John Woeste
Salt Lake City, UT

January 2022 Page 32B-6372 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6239

DATE: 8/18/21 4:17 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: John Allison
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

John Allison
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6240

DATE: 8/18/21 5:18 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Barbara Dahl
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprintss.

PLEASE DO NOT FUND A GONDOLA OR RAIL OPTION. THESE OPTIONS DO NOT MAKE
PRACTICAL SENSE IN LIGHT OF MORE COST-EFFICIENT OPTIONS.

Sincerely,
Barbara Dahl, MD
Sincerely,

Barbara Dahl
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6241

DATE: 8/18/21 5:40 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Mark Gardiner
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Particularly in light of more frequent heavy down pours resulting from a more energetic atmosphere and
the possibility of mudslides and debris flows | do not think unneccesary construction should be
undertaken in the canyon. All solutions should be weighed against the effects of the climate crisis.

| support the use of electric buses on existing roads in combination with tools like tolling, paid parking,
express buses, shuttles for dispersed users and more.

The choke point for the Cottonwood Canyons is at the resorts, at the trail heads, and in roadside
parking. Any solution that puts more people in the canyons will degrade the watershed, the beauty of
the natural setting, and the potential for enjoyment.

Sincerely,
Mark Gardiner
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6242

DATE: 8/18/21 6:07 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Nolan Ingersoll
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Nolan Ingersoll
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6243

DATE: 8/18/21 6:39 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Will Peterson
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

This is a very important item to me...the beauty of utah brought me to move here...its key to protect
them for future generations. as a result, before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC
to construct unproven solutions like a gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first
adequately fund programs and resources that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place
today in an effort to address the traffic and congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and
programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Will Peterson
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6244

DATE: 8/18/21 7:08 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Stephanie Mills
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

I am advocating that we adequately fund programs and resources that leverage the existing
infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and congestion problems, rather
than the stupidly expensive, environmentally irresponsible, and unproven road widening or gondola
options. Some of these proven systems and programs include:

- Bus only access on weekends during peak periods (excepting residents and a capped number of
employees)

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation outside of peak times and manage canyon capacity
- Increased funding to support more express ski buses and the transition to electric buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express ski bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch
Front - instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood
hubs to avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd.

- Ski shuttle to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Funding for free high density parking (multi story) at key bus pick up points

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints

Sincerely,

Stephanie Mills
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6245

DATE: 8/18/21 7:42 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Anna Keeling
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

Expanded bus services:

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front -
instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd.

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

Traffic management options:

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

| contest that any efforts that intentionally or unintentionallyincrease capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Anna Keeling
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6246

DATE: 8/18/21 10:14 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bree Rounds
COMMENT:

| am a resident of Sandy, and the future of the canyons is very important to me. | am asking the
committee to research options that will create THE LEAST damage to our world class boulders. | use
these boulders regularly, and regularly talk to people who come JUST to climb in LCC & on these
boulders. There are more than 2 options (widening road or gondola) and these should be researched
for the good of our climbing areas.
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COMMENT #: 6247

DATE: 8/18/21 10:34 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Molly Barth
COMMENT:

There is one and only one actual solution to the traffic problem in Little Cottonwood Canyon: reduce
and limit the number of people who access the for-profit ski resorts on a daily basis while strongly
discouraging personal vehicle use via hefty fees alongside improving public transportation up the
canyon via more frequent bus service. Limiting people could be achieved by implementating a
reservation system for non-season pass holders and charging expensive ($50+) per private vehicle that
is parked up canyon and used to access the for-profit ski areas.

A gondola would absolutely fundamentally change the canyon for the worse. LCC is a precious place
and to have an atrocity such as the horrific gondola built in the canyon would be utterly devastating to
hundreds of thousands of people. It would leave a long-lasting scar of shame on a canyon that offers so
much to the people and wildlife of the Wasatch.

Please consider limiting the number of people who travel up canyon in the first place as well as
increasing bus service before significantly changing the canyon forever.
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COMMENT #: 6248

DATE: 8/19/21 7:33 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jeff Hanna
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Like many before me and and many after me, | came to the Salt Lake Valley to ride the resorts. While
building a relationship with the mountains | quickly came to love the other opportunities that Wasatch
mountains provide, including backcountry split boarding, mountain biking and hiking. While the resorts
are still an important part of my relationship, human powered accents are becoming a more viable
option as my family beings to grow and time/money are being diverted away from the mountains.
Please consider my user type as needing access to park/carpool for access public lands and trailheads
to pursue early morning and after work adventures that the resorts currently to not support.

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hanna
Sandy, UT

January 2022 Page 32B-6382 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6249

DATE: 8/19/21 7:34 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeremy Spooner
COMMENT:

Please reconsider the Gondola option for other less destructive options are employed first. Expanded
bus services and traffic mitigation strategies should be the first measure before a more drastic and
costly implementation such as the Gondola option. Additionally, a life cycle cost analysis is required to
justify a Gondola that will only be required for a fraction of the year at peak times. Most of the year the
Gondola will not be required or will be operational over a clear roadway.
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COMMENT #: 6250

DATE: 8/19/21 8:06 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Meagan Gallagher
COMMENT:

UDOT's gondola and road widening are both unacceptable options that create inequalities in dispersed-
year round recreation access. Both of these proposals will demolish some of the most iconic climbing
in the canyon, eliminating at least 64 boulders or 273 problems. SLC is regarded as one of the largest
meccas for climbing in the country because of the variety of climbing and proximity to the city that areas
such as Little Cottonwood Canyon offer.

DOT's proposed parking lot "improvements" would limit access to climbing in the canyon by reducing

parking currently available at the Gate Buttress, Grit Mill, and at the lower Little Cottonwood Park and
Ride. The gondola would only serve the private entities of the ski resorts, not stopping throughout the
canyon for user groups wanting to backcountry ski, climb, bike, or hike.

Please consider new alternatives such as electric bus services coupled with tolling before permanent
changes are made that will forever alter Little Cottonwood Canyon.
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COMMENT #: 6251

DATE: 8/19/21 8:07 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brendan Carpenter
COMMENT:

UDOT's gondola and additional lane (s) proposals would have an unacceptable impact on the climbing
experience as well as year-round dispersed recreation access throughout all of Little Cottonwood
Canyon.

UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and
other traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape. Both UDOT
proposals threaten iconic climbing throughout Little Cottonwood and at least 64 boulders and 273
boulder problems.

UDOT's proposed parking lot "improvements" would severely limit access to the most popular climbing

in the canyon by dramatically reducing the already limited parking currently available at the Gate
Buttress, Grit Mill, and at the lower Little Cottonwood Park and Ride
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COMMENT #: 6252

DATE: 8/19/21 8:27 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Leonardo Manon
COMMENT:

Please don't ruin this beautiful area;

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 6253

DATE: 8/19/21 8:35 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Todd Hammond
COMMENT:

Please do everything you can to avoid the destruction of the rock climbing boulders. The routes on
those boulders have been established for decades, and some of them are world renowned among rock
climbers. | and my friends and family have been regularly climbing those boulder problems since | was
in high school over 20 years ago. We would be heartbroken to see any of them destroyed.

Also | would ask why the EIS doesn't take much consideration of accessing the canyon from the south.
90th South from I-15 gets extremely congested. Highland Dr has an existing right of way corridor that
extends all the way south to I-15 except with gaps through the Dimple Dell canyon and Hidden Valley
country club. The completion of Highland Drive would be worth some attention in the analysis as an
alternative route from I-15 coming from the south as well as residents from Draper and southern Sandy
who currently use 1300 East and Wasatch Blvd.
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COMMENT #: 6254

DATE: 8/19/21 9:12 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Clay Watson
COMMENT:

I've been recreating in Little Cottonwood Canyon for many years and consider it a vital part of living in
Salt Lake. | love LCC enough that I've been volunteering for graffiti removal, trash cleanup, trail building
and maintenance for many years. | truly love that canyon and recreating there is a huge part of the
mental and physical health of my family.

Turning the corner on the LCCanyon Road and seeing that striking glacial profile is one of the more
dramatic scenes in all of Utah. | can't stop thinking of how a tramway for winter activities will
dramatically alter the character of the canyon for ALL OTHER ACTIVITIES. | shudder to think of the
visual impact of a tramway on the canyon.

As a climber, | also think about how much the proposed roadway changes will a) potentially remove or
change the roadside boulders and b) vastly alter our ability to access remote parts of the canyon.

The proposal to eliminate roadside parking would dramatically worsen this problem because climbers,
trail runners, hikers, back country skiers and mountain bikers would have far, far fewer options for
accessing trails and remote portions of the canyon.

For example, the current trailheads at Albion Basin, Lisa Falls, White Pine/RedPine, the Quarry Trail
and the Grist Mill are already overcrowded. People hoping to recreate are forced to choose one of
these choke points, which all have limited parking and access. THIS IS PARTICULARLY
DANGEROUS WHEN ROADSIDE PARKING IS CONCENTRATED AT TRAILHEAD CHOKE POINTS.

Dispersed roadside parking allows people to spread out and discover isolated parts of the canyon that
would otherwise become inaccessible.

| feel strongly that transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alters the canyon should
only be considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.

| also feel that expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies
must be tried that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are
made.

What do we have to lose by trying the least costly alternative before spending hundreds of millions and
potentially billions?
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COMMENT #: 6255

DATE: 8/19/21 9:13 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cassady Bindrup
COMMENT:

I have climbed in little cottonwood for years since | moved to slc in 2014 and the perfect granitic
boulders there have become important to me and my community. These boulders truly represent our
connection to the earth and to ourselves for so many of us working to climb them through patience and
perseverance. They are no longer just rocks but milestones in our lives which have taught us valuable
lessons about ourselves; our strengths, our weaknesses, and our optimism that the impossible boulder
doesn't exist. So much time and effort has gone into not only climbing these boulders but mapping the
terrain. So many of us are intimately familiar with the rise and fall of each hill and the cascading rock of
each scree field. This canyon is more a home to me than any other canyon in the Wasatch and | cannot
stand by and see it irreparably changed. The visual gauge-mark down this canyon will mirror a deeper
mark in my mind and memory if construction is allowed. My community and | will fight tooth and nail to
preserve these great granite monoliths which are already scarred and broken from industrial abuse of
the past. Many of the threatened blocks will not survive another massive event involving the destruction
of terrain which climbers have responsibly taken stewardship over for years. This is the land many
generations have connected with, the riverbottoms, but it is most recently land which the youngest
generation of boulderers have gravitated to in an era when connection to land is becoming less and
less essential to young folks. Don't rip this from young people who need to understand the value of the
earth now more than ever.
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COMMENT #: 6256

DATE: 8/19/21 10:10 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Abigail St.Vaughan
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,

Abigail St.Vaughan
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6257

DATE: 8/19/21 10:11 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Del Draper
COMMENT:

https://1drv.ms/w/s!AjK6ufykWCr geFkdVpRZzS9g8piBQ?e=0g26m0
below is the text version of this link:

Del Draper

Alta, Utah

August 16, 2020

Utah Department of Transportation, Et. Al

Re: Little Cottonwood Canyon EIS

Comments on the Two Preferred Alternatives

Identity of Commenter

I am 70 years old and have had a family cabin at Alta since 1961. Over the decades | have driven up
and down the canyon literally thousands of times and | am very familiar with traffic patterns in the
Canyon. | am an avid skier and ski all Utah resorts. | both use the bus and drive my own car when | go

skiing.
General Comments:
1) Neither of the two preferred options is acceptable . They both involve a massive investment in a

single solution, and it is possible that UDOT will miss the mark if it selects one of these two preferred
options. UDOT should instead move incrementally. What is the impact on Canyon traffic if tolling is
introduced? Try it and see before selecting either of the two preferred options. What is the impact if
Wasatch Blvd. is upgraded so that busses can pass cars stuck in a traffic jam? Try it and see before
selecting either of the two preferred options. What is the impact of a Buses First program that restricts
cars until after 10:00 AM on weekends and on powder days? Try it and see, and only after that
knowledge is gained spend the money on the Gondola or widening the road in the Canyon.

2) UDOT has defined the scope of the EIS too narrowly. The question is not just how to provide
better mobility and reliability. The question must also include examining the impact of the increased
mobility on the fragile Canyon environment.

Comments on the Enhanced Bus Alternative:

1) The existing road in Little Cottonwood Canyon is adequate about 99% of the time. The traffic
problem is limited to a few winter days - probably about 20 or 30 days a year. Some of these are
weather related and some are too many cars all trying to get up the canyon at the same time. The rest
of the year traffic flows just "fine.

2) Even on the very worst days when there is fresh powder at the resorts and it may take over an
hour to get from the mouth of Big Cottonwood to the mouth of Little Cottonwood, once you are in the
Canyon the traffic flows. It usually picks up speed about one mile up the canyon and approaches the
40-mph speed limit as it passes White Pine.

3) There is no need to add a dedicated bus lane in the canyon since the traffic flows in the canyon
on the existing road on all days except when there is a weather event.

4) The same cannot be said of Wasatch Blvd. It is of critical importance to improve Wasatch Blvd

and North Little Cottonwood Canyon Road so that busses can get by, around and ahead of any car
traffic jams.
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5) The proposed improvements on Wasatch Blvd do not do this. "Signal Priority" for busses in not
adequate. If not a dedicated lane, then some system is needed with traffic controls that closes one lane
to all cars and dedicates it to busses on these critical days.

6) Without adequate improvements on Wasatch Blvd the estimated travel times from the Gravel Pit
Hub to the resorts in the EIS are meaningless. Busses will be caught in traffic.

7) Conversely, travel time in the Canyon for busses without a dedicated lane only adds a few
minutes to travel time over the alternative of having a dedicated bus lane.

8) People will ride the bus if it is efficient and reliable and cost effective compared to the other
choices. The bus is only efficient and reliable if it can pass the traffic jams on Wasatch.

9) Tolling in the canyon and charging for parking can make the bus cost effective compared to
driving.

10) A personal anecdote: | ride the bus frequently to Solitude. Not only do | avoid Wasatch Blvd
traffic jams, | love how it delivers me right to the lift, | don't have to pay to park, nor do | have to walk a
mile from the road if the parking lot is full. These same advantages that make the bus appealing can be
made to apply to Little Cottonwood Canyon.

Comparing the Enhanced Bus Service ("EBS") to the Gondola Alternative:

1) Enhanced Bus Service is far less expensive. Since a dedicated bus lane in not needed in the
Canyon, the cost of Enhanced Bus Service is not just $51 million less than the Gondola, it is $206
million less. (Substitute the $355 capital cost for EBS without a dedicated lane in the Canyon for the
$510 capital cost for EBS with the dedicated lane, and add the savings to the $51 million saving of EBS
compared to the Gondola).

2) Comparing EBS with a dedicated lane to the gondola is not only a false equivalency with
respect to cost, but also a false equivalency with respect to environmental impact. The impact of the
Gondola does not look so bad compared to the impact of EBS when the road needs to be widened.
When it is acknowledged that EBS can work without a dedicated lane, the true additional adverse
impacts of the Gondola are easier to recognize.

3) Busses are scalable and flexible. As the dynamics of the ski business change, or if it dries up,
changes can be made in bus schedules, or they can be put to other uses. Not so the Gondola. Rather
than focusing on a solution that only addresses the present, UDOT should pursue flexible solutions that
can adapt to changes in future demands and uses. By nature of its design the tram alternative will bring
less flexibility in its use than an enhanced bus service. As the alignment will be more rigid, it will not
provide easy opportunities to scale up or down and will have very exclusive infrastructure that can't be
easily relocated to other areas with shifting demand. An improved bus system will allow for greater
flexibility along the corridor, with express service, easy changes in service frequency and easy
adaptation to other corridors when needed.

4) If it is necessary to take the bus to access the Gondola, why not save time and stay on the bus
and ride it up the canyon.

5) While the Gondola adds a small amount of reliability on a few winter days, this additional
reliability is simply is not worth the cost.

Respectfully Submitted,

Del Draper
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COMMENT #: 6258

DATE: 8/19/21 10:15 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Micah Jensen
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Micah Jensen
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6259

DATE: 8/19/21 10:15 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Matt Murphy
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Matt Murphy
SALT LAKE CITY, UT
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COMMENT #: 6260

DATE: 8/19/21 10:37 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Karli Maynes
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Karli Maynes
Murray, UT
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COMMENT #: 6261

DATE: 8/19/21 10:38 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Bridgette Meinhold
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Bridgette Meinhold
Park City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6262

DATE: 8/19/21 10:41 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jason Funk
COMMENT:

| am a resident of Cottonwood Heights as well as a climber and outdoor professional. | am fortunate to
have the opportunity to be so close to the climbing resources including boulders, cliffs and trails in little
cottonwood canyon and have these resources be part of my daily life and livelihood. These resources
are something that can not be replaced. Considering that ski resort access and safety improvement is
only needed for a small window (2-3 months per year) and benefits certain user groups unequally ( ski
resorts and users) the consequences of the proposed alternatives are not worth the irreversible
damage to Little Cottonwood Canyon. Where | stand on UDOTs LCC EIS is with the Salt Lake
Climbers Alliance-UDOT's gondola and additional lane (s) proposals would have an unacceptable
impact on the climbing experience as well as year-round dispersed recreation access throughout all of
Little Cottonwood Canyon. With that said, UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded
electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed
recreation transit needs before any permanent changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will
forever alter the landscape.

Thank you for your work on these issues
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COMMENT #: 6263

DATE: 8/19/21 10:42 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Michael Forsyth
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Michael Forsyth
Salt lake city, UT
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COMMENT #: 6264

DATE: 8/19/21 10:48 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Katie Ovrom
COMMENT:

As a hiker and climber | am concerned the gondola will not serve the diverse needs of different groups
who want to utilize the canyon. It prioritizes skiers/snowboarders only and disrupts views. | also think
that some sort of cap on vehicles should be added on high traffic days/times. At a certain point we just
need fewer cars to lessen the degradation of the canyon and to address ever worsening air quality
concerns. | believe enhanced bus service running frequently without the need for an additional lane
would be the most efficient and least harmful to the canyon and wildlife. This paired with limitations on
number of vehicles on high use days would actually incentivize folks to use the buses. Again, the cap
on vehicles may only be need in winter/high ski travel days but would be better than destroying parts of
wildlife habitat and negatively impacting the world class bouldering in LCC. It is irresponsible to
continue to allow so many cars up the canyon all at once. Effective, efficient bus transportation that is
given priority over cars makes the most sense. Please no gondola- it seems inefficient, helps only high
income folks who are already paying for a ski pass, and negatively impacts the view of LCC. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on this matter.
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COMMENT #: 6265

DATE: 8/19/21 10:49 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Paige Twitchell
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Paige Twitchell
Slc, UT
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COMMENT #: 6266

DATE: 8/19/21 10:52 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Diana Kretzschmar
COMMENT:

My vote, to be honest, are for Parking decks! Most economic and accommodating idea that also will
move traffic in faster. And | will explain why or what problems | see with the other options.

1) Gondola and/or Buses would ONLY defer the traffice further down in the city! It seems to be
completely forgotten that the masses are still going to be the same, still going to arrive the same time
and still going to create a line that now isn't alone Wasatch that is mostly free of homes, but further
down into residential streets with tons of houses.

2) The cost is insane!!!! $870 million. Hell no. A cost you won't be able to recoup because it will be an
inconvenience even if the idea sounds cool. Plus it will be costly that the average person doesn't want
to or can pay. Or simply won't pay if they have other options.

The reason why this isn't alleviating traffic is because there aren't 10 entrances where traffic is moving
in fast. This will be clogging up major residential roads. Same as with Bus stops. Besides crime rates
rising and leaving your car unattended will only lead to a lot break ins. The very reason the parking lot
at Mt. Olympus was changed. And that is a nice area!

Also with Buses, you're stuffed in with tons of people. Aside from covid, nobody wants to get sick or
suffocate under a mask. Those that have nice gear probably don't want to get hit by edges or having
their stuff stacked with others clunking to each other.

People want their own cars.

3) Widening the road. Is a good idea and probably my favorite BUT it may move cars faster up but
there would still be traffic. Maybe not all along Wasatch till 6200 S. but it would still be moving slow.
Why? Because there are only 3 or 4 small entrances with only so many cars moving so fast.

So my ideal solution would be parking decks! With or without widening the road, traffic would be moving
faster as they are quicker to get in.

It will be more economic, affordable and you could make it cool looking. With slope down to lift or grass
field on the roof in the summer with beach chairs. Cars stay protected, dry and close by for easy
change of gear, clothes, etc. It also could have a few rooms with hostel like bunk beds in case people
get stuck or a big conference room that could be used. Plenty of versatility there. Flexibility and
Accommodatability has always been your biggest strength. The cool Vibe. The atmosphere. The
energy. I'll help design the parking decks. :) Native German here. Engineering runs in my blood.
Happy to answer more questions or insight.
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COMMENT #: 6267

DATE: 8/19/21 10:53 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Caroline Bigner
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won'’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Caroline Bigner
SLC

Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6268

DATE: 8/19/21 10:54 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: John Davis
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
John Davis
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6269

DATE: 8/19/21 10:59 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Alexsis Lever
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

6.) The goal is to reduce traffic in LCC by 30%. This is achievable without putting watersheds, world
renowned climbing resources, and the environment at risk. A more intricate, flexible bus system that
can adapt to future needs has not yet been thoroughly tested. Widening any road should be the
absolute last resort, especially when it comes with such a detrimental impact. Innovation is the way of
the future, it must be if we are to revert from the impact we have had on the climate. We need to start
innovating now. Minimizing impact and maximizing results whilst being prepared to make changes in
the future as needed, which a gondola or road expansion does not do, must be our goal.

Sincerely,

Alexsis Lever
South Jordan, UT
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COMMENT #: 6270

DATE: 8/19/21 11:07 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Derek Tillotson
COMMENT:

People will only take this gondola if the canyon is already backed up with traffic...it's slower, less
convenient, and more expensive than just driving.

The gondola will only put more people on the mountain and will not impact traffic at all.
Great for Alta/Snowbird, bad for LCC.
No to the Gondola.

Derek Tillotson
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COMMENT #: 6271

DATE: 8/19/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeff Hall
COMMENT:

The traffic congestion problems facing the Cottonwood Canyons, and the solutions thereto, are neither
novel nor complex. Many other outdoor recreation locales have faced congestion challenges and have
implemented successful solutions that the passage of time has borne out. As Mark Twain said, the best
mistakes to learn from are someone else's. Rather than embarking on our own mistake-laden path to
fix the congestion in the Cottonwood Canyons, let's look to the tried and proven solutions as guidance
to our own non-unique problems.

Zion National Park struggled with the convergence of a couple of issues during peak times: increasing
numbers of visitors, and topography that limits access, resulted in untenable congestion of private
vehicles in the canyon. Zion's solution to the problem consists of a well-organized system of shuttle
buses, together with a prohibition of private vehicles during peak hours. To solve the same problem and
for the same reasons, the Cottonwood Canyons can implement a similar prohibition of private vehicles
during peak hours in winter, perhaps from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. During these peak hours, a system of
buses-some of which would stop at backcountry stops, and most of which would run directly to the
resorts-would run very frequently and not be encumbered by private vehicle traffic. Perhaps larger and
better-apportioned shelters at the various bus departure points could benefit skiers during their brief
wait for the next shuttle. Once at the resorts, a greatly increased amounts of lockers and storage
facilities would accommodate all the personal effects and gear of skiers. With very few exceptions,
drivers would not be able drive personal vehicles in the canyons-Just like Zion N. P. and many other
recreation sites with similar congestion use issues. No need to widen the road, no need to build and
operate a gondola system, just follow the tried and true solutions others have already successfully
implemented.
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COMMENT #: 6272

DATE: 8/19/21 11:51 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ann Charat
COMMENT:

Expand the bus system to benefit ALL who use the canyon. It should not be exclusively for skiers.
Hikers, snowshoers and xc skiers should be able to take a bus that would stop at locations appropriate
for those activities. If you're only looking for a solution to get skiers up the canyon then let the resorts
pay for it.
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COMMENT #: 6273

DATE: 8/19/21 11:57 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jamie Busby
COMMENT:

These "improvements" do not take the climbing community into consideration, and will permanently
alter the landscape and the climbing potential within LCC. Please consider electric bus shuttles, tolling
and other traffic mitigation strategies besides limiting parking or expanding the road!

January 2022 Page 32B-6408 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6274

DATE: 8/19/21 12:00 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stacy Petersen
COMMENT:

I'm opposed to the current proposal of building a gondola up Little Cottonwood Canyon for the following
reasons —

1. Gondola will destroy iconic bouldering and climbing in Little Cottonwood.

2. The Gondola is largely focused on transporting more people up the canyon when the focus should
be on capping the number of people in the canyon at any one time. Ski resorts need to shift their focus
from increasing traffic on already busy days to spreading out traffic throughout the season.

3. This project will costs tax payers billions of dollars to address 30 days of the year and is largely
centered around ski resort profits not multiple user groups being able to enjoy public lands in
responsible numbers and ways. The high number of people recreating in the canyon and on public
lands has become extremely environmentally destructive.

4. Toll roads, increased bus service, car pooling incentives and capacity caps need to be implemented
first before investing in such a large scale project that will be irreversible.
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COMMENT #: 6275

DATE: 8/19/21 12:08 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Tonetti
COMMENT:

| support an expanded bus system and canyon tolling without road widening. | think a future light rail
option would be a better option for long term infrastructure.
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COMMENT #: 6276

DATE: 8/19/21 12:10 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Derek Sams
COMMENT:

The gondola is a wonderful idea and alternative to the bus. Better safety more environmentally friendly.
This is very exciting news!
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COMMENT #: 6277

DATE: 8/19/21 12:14 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Victoria Patenaude
COMMENT:

Destroying the environment further to put in new infrastructure to potentially lesson overcrowding
issues in LCC is a classic instance of humans yet again only being "environmentally conscience" when
they feel directly impacted by it. The roads do not need to be widened. When you pack for a
backpacking trip you do not go with the biggest pack, because you know you will inevitably end up
filling it and creating weight issues. You go with a smaller pack and only have space for the essentials.
With wider roads and a bus lane, we will create future problems and increase the amount of people in
the canyon. A gondola is a ridiculous concept that clearly doesn't think at all about the impact the
construction would have on the environment. The boulders there are classic and iconic for climbers.
They serve to inspire the new generation that is getting international recognition for what they can
accomplish, and hold so much history for rock climbing in Utah. Prioritizing getting people up the
canyon over preserving the environment is the wrong move. Increased buses or even limiting the
number of people allowed up in a day would be a better way to ensure that the canyon can be enjoyed
for future generations.
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COMMENT #: 6278

DATE: 8/19/21 1:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Courtney Howard
COMMENT:

THIS IS A NO-BRAINER: | VOTE ENHANCED BUS (NO ROAD WIDENING). There is no valid reason
to jump to any other solution before investing and implementing this one. Anyone who states otherwise
is likely working for the resorts or has been manipulated by them into believing it solves more than it
destroys. | am very strongly opposed to the gondola.

The gondola is an extremely short sighted solution that will become obsolete quickly and is unable to
adapt to every-changing needs of the canyon and its users. It will irreversibly disrupt an already fragile
ecosystem and creates a manmade eyesore in one of the few natural environments surrounding Salt
Lake City. Itis also very strongly being pushed by the BIG, DEEP-POCKETED ski resorts which have
very different motives than local residents and individuals recreating outside of the ski resorts (READ =
they don't give a damn about traffic and its effect on recreators, they just want to make more money by
creating a "ride" that draws a few more people in from out of state; it is a gimmick and a fad - not a way
to improve traffic.

What will help with the enhanced bus service...

- Motivate people by making buses AFFORDABLE (currently the prices are astronomical both for a
family of 5 and for a local using the bus a few times a week)

- ADD MORE BUSES (I can't count the number of times I've parked well down the road from a full park
and ride, then been lined up at a park and ride and waited for one or more buses of people to go up the
canyon) --- people WILL use the buses if you provide enough of them (with enough parking lots/stops)
- Designate more park and rides at other locations (with frequent bus service); there are plenty of
existing lots in areas not right at the mouth that people would then not need to clog the roads getting to
the closest parking lot

- Bus/auto technology is changing quickly and choosing this option allows us to keep up with

improvements in sustainable transportation... gondolas are set in stone and steel = not adaptable.

I hope | have made my point clear. ENHANCED BUS IS THE SMART, ADAPTABLE SOLUTION.
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COMMENT #: 6279

DATE: 8/19/21 1:49 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: David R. Smith
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and
congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination

- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

In addition, any transportation system must benefit all user-groups (both resort customers and
dispersed users). To do this, it must be a year-round solution. A year-round bus system that stops at
popular trail-heads is key to effectively serve dispersed users. If we expect tax-payers to finance the
system it must benefit all users--not just wealthy resort customers!

The visual impact of a gondola is completely unacceptable! We can do better.
Sincerely,

David R. Smith
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6280

DATE: 8/19/21 1:54 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Samantha McCoard
COMMENT:

| support the building of the gondola. People have a stigma against busses. | like the zero emissions
and it not being affected by snowfall where the busses will be affected. They built a huge bus system in
Provo that has been free for the first couple years and the majority of people still won't use it. | think
the busses were a waste of money and now they pay drivers to drive empty busses. However, the
busses do make it so you can have multiple points of access where the gondola only has one point of
access. You would want to make sure the roads were built to handle the traffic entering the gondola
station or have busses dropping off at the gondola station.
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COMMENT #: 6281

DATE: 8/19/21 1:58 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicole Berriman
COMMENT:

| personally love the Gondola Project! | attended a forum through the South Valley Chamber of
Commerce, and | was thoroughly impressed. | have traveled to over 30 countries, and ridden gondolas
in Mont Blanc, Chamonix, Rudesheim, and many more places. | think that from a tourism perspective,
this will elevate our reputation as a winter sport destination.

| also believe that the project will help to preserve our natural wonders by not interfering with as many
acres of bouldering and hiking enjoyed by thousands yearly.

Utah also struggles with air quality, so by eliminating the amount of vehicles up and down the canyon,
we will help to reduce our negative impact on the air.

This also makes much more sense from a safety perspective. If people are ever stranded again, just
widening the road isn't going to make a difference. By have a second egress point, we can still reach
people in the case of emergency.

| think the proposed design is beautiful, and has been thoughtfully crafted to not impact the housing
around them.
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COMMENT #: 6282

DATE: 8/19/21 2:14 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alex Lemieux
COMMENT:

Please do NOT go ahead with the Gondola proposal for LCC. It makes no sense and | strongly oppose
it. Plans to widen the road would also increase the # of cars, which | do not support. Any plan that
involves the destruction of boulders or climbing areas should not be approved. There are less
destructive and better options.
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COMMENT #: 6283

DATE: 8/19/21 2:19 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Erin Johnson
COMMENT:

When determining the solution for LCC traffic, please consider ALL canyon users. While | am a resort
skier, | also access the canyons for hiking, snowshoeing, sledding, and backcountry skiing. The
proposed gondola only serves the ski resorts, but parking at trailheads is extremely tight throughout the
year. Buses provide a LOT more flexibility, with the ability to run more buses during the most crowded
times and to help people reach more locations within the canyon. The gondola is extremely rigid, in
comparison.
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COMMENT #: 6284

DATE: 8/19/21 3:04 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: George Bruce Wilson
COMMENT:

| DONT WANT A GONDOLA GOING UP LCC, IT'D BE AN EYE SORE AND WOULD WRECK A LOT
OF THE WORLD FAMOUS CLIMBING AREAS! DONT BE | PLEASE
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COMMENT #: 6285

DATE: 8/19/21 3:09 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sean O'Brien
COMMENT:

Forget the gondola and "enhanced" bus douchebaggery.
Backcountry ski/splitboarding is the future; on-piste is the past.
Stop catering to dying resorts that profit off the exploitation of our Wasatch Mountains and resources.

Prioritize human-powered, long-term and responsible enjoyment of our lands. The solutions are within
how we recreate and how we get to/from the trailheads so, grow up, and make the hard decisions.

PS - I Ata!
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COMMENT #: 6286

DATE: 8/19/21 3:48 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Brian Hamos
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Brian Hamos
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6287

DATE: 8/19/21 4:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lukas Gruber
COMMENT:

The idea of a gondola in LCC, funded by anything other than the ski resorts that benefit from it is
ludicrous. This is a misappropriation of taxpayer money. Nobody benefits, except for the ski resorts.
Even people who ski Alta or Snowbird will be sorry, since the resorts cannot handle the amount of
people we are trying to ship up there.

Nobody else benefits from this outrageously expensive gondola nonsense.

We live close to the mouth of LCC and and | bike in the canyon all year round. Yes, there are a few
days in the winter, where the traffic gets backed up. But the truth is, most of this is caused by a
combination of road closures and the fact that UDOT asked Unified Police not to enforce traffic control
devices. The sign at the mouth of the canyon clearly states that snow tires are required, yet UDOT and
Unified Police ignore the sign and allow anybody with M/S M+S All Season tires to drive up there in a
snow storm. Usually these people can barely hang on no matter if it goes up or down.

There is a very simple solution. On Snow days, restrict the canyon to vehicles with SNOW TIRES only.
That means no M/S but tires with the three mountain peak snowflake symbol.

Now, if you really have taxpayer money burning a whole in your pocket:

1. Finish LCC trail from the bottom up to Alta. Now people like me can ride their bike from the bottom
rather than driving up the canyon, to go biking up there in the summer.

2. Widen the road. Use the extra lane exclusively for buses in the winter and road bikes in the summer.
This encourages the use of buses in the winter an enhance quality of life for people cycling in the
canyon in the summer, something the gondola does not do, while at the same time being cheaper.

| have no doubt that UDOT already decided on the gondola and this is mainly for show, but people are

watching. One can only hope that people in charge will be held accountable when the gondola turns out
to be a flop.
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COMMENT #: 6288

DATE: 8/19/21 4:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Connor Shanklin
COMMENT:

Please, | moved to Utah because of my passion for its' unobstructed mountains that are, already, more
accessible than anywhere else in the US. These mountains are a gift we are lucky to recreate in. It is
worth realizing that we may be at the capacity for Little Cottonwood. What are the long term effects of
severe overuse?

No to the gondola, no to the bus lane. Yes, to protecting our wild places.
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COMMENT #: 6289

DATE: 8/19/21 4:53 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Verlan Lewis
COMMENT:

| support the gondola!

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 6290

DATE: 8/19/21 5:10 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Mandi Desmarteau
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Mandi Desmarteau
Alta, UT

January 2022 Page 32B-6425 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6291

DATE: 8/19/21 5:15 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Lauren Butler
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

2). Since the conclusion of the Mountain Accord process in 2017 and with the continued efforts of
elected officials who sit on the Central Wasatch Commission. There has been a coalition of efforts to
gather and understand the carrying capacity of the Central Wasatch Canyons. Is that “Carrying
Capacity” known and how does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process?

3). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

4). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

5). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Lauren Butler
Salt lake city, UT
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COMMENT #: 6292

DATE: 8/19/21 5:30 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Billy Treacy
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Billy Treacy
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6293

DATE: 8/19/21 5:34 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Steven Glaser
COMMENT:

Comments on Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Steven Glaser

1.2.1. "UDOT intends to improve the transportation-related commuter, recreation, and tourism
experiences for all users of S.R. 210 through transportation improvements that improve roadway safety,
reliability, and mobility on S.R. 210."

The purpose of this project is encapsulated by this statement. For the portion of S.R. 210 in Little
Cottonwood Canyon, the primary reason people travel on the road is for recreation and/or tourism, or
they are commuting to a job that supports the tourism/recreation. However, the EIS appears to view the
improvements in transportation as an end in of themselves.

Certainly getting to one's destination quickly improves one's recreational experience. However, if the
method by which this happens degrades the experience after one arrives, then these two outcomes
must be weighed against each other.

In Appendix 2G, most of the discussion as to why the Enhanced Bus Service and Gondola Alternative
B were the preferred alternatives were focused on the transportation elements of mobility and reliability.
There was no holistic discussion as to the extent to which people's overall experience in the canyon
would be better or worse, and by how much.

There is obviously a level of subjectivity in such an analysis, and how it actually applies to individual
people will vary. However, we have a rare gem of an area that serves people engaged in all manner of
recreation. Some people like downhill skiing. Others like to experience a wild setting where they don't
see man-made structures, and they power themselves with their own legs. Some people just like the
views of the canyon. We should be incredibly leery about doing anything that disturbs the balance we
have.

For me, the gondola would be a horrible visual scar, made all the worse by the moving cabins and
flashing lights that will draw my eye away from what | really want to look at - the mountains, the
reflection of the sun off the snow, the songbirds, the flowers. And | say this as someone who buys an
annual ski pass. | would much rather take a little longer to get to my destination on a powder day than
be faced with views of the gondola in the backcountry every day | go there. | would even rather miss
out on a few days at the resort altogether than to always have mentally force myself to look away from
the ugly scar that would be begging for my attention.

Even the Enhanced Bus Service in Peak-period Shoulder Lane Alternative is problematic. The
Enhanced Bus Service (without the shoulder lane) meets the project criteria. No, it does not have as
good of travel times as with a shoulder lane. But that was known without doing the EIS. The question
isn't which of these two alternatives would improve transportation times the most. It is whether the
improved transportation is worth the degradation in the environment and recreational opportunities that
would occur, as well as the substantially higher cost. There is no clearly laid out rationale for why the
additional gains in traffic flow are worth these costs.

The Enhanced Bus Service in Peak-period Should Lane Alternative is superior to Gondola Alternative
B. The EIS should reconsider whether just plain Enhanced Bus Service might be the best of all. 2.2.2.1,
4th Paragraph. The phrase ‘Level 2 resources' is used here, but they are not defined. 2.2.4, Gondola
Alternative B, Travel Reliability. It was stated in a local newspaper that gondola will be stopped
whenever avalanche control work is performed to ensure no damage to the system before restarting.
What if there is damage? What is the contingency for getting people off? What will happen to traffic on
what is undoubtedly a superb powder day? What is the maximum length of time for getting the gondola
system up and running again? Days? Weeks? The rest of the ski season? What are the implications for
travel reliability of the gondola system? This does not appear to have been addressed in the EIS. 2.4.1,
Tolling, 1st Paragraph. It is stated that "the toll could range from $20 to $30 for most vehicles during
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peak periods, with possible variations based on the time of day and the day of the week." It would be
best to state something along the lines of: "$20 - $30 would be the initial level of the toll for most
vehicles during peak periods, with possible variations based on the time of day and the day of the
week. However, the amount would be varied to achieve the necessary level of traffic reduction. Over
time, the level could vary substantially from this range." | can imagine all sorts of degrees of "
"sensitivity to price, and it would be silly to keep the toll this high if a lower amount would do the job,
and it would also be silly to keep the toll this low if the road remained clogged.

General Comment, All Little Cottonwood Transportation Alternatives. It is unclear if under the Gondola
alternative whether there would be any continuing bus service in Little Cottonwood Canyon, or if that
would be discontinued. Similarly, would there be any ‘local' bus service that would stop at the White
Pine trailhead (and potentially other locations) under either of the Enhanced Bus alternatives?. Another
option would be to have a shuttle from Snowbird to the White Pine trailhead. This may not be
necessary given the additional parking spaces which are included under the preferred alternative.
However, if at some point there is sufficient use that the spaces at this trailhead fill up, having no transit
option is a setup for failure. If people drive up to the White Pine trailhead and have no parking, a
decent portion of them will take matters into their own hands and find a place to park, even if it isn't
legal. Appendix 2A, Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Report, Section 1.6 and Appendix
B, Little Cottonwood Canyon Alternatives and Climate Change. The report discusses how climate
change may affect the number of vehicles in the canyon. It does not address the frequency with which
there will be substantial accumulations of snow on the road, and how those accumulations will compare
to what occurs today. Some of the delays in the canyon are related to cars skidding out, either sliding
off the road, or into the lane of on-coming traffic. If there are fewer snowfalls and these accidents are
much less frequent, it should affect the evaluation of the alternatives. Therefore, such an analysis
should be performed if possible. It may be that this analysis cannot be performed with any certainty, or
that the complexity of such an analysis is unreasonable for this EIS. If so, this potential implication of
climate change should be addressed qualitatively. For example, when the Draft Alternatives
Development and Screening Report or the Preferred Alternative Selection Memorandum makes a
statement such as "vehicle slideoffs or accidents during snow events could block the travel lane and
delay bus service," it could be followed with "however, the frequency of such snow events may decline
in the future as a result of climate change." This consideration should be accounted for in evaluating
the reliability of the various alternatives.

Appendix 2A, Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Report, Section 2.2.2.2.1, Bus Only
Alternative. It is stated that this alternative was ruled out because 1.6-minute headways would be
necessary for it to work, whereas UTA concluded that due to the time to load and unload a bus, only 5-
minute headways could be achieved. UDOT should consult with UTA regarding whether the latter
agency considered if faster headways could be achieved if buses were loaded and unloaded in parallel
rather than in series. For example, if one could get on a bus at five different locations at the mobility
hubs, and these buses unloaded at five different locations at the primary parking lots of each of the ski
resorts (under a bus only alternative, there will be plenty of room for multiple bus stops at the resorts),
one could theoretically achieve a 1-minute average headway, even if a single bus takes much longer to
load or unload. If headways shorter than 1.6 minutes can indeed be achieved, the bus alternative
should be carried forth into the Level 1 screening, and further as warranted.

Appendix 2G (Preferred Alternative Selection Memorandum), Section 2.2.2, Estimated Costs. The
relative robustness of the cost estimates should be discussed. There is a generic statement that "the
costs are expected to increase proportionally among the various alternatives." However, it is unclear
how solid the basis is for the capital cost estimate for the Gondola alternatives. It may be that the two
preferred alternatives have similar best estimates for cost, but one of those has far greater uncertainty.
The cost estimates in the EIS should give provide insight into how good each of those estimates is.
Appendix E of Chapter 2G, Preferred Alternatives Technical Memo, Footnote 11, states that component
costs for the gondola lift system were based on "the constructed cost of the Whistler-Blackcomb Peak-
to-Peak 3S Gondola in 2012." Estimating the cost of a project from a single data point without knowing
whether the Whistler Blackcomb project cost is typical, or substantially higher or lower than typical,
introduces huge unknowns into the cost estimate. Footnote 11 also states that UDOT commissioned a
budget-level cost estimate for a gondola going from the mouth of Little Cottonwood Canyon to
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Snowbird. The footnote does not state whether this cost estimate was similar to what would be arrived
at based on the Whistler Blackcomb data. If so, that adds confidence. Conversely, if the cost one would
arrive at using these two sources of information are substantially different, that should be prominently
discussed. It should also be discussed whether these two sources of information are independent. If the
budget-level cost estimate was developed based on looking at the Whistler-Blackcomb gondola data, it
does not add confidence to the gondola cost estimate, regardless of how similar the budget-level cost
estimate is to what is arrived at by using the Whistler Blackcomb data.

This footnote also goes on to state that UDOT reviewed the costs identified in feasibility studies for
three other gondolas in Miami and San Diego. Left unstated is what data were employed in these
feasibility studies, and how similar the systems were to the one contemplated for Little Cottonwood
Canyon. Also unstated is whether these sources of information gave similar conclusions about what the
cost of the Little Cottonwood system would be. In other words, the EIS should identify how many truly
independent cost data sets were examined for the gondola, how relevant each one is to the system
being contemplated, and whether the relevant, independent data sets provide similar or dissimilar cost
estimates.

Appendix 2G (Preferred Alternative Selection Memorandum), Section 2.2.4, Preferred Alternatives
Selection. This section is too vague to justify the selection of the two alternatives. Just listing an
alternative's attributes and how the negative impacts could be mitigated is not sufficient. This could be
done to justify the selection of any of the alternatives. For example, when it comes to cost, it is stated
that the Enhanced Bus with Shoulder Lane Alternative has the second lowest capital cost, and the
Gondola Alternative B has the second highest cost. Merely mentioning the rankings is not sufficient
characterization, as these statements would be the same if the cost differentials were $1 million, $1
billion, or $1 trillion. The EIS should describe in detail why it is worth spending an additional $150
million for the Enhanced Bus with Shoulder Lane (versus the Enhanced Bus Alternative), and an
additional $240 million for the Gondola Alternative B. This comment is just one example. Other factors
should also be included in this analysis. For the Enhanced Bus with Shoulder Lane Alternative, in
addition to cost, this section should also discuss why this alternative's selection is warranted given the
additional effects on wildlife and the natural environment (including the specific amount of additional
wildlife habitat impacted, the specific amount of additional pavement, and the impact on streams,
riparian areas, and floodplains) and recreation (including impacts to more recreation areas, climbing
resources, and trailheads, and the additional visual impact), compared to the Enhanced Bus
Alternative. . For the Gondola Alternative B, there should be a similar discussion, guided by the
summary characteristics of the alternative provided by Table 6. In addition to cost, there would be a
discussion of why this alternative is warranted in the face of the negative visual impacts it would have,
not to mention many of the other factors listed for the Enhanced Bus with Shoulder Lane Alternative,
such as the acres of wildlife habitat impacted, floodplain impacts, recreation areas and trail effected,
etc.The reasons for comparing the impacts to those of the Enhanced Bus Alternative are that 1) the
Enhanced Bus Alternative satisfies the Project Purpose and Need, and 2) it is the least costly
alternative and, 3) based on Table 6, this alternative has the smallest environmental impact for every
listed characteristic (where environmental impacts are used in the sense of the table title).

Appendix 2G (Preferred Alternative Selection Memorandum), Section 2.2.4, Gondola Alternative B,
Visual Resources. In Appendix 2A, Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Report, Section
2.2.2.1.3, Managed Lane Concepts, Reversible-lane Alternative with Overhead Lane-control Signs, this
alternative was eliminated because "the visual impacts of overhead signs would be in conflict with the
strategies in the Cottonwood Canyons Scenic Byways Corridor Management Plan for protecting scenic
vistas." It is by no means evident that the visual impacts from the overhead lane-control signs would be
greater than those from the gondola. The EIS should either 1) explain why the visual impact was
disqualifying at an early stage for one alternative but not the other, 2) further evaluate the reversible-
lane alternative with overhead lane-control signs, or 3) eliminate the gondola alternatives.

Appendix 2G (Preferred Alternative Selection Memorandum), Table 6, Footnote (d). The second
sentence states "the visual change for the primary alternative and supporting elements such as snow
sheds." Please correct this sentence so that it makes sense.

4.4.4.2. - Regional, Paragraph Two. This paragraph states: "... some recreation users might see the
gondola as a negative visual impact, reducing the quality of their recreation experience."

January 2022 Page 32B-6430 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



For me personally, it is highly likely that | will view the gondola as a negative visual impact, and that
this will reduce the quality of my recreational experience. | say this based on how | have reacted to
other developments in Big and Little Cottonwood Canyon (e.g., Snowbird's development of Mineral
Basin, and the condominium development at Solitude). | now generally avoid certain hikes/snowshoes
that | used to enjoy as a result. | have spoken with my wife, and she also believes that it is highly likely
that the gondola will have a negative visual impact, and reduce the quality of her recreational
experience. | have spoken to several friends who have the same opinion. In total, | have spoken with
enough people who share this opinion to qualify as ‘some.' Therefore, this sentence should be edited to
state: "It is highly likely that some recreational users will see the gondola as a negative visual impact,
reducing the quality of their recreational experience." Furthermore, since a small sampling readily
turned up so many people with this perspective, an inquiry should be conducted to determine if in fact
the sentence should actually read "/t is highly likely that large numbers of recreational users will see the
gondola as a negative visual impact, reducing the quality of their recreational experience." (italicized
phrases for the purposes of the comment only).
7.4.2.2, 4th Paragraph. This paragraph includes the following text: "With the Enhanced Bus Service
Alternative, the current UTA ski bus routes into Little Cottonwood Canyon would be eliminated, and bus
users would need to drive to a mobility hub to board a bus to the gondola base station." This "
"statement is incorrect, and should be revised to reflect that provided elsewhere in the EIS; e.g., in
Table 2.2-10, where the alternative is described as having "winter point-to-point bus service from each
mobility hub directly to the ski resorts."
9.4.3.1.1 and 9.4.3.1.2. These paragraphs indicate that conditions would be much better for cyclists
following the widening of Wasatch Boulevard. With respect to those using the shoulder lanes, certainly
having a consistent, wider lane would be an improvement. However, the EIS also indicates that traffic
would flow much faster and more consistently, especially under the five lane alternative.

Having five lanes of traffic traveling at 50 mph (the current speed limit) or faster (Section 2.3.1 indicates
that the speed limit is the 85th percentile speed) is a loud, intimidating, and not particularly pleasant
cycling environment (note that the EIS did not evaluate noise levels on Wasatch for cyclists). This is
especially so given that with the extra lanes, vehicles would now have the opportunity to pass,
inevitably sometimes on the right. These factors should be discussed in the EIS. It would be best if the
EIS could look at other, similarly constructed (modified?) roads, and see in real life whether cyclists
actually view this set up as a desirable environment for riding, or if it discourages riding. Note also that
the multi-use path is not a replacement for cycling on the shoulder of Wasatch Boulevard. Mingling with
pedestrians means necessarily traveling at a lower speed in order to maintain safety. While the path
may create an enjoyable outing for some, it is much less suitable for people who use their bicycle for
transportation, and for those who wish to engage in either longer or more intense rides.
11.4.3.1. Bicyclists and pedestrians using Wasatch Boulevard have not been included as receptors. As
noted in Table 9.3-1, Wasatch is an important road for both of these populations. If noise levels would
increase significantly, this should be noted in Sections 9.4.3.1.1 and 9.4.3.1.2 and elsewhere as
applicable. For example, if noise levels would increase to a point such that many cyclists would stop
using this street, that is an important detrimental aspect of the project, especially given the lack of
nearby alternative routes to Draper and the southern part of Sandy that connect with communities to
the north. The “implications of any substantial increase in noise should also be noted where appropriate
throughout the EIS, including (potentially) the appropriate preferred alternative.
17.4.5.2. Visual Resources, Gondola, SR210 - North Little Cottonwood Road to Alta. Would the
gondola cabins also need to have obstruction lighting, given that they will be over 200 feet above the
ground in places? If so, the string of flashing lights would 1) be greater in number, and 2) be moving. If
this is the case, please discuss.

Table 17.3-1, Key Observation Points. Almost all of the key observation points (KOPs) are quite close
to the road. While (for example), the gondola will appear smaller from greater distances, that does not
mean that only locations nearest the gondola need to be evaluated. One could potentially see the
gondola for hours while returning to a trailhead for example. The longer time, with the view of the
gondola looming ever larger, is a factor that would need to be considered. The Key Observation Points
should be comprehensive enough to allow some sense for how long a person would notice the gondola
while hiking, mountain biking, snowshoeing, or backcountry skiing. This includes the Red Pine Trail, the
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White Pine Trail, and the trail to Cardiff Pass/Flagstaff Peak/Mt. Superior and Monte Cristo from the
town of Alta. There should also be KOPs on the ridgeline between Little and Big Cottonwood Canyon,
and on the ridgeline between Little Cottonwood and American Fork Canyon. These are all popular with
backcountry users (including myself), and should be included in the evaluation of visual impacts.
17.3.3. Visual Resources, Key Observation Points. The third paragraph of this section seems to imply
that wilderness areas were often excluded from the evaluation of impacts on visual resources, based
on the law associated with their creation. | can't be certain, but it appears that the Red Pine trail KOPs
are not within a wilderness area. If these observation points are within wilderness, perhaps better
language would be "Views from the Twin Peaks and Lone Peak Wilderness Areas were not
preferentially assessed in this analysis." On the other hand, if potential KOP locations were dismissed
because they were within one of the wilderness areas, surely that is a misreading of the bill language.
While the wilderness areas may not deserve special protection for their views, they also should not
receive less protection than any other location in the canyon. In that case, wilderness locations should
be added back in and evaluated.

20.4.3, 20.4.4, and 21.3.1. As was noted in Section 4 of the EIS, for some people engaged in
backcountry recreation, the views of the gondola will detract from their experience. It is likely that many
of them will decide to hike/snowshoe/mountain bike/backcountry ski elsewhere, at least some of the
time. In addition, with the elimination of roadside parking by the White Pine trailhead, people may be
uncertain if they will be able to find parking at this trailhead. These people may also decide to recreate
elsewhere.Likely destinations are Big Cottonwood Canyon and Millcreek Canyon. Many of the trails
and trailheads in these canyons are already congested, and this displacement would worsen the
conditions in these latter two canyons. The EIS should discuss the potential for, and impacts of,
additional crowding of trails and trailheads in other canyons by people who do not wish to view the
gondola, or who are uncertain if they are able to find parking at the White Pine trailhead.

Chapter 28, U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service Forest Plan Amendments, and Especially
28.3.4, Potential Forest Plan Amendment Language. In Appendix 2A, Draft Alternatives Development
and Screening Report, Section 2.2.2.1.3, Managed Lane Concepts, Reversible-lane Alternative with
Overhead Lane-control Signs, this alternative was eliminated because "the visual impacts of overhead
signs would be in conflict with the strategies in the Cottonwood Canyons Scenic Byways Corridor
Management Plan for protecting scenic vistas." However, the EIS sees no problem in asking for an
amendment to the Forest Plan for the Wasatch Cache National Forest. The EIS should either 1) explain
why the Cottonwood Canyons Scenic Byways Corridor Management Plan deserves deference but not
the Wasatch-Cache Forest Plan, 2) further evaluate the reversible-lane alternative with overhead lane-
control signs, or 3) eliminate the gondola alternatives.
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COMMENT #: 6294

DATE: 8/19/21 5:34 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Ann Treacy
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation,

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.

Sincerely,

Ann Treacy
Sandy, UT
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COMMENT #: 6295

DATE: 8/19/21 5:38 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Candace Morriss
COMMENT:

| support the gondola!! I've gotten stuck up The canyon with little kids too many times!

January 2022 Page 32B-6434 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 6296

DATE: 8/19/21 5:39 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robert Taylor
COMMENT:

What a great opportunity for Utah to protect its environment for future generations! By using an electric-
powered gondola system to move people in and out of Little Cottonwood Canyon, UDOT will not only
protect the canyon from disruption and (ongoing) damage from widening the road, it would help protect
the air quality, reduce emissions, and provide a safe and efficient transportation alternative.

Save the Environment. The gondola plan is the most responsible solution. It represents minimal
impact upon the canyon, the waterways, the air and the wildlife - especially when compared to the
impact that would result from road expansion in a narrow and dangerous canyon, next to a waterway
and forest, just to accommodate a large number of polluting buses. The electric powered gondola
system would be exciting, forward-thinking, and environmentally clean. Besides the "big" benefits, even
litter would be reduced.

Safe and Continuing Transport. Unlike expanding the road and using buses, the gondola would
offer safe transportation both ways -- up and down the canyon - in all kinds of weather and even when
the roads are impassable (as they can be). The gondolas offer flexibility to match or address the
circumstances. A gondola can safely ascend or descend the canyon when needed, even during storms
and after avalanches. So, it would provide for safe evacuation to keep people from being stranded.
And, the gondolas can offer gate-keeping control to reduce the number of people entering the canyon.
The gondola system would undoubtedly save lives. If there is a medical emergency, a victim could be
transported quickly and safely out of the canyon. And, since they would not be driving, travelers would
not be risking their lives and those of others.

It is Cool! Don't forget tourism! The gondola will be a fun and unique attraction. Tourists (and
locals) would enjoy seeing the canyon in a way never before available.

The gondola is the future. Its impact is minimal. Its benefits are huge.
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COMMENT #: 6297

DATE: 8/19/21 5:41 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Paige Dubrow
COMMENT:

"l think this project does little to solve the immediate issue of canyon congestion in Little Cottonwood
Canyon during peak winter months. Both options will take significant amounts of tax payer money to
create "solutions" that will do irreparable harm to the canyon. UDOT has not been transparent enough
in proposing the gondola and enhanced bus service options. As a Salt Lake resident and tax payer | do
not approve of my tax money going towards either of these options. | hope that UDOT will consider any
and all other alternative options before turning to building a gondola or road widening.

The congestion in LCC is almost exclusively due to the demand for the two ski resorts within the
canyon. These solutions only serve to allow the resorts to further profit from the resources within the
canyon. They do little to aid individuals who are interested in other forms of recreation in the canyon. If
these options are to exclusively serve the ski resorts, then it would be logical that the resorts should
substantially fund the chosen solution. However, there has been no information published about what
portion of the project will be funded by the resorts if they will be doing so at all. There is little
information about the cost of utilizing these proposed options for the average individual. No further
information has been shared by UDOT about their research into other alternatives that do less damage
to the canyon and utilize existing infrastructure such as increasing the number of ski buses or tolling
access to the canyon during peak winter months.

As an avid outdoors person and amateur rock climber, | am deeply concerned about the
permanent damage that rode widening or gondola construction will do to the world class climbing areas
within LCC. Salt Lake Climbers Association has estimated that over 100 popular climbs will be
destroyed or no longer accessible should this proposed project be completed. These solutions do little
to consider the other resources and recreation opportunities that the canyon has to offer aside from
skiing. It does not recognize that many people have no interest in the winter sports that have created
the congestion in the canyons and harms the recreational experience of those with other interests.

Finally, these projects are years in the making and do little to solve the problem immediately.
These projects will likely only increase congestion in the coming years and decrease access to the
canyon for other outdoor enthusiast during the rest of the year. | beg UDOT to deeply and thoroughly
reconsider all alternative options before turning to the gondola or road widening. These should be last
resort options that should only be considered after all other alternative have been explored to ensure
the integrity and beauty of LCC is maintained for all outdoor adventure seekers rather than place a
priority on providing access to the resorts for seasonal tourists."
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COMMENT #: 6298

DATE: 8/19/21 6:43 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Emilyr Drape
COMMENT:

Dear Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT),

| value the wildness and beauty of the Wasatch Mountains, please see my comments below on the
Little Cottonwood Canyon Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS):

1). The drastic measures of building a gondola or widening the road are uncalled for. This is to better
traffic on less than 20 days a year. A gondola is a ploy for the big resorts- it does not service locals that
use the road most frequently. Before such drastic measures are taken, we should opt for more
environmentally sustainable, impactful and less costly solutions. This could include the current bus
service that runs more often, as well as a toll for single passenger vehicles. A plan should also include
expanding parking at the base of the mountain, or increasing public transit to the base of the mountain.

2). Year round visitation whether to a designated ski area or summer time trailhead is not served by a
gondola with two terminous areas at Alta Ski Resort and Snowbird Resort.

3). Canyon road expansion will impact the 1,200 plant and animal species that rely on their ecosystem.
How can we as a community of people help this process to ensure the flora and fauna won’t be pushed
out of their habitat? Does the “Purpose and Need” of the UDOT EIS process alternatives allow for a
shared habitat to continue to thrive or even be restored?

4). Traffic congestion in LCC “the red snake” will still continue even with the gondola because the
gondola still is highly reliant on private vehicles in the canyon. We need to remove private vehicles from
our roadways, not add them! Driving to the gravel pit and to the gondola base doesn't eliminate car
congestion, it will only enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to
access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and allow equitable access for all
of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.

Sincerely,
Emily Draper
Salt Lake City, UT
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COMMENT #: 6299

DATE: 8/19/21 7:31 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sean Berry
COMMENT:

While | think that the continued development of the canyon will be a detriment to the natural beauty of
the canyon there is a growing issue of traffic and accessibility. The gondola is not the solution to this
issue since it only serves the resorts and amounts to tax payer dollars funding the resorts directly. In
addition, the gondola would be visible from everywhere in the canyon including the ridges on either
side. While they are quiet, the foot print and size of the towers would affect the entire feel of the
canyon. A new bus schedule with the additional lane would be the best option for several reasons.

1. Increased adoption of public transit from existing hubs, no need to build additional transit hubs.

2. Reduced visibility of the changes in the canyon from most vantage points.

3. Additional stops to include backcountry areas such as white pine will provide more accessibility to all
of LCC.

4. Just as fast or faster transit times to the top of LCC.

Protect the canyon and their future. Go with the buses.
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COMMENT #:

6300

DATE: 8/19/21 8:53 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Greg Miller
COMMENT:

This is a no brainer.
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COMMENT #: 6301

DATE: 8/19/21 9:09 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stephen Colby
COMMENT:

| think this is a great idea if it can help protect our mountains. | would love to see it as energy effecient
as possible. However, the state would be able to save so much by having this in place. An absolutely
great idea.
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COMMENT #: 6302

DATE: 8/19/21 9:43 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mia Garrard
COMMENT:

I am a climber, and love little cottonwood canyon. | think both widening the road and building the
gondola threaten this iconic climbing area, so | do not support either option. Many skiers are climbers
and vise versa, as outdoor enthusiasts, it is our duty to minimize out impact whenever possible, and
this includes not permanently damaging a great climbing resource. | urge us to find a better, less
invasive solution for the traffic in order to maintain the natural beauty of the area and access for other
sports such as climbing
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COMMENT #: 6303

DATE: 8/19/21 9:44 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Katherine Lewis
COMMENT:

| support the gondola!
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COMMENT #: 6304

DATE: 8/19/21 10:18 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sarah McCloskey
COMMENT:

The congestion | have observed in Little Cottonwood Canyon over the last several years is definitely
worse when it is snowing and the road is challenging for some drivers, often driving improperly
equipped vehicles. | can't imagine what the road would be like with a third lane under these conditions,
so | don't think the enhanced bus alternative is a good solution. The gondola alternative would work
well in these situations, however with the logistics of parking, buses and transfers | am wondering who
will ride it. It sounds like it would be cheaper for a full car to drive up. The proposed hours are such that
few employees would be able to ride it. Who is it for? Visitors, locals, or both? | do not think the
exorbitant cost and environmental/visual impacts for either alternative are worth it for the 20-30 days of
the year that it is snowing and the traffic is high . | would rather see less invasive measures such as
increased bus service, tolling and snowsheds before the road is widened or a gondola is built. Thank
you for your efforts.
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COMMENT #: 6305

DATE: 8/19/21 10:26 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeremy Larsen
COMMENT:

no to the gandala! | can't believe that the city is even considering the funding for a gondola! There's so
many roads in Sandy/cottonwood heights that need improving! | have many questions but most
important one is when was the last time you went hiking in Little cottonwood canyon. You | vote for this
gondola you will change the dynamic of the canyons forever. Do you really want that legacy to pass on
to your children, the person's who changed the cottonwoods for worse? How much money does it take
for you all to ignore and do the right thing? Take a hike
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COMMENT #: 6306

DATE: 8/20/21 12:09 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tim Brooks
COMMENT:

Excellent idea. Exactly what they do in europe with extremely positive results.
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COMMENT #: 6307

DATE: 8/20/21 5:07 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: John Thomas
COMMENT:

| support the gondola as a public private partnership project sooner rather than later
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COMMENT #: 6308

DATE: 8/20/21 5:31 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Dorn
COMMENT:

| don't live in SLC, but have skied and climbed dozens of time in that canyon. Being a Civil Engineer |
admire any infrastructure improvements. If the roadway is improved, also improve all the
erosion/flooding and avalanche issues while you're mobilized in there.

We rode the City buses many times up this road, so any improvements to capacity and travel times
would be great!

If they decide on a gondola, please keep the cost to riders down as much as possible to encourage
use. Also don't pack people in like sardines. We've rode these inter-mountain cable cars in Europe and
they provided very pleasant conditions. | know there's great cost to run these, but the resorts and
resident/owners up in the canyon would be benefiting from the gondola, so make sure they're paying
their share. Suppose if they charge $40 per car to park ip at the resorts, the locals will use the new
proposals more, or carpool very efficiently.
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COMMENT #: 6309

DATE: 8/20/21 7:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mark Bromley
COMMENT:

I am concerned that taxpayer money will be used to subsidize Alta and Snowbird. Busses will serve
everybody year round. | understand that gondolas will only stop at Snowbird and Alta. What good does
that do for summer hikers, bikers or winter backcountry skiers?
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COMMENT #: 6310

DATE: 8/20/21 7:42 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ned Bair
COMMENT:

This is the best idea to relieve congested mountain access in the US. | hope that Utah will look past the
high initial cost and acknowledge this project is key to a sustainable future for LCC.
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COMMENT #: 6311

DATE: 8/20/21 8:34 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andrew McCloskey
COMMENT:

I'm all for the gondola. Cable transportation is an environmentally responsible, efficient, and reliable
mode of transportation. It will create a second form of transportation in the canyon, an alternative to the
road.

I would like to see a couple issues addressed though. First, the gondola should operate year round.
There is just as much summer use in LCC as the winter, and although there isn't snow to cause
multiple hour traffic congestion, it would be a responsible means of transportation for summertime
users. With that in mind, there should be a stop at Tanner's Flat or White Pine to facilitate users in that
area of the canyon.

I would like to see the hours of operation be long enough to facilitate use for people who might be
dining or socializing after skiing.

| also think it is key to operate the gondola under UTA or UDOT authority, not a private company, and
to have it be reasonably priced to ensure use. Like the ski bus system, maybe ski passes can cover
fares for the gondola.

As far as the bus option goes, it is just not a solution. Buses are often times a main contributor to
congestion as they slide sideways or off the road, creating a huge problem. More buses equals even
more less qualified drivers. We do not have a pool of skilled bus drivers now, and if we had more buses
we would have even more bad drivers, causing more problems.

Let's get a gondola in LCC to pave the way for using more cable transportation in the central Wasatch.

It would be great to see a gondola in Big Cottonwood, as well as connecting the cottonwoods to Park
City. Less cars, less accidents, less pollution!
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COMMENT #: 6312

DATE: 8/20/21 9:10 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bryant Foulger
COMMENT:

| strongly support the gondola proposal for LCC. I've skied Alta and LCC for nearly 60 years and have
spent hours and hours waiting for road to clear. I've waited for hours for traffic down the canyon to work
it's way out. I've seen the majority of the cars waiting with me over those countless hours idling and
spewing pollution into the air. The gondola reduces emissions, reduces traffic, minimizes impact on the
canyon, is safe from avalanche danger, etc while allowing the public better and safer access to a
beautiful resource that needs protection. Please support th